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Bo3mo)xkHoCTH

ARFI-3AacTomerpun/aracrorpaghum
B AuhghepeHUMarbHONH AMArHOCTHKE
OITyXOA€BbIX MOPAXKEHMH ME€YEHHU

IO.P. Kamaanos, E.IO. Epviacarnosckas, E.I1. Pucenko,
A.B. Puaun, H.H. Bazmem, M.M. Mopo3oga

@I'BHY “Poccuiickuil HAyuHbLil yenmp xupypzuu umenu axademura B.B. Ilempogckozo”,

2. Mocksa

I[enwv: onpedenernue 8os3moxcrHocmeiit ARFI-
anacmomempuu/aracmozpaguu 0ns ougge-
PEHUUDPOBAHUS ONYXO0JLe6bLX NOPANCEHUIL neye-
Hu (OIIII ).

Mamepuan u memodvl: 8 uccaedosarHue
sxayenvl 59 OIIII, gvia8aeHHblx Y 57 nayu-
enmos. OkoHuamenvbHblil OUazH03 YCMAHO8/LeH
HA@ OCHOBAHUU MOPPOL02ULEeCK020 UCCLedo-
6aHus (yoaseHHas Npu pe3eKyuu 4acmo ne-
uenu, ouoncus) y 42 nayuenmos, MPT /KT —
Yy 15 nayuenmos. [Jooporxavecmeennvix OIIIT
ovLn0 19 (Kageprosnas zemanzuoma — 7, oua-
z068as HOOYaApHasa eunepnaadus — 9, zenamo-
UennoNapHas adenoma — 3), 3J10KA4ecmaeeH-
Hblx — 40 (memacmamuueckoe nopaicerHue
neuyeHu — 7, 2enamouenninLaApHas KAPYUHO-

ma—9,zenamobaacmoma— 15, xonanzoxapyu-
Homa — 6, amOpuoHaavHas capKoma — 3).
Bcem nayuenmam evinoninena ARFI-anacmo-
mempus OIIIIl u neyenu 6ne OIIII, 41 nayu-
enmy — ARFI-anacmozpagusa OILII. Yavmpa-
36YK06ble UCCNe006AHUSL NPOBOOUNUCH HA AN
napame Acuson S2000 (Siemens, I'epmanus)
KOHBEKCHbLM UWUPOKONOAOCHULM OAMYUKOM
(1-6 MTI'y).

Pesynvmameur: He ydanocvy onpedeaumb
scecmrocms OILII 6 2 u3 59 (3,4%) cayuaes
(xonanzuoKaApPUUHOMA U 04A208as HOOYLAD-
Has 2unepniasus), nod3momy npoaHaLu3upo-
eanbl. pesyavmamur ARFI-anacmomempuu
57 OIIII y 56 nauyuenmos. 310Ka4ecnmeeHHbLe
OIIIl xcecmue, yem 0oOpOKAYECMEECHHDbBLE
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YJIbTPA3BYKOBAS Y ®YHKLUMNOHATIbHAST ANATHOCTUKA

Ne 1, 2021

OIIII (meduarna ckopocmu c08uUz080il 80JIHbL —
2,700 m/c, unmeprkeapmuibHbliL OUANA30H —
2,150-3,360 m/c npomus 1,925 m/c u 1,280—
2,780 m/c coomeemcmeenno) (P = 0,0113).
OnmumanvHulil nopoz ckopocmu cO08uUz0801
80NHbL 0na Ou@@epeHuupo8anHus 3J10KA-
yecmeeHHblx U dooporxauecmeennvlx OIIII —
2,05m/c (AUC-0,710,4vyscmeumenbHOCmb —
82,1%, cneyupuunocmsv — 66,1% ). Paznuuue
acecmrxocmu neuenu 6ne OIIII npu 3a0Ka-
yecmeeHHvlx U OobporxauecmeeHHbvlx OIIIT
docmosepHoe (1,500 m/c u 1,228-2,043 m/c
npomus 1,165 m/c u 0,980—1,340 m/c coom-
semcmeenno) (P < 0,0011 ). Paszauuue 8 co-
omnoutenuu dHcecmrocms OIILII/xcecmrocmo
nevenu 6He OIIIl npu 3710KAYECMBEHHBLX
u dobporauecmeennvlx OIIIl nHedocmogepHoe
(1,660 u 1,150-2,403 npomus 1,880 u 1,390—-
2,230 coomsemcmeenno) (P=0,7508 ). ARFI-
asacmozpaus He umena OONOLHUMELbHbLLX
npeumyu,ecme no CPaAéHeHUr ¢ COYemaHnHvlm
ucnoavdoeanuem B-ckanuposanus u ARFI-
asacmomempuu.

Bwvisodvr: ARFI-anacmomempus/aniacmo-
zpaus umeem 02pAHUYLEHHbLE B03MOHCHOCTLU
onsa Ougpepenyuposarnus 006poKaA4eCmMEeH-
HbLx U 310Kkavecmeernnblx OIII1. Heobxo0umul
danvHellulue npPpocneKmugHbsle UCCAe008AHUS
C 6blcOKOU cmeneHnvio 00KA3AMELbHOCMU
6 3MOoM HANPABJLeHUU.

Kntouegvle cnosa: yiompa3sykosas 3ac-
moepagus, ARFI-anacmoepagus, ARFI-anacmo-
mempusi, 000pPOKALeCMBeHHbLe ONYXOAU Neye-
HU, 3/I0KA4eCmBeHHble ONYX0JU NeYeHU.

Humupoeanue: Kamanos IO.P., Kpuvixca-
Hosckasa E.JO., @ucenko E.II., Puaun A.B.,
Bazmem H.H., Mopososa M.M. Bo3dmoxcrocmu
ARFI-anacmomempuu/anacmozpapuu 8 Oug-
@eperyuanvHoil duazHocmuke OnYxoie6ulx no-
Ppadcerull neyenu. Yiompa3eykoeas u PYHKUU-
oHaabHaa duazHocmuka. 2021; 1: 9—31.
https://doi.org/10.24835/1607-0771-2021-1-
9-31

BBEJEHUE

B nmocsnegHme rogsl, HECMOTPSA Ha IIPOTPECC
KJIVMHUYECKOU MEeNUIIMHBI, COXPAHAETCA IIPO-
rpecCUpOBaHUE OHKOJOTUYECKOIN 3aboseBae-
moctu [1], KOTOpas MOXKET COIIPOBOKAATHCS
BTOPUYHBIM (MeTACTATUUYECKUM) ITIOPAKEHUEM
IIeYeH!, a TaK'Ke PA3BUTHUEM TelaTOoIleslIio-
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aapuoii KaprnuHoMmbl (I'IIK) ma ¢one Bupyc-
HBIX ITOpaskeHu nmeuenu [2, 3]. Taxkke Beaen-
CTBUE IITMPOKOTO BHEAPEHUSA B KINHUUYECKYIO
npakTuky B mocjgenaue 20—30 jer JIyueBHIX,
¥ B IIEPBYIO OUepe b YJIbTPa3BYKOBBIX, METO-
OB MWATHOCTHUKM CTaJU dYallle BBIABIATHCA
TaK HasbIBae€Mble UHITUIEHTAJIOMBI (CAyUaiiHO
BBIABJIAEMbBIE OIyXOJIM IIeueHu 0e3 cremudu-
YyecKUX IIeUYEeHOUHBIX cumMmaTomoB) [4, 5].
CoryiacHo pAnxy uccaenoBanuii [6—9], vacrora
KHUCT ¥ TeMaHTuOM IIeYeHU B OOIIeil momyJs-
nuu cocrasasger ot 0,6 5o 17,8% u or 0,1 mo
20,0% cooTBeTcTBeHHO. AYTOIICUIHBIE CEPUU
IMoKasaJi CYIIleCTBeHHOe IpeobJamaHue m0-
OpOKaueCTBEHHBIX OUATOBBIX ITOPAKEHUIl IIe-
YeHU y TaIlMeHTOB, KOTOPhIE He UMeJIU B aHaM-
Hese 3JIOKaYeCcTBeHHBIX omyxoJei [10].
Ob0HapysKeHUe MPU YJbTPa3BYKOBOM WHC-
CJIEJTOBAHUH OIYX0JE€BOT0 MOPaKeHNA IeUeH!
(OIIIT) TpebyeT yTOUHEHHUS €ro STUOJOTHUE-
CKOI IPWHAIJEKHOCTH, TaK KaK 9TO OIpeje-
JISIET CTPATeTuIo JaJbHENIero obcaeIoBaHnA
u jgeueHus. OgHAKO CTaHJAPTHOE YJIbTPasBYy-
KoBoe uccienosanue (B-ckaHupoBaHue, IBe-
TOBOE U CIIEKTPaJIbHOE OIIIJIePOBCKOE HCCIe-
IOBaHUeE) UMeeT OTPAaHUUYEHHbIE BOSMOYKHOCTH
B nuddepeniuanbHoit xuarsoctTuxe OIITI[11—
13]. Ilo mauueim H. Trillaud et al. (2009) [12],
KOJIMYECTBO HEONpeAeJSIeHHBIX YJIbTPa3BYyKO-
BBIX 3aKJioueHuit npu uccaegopaumuu OIIII co-
craBasger 60,6% (95% -HbIl TOBepPUTEIbLHBIN
unrepsaa (W) — 52,1-69,1%). 9to mocay-
JKMJIO IPUYUHOM pPaspaboTKM HOBBIX YJbTpPA-
3BYKOBBIX MEeTOAUK (yJIbTPa3ByKOBOE MCCIE0-
BaHUE C KOHTPACTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM, YIbTPa3By-
KoBasi ajilacTorpadus) AJs YJIYUIIEeHUS BO3-
MOJKHOCTE! YyJIbTPa3BYKOBOTO WCCJIEIOBAHUS
B puddepennuanbaoi nuaraoctuke OIIIL.
DUBUKO-TEXHOJOTMYECKUE aCIIEKThI U OIIBIT
KJIWHUYECKOTO IPUMEHEHUA PAa3JUUYHBIX BU-
OB yJbTPa3BYKOBOU aJiacTorpaduu IIpen-
CTaBJIEHBI B PYKOBOJCTBaX M PEKOMEHIAIIUAX
EBpomeiickoii (enepanuu acconuanuil yiab-
Tpa3BykKa B Meauituue u 6uosoruu (EFSUMB)
[14—16] u BcemupHO# (hemepanuu yIbTPasBy-
Ka B menunuue u 6monoruu (WFUMB) [17].
Takske B IOCJEeJHUE TOALI ONYOJMKOBAH DAL
pabor [18—26], mOCBAINIEHHBIX UCCIeTOBAHNIO
BOBMOJKHOCTEIl 9J1aCTOMETpHuH/sjiacTorpaduu
¢ ucnoab3oBanuem ARFI (acoustic radiation
force impulse) npu OIIII. 3HAUYUTEIBHO MEHb-
Ie COOOIeHU O IPUMEHEHUU [JIs dTUX Iie-
Jeli IPYyrux BUJOB KauecTBeHHOU [27—29]
u rosuuyectBeHHOU [30, 31] snactrorpadumn.
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MueHuss aBTOpOoB 0 auepeHIIMaAIBLHO-UAT-
HOCcTHUuecKux Bo3Mo:kHOCTAX ARFI-amacto-
meTpuu/saacrorpadun npu OIIII cymiecTBen-
HO PasjinvaioTcs, OTCYTCTBYET equHasd TOUKa
3pEeHUA O IIOPOTre CKOPOCTU CIABUTOBOI BOJHBI
U TIOJI€3HOCTHU UCCJIEJOBAHUA JKECTKOCTH ITeve-
Hu BHe OIIII nia nuddepeHimpoBanusa 106po-
KaueCcTBEeHHBIX U 3JokauecTBeHHBIX OIIII,
TaKyKe UMeIOTCA IMPOTUBOPEUNA B OIeHKE II0-
aesuoctu ARFI-anacrorpaduu.

Ilens wucciaemoBaHUA — ONPENEJIUTH BO3-
mo:kHocT ARFI-anmacromerpuu/asmacrorpa-
dun nnasa gudpdepenmuposanusa OIIIL.

MATEPHUAJI 1 METOJbI
HNCCJIIENOBAHUA

WccnemoBanme OBLIO 0JOOPEHO 3TUYECKUM
komutrerom ®I'BHY “Poccuiickuii HaydHBIH
LeHTp Xxupypruu numenu akagemuka B.B. Ilet-
posckoro” (r. Mocksa). [lis ompemeaeHUs
BosmokHOocTelr ARFI-amacromerpunm npu
OIIII o6ciemoBano 63 mamueHTa ¢ 04aroBLIMU
MOPaKeHUAMHU IedyeHW (35 JHIT MYMKCKOTO
moja m 28 JUIl KeHCKOT'0 I10Jia B BO3pacTe OT
3 mec mo 74 ner).

Y HUX BBIABJEHBI CJENYIOIINE OYaroBhIE
TMOPaKeHUs IeUeHN!:

1) no6porauectBernnbie OIIII: kaBepHO3HAA
remanruoma (Kasl') — 7 manuenTos (y omHoO
MaIrueHTKY B COUETAHUY C OUaroBOM HOAYJIAP-
voti runepmiazueit (OHIY)), OHT — 9 nanuen-
TOB (Y OMHOU HMAIlMEHTKHW B COUETAHUU C MHO-
JKECTBEHHBIMU T'elaTOIEe/IIOJNAPHBIMU ageHO-
mamu (I'ITA) u remanrmomartosom), I'lTA —
2 mamuenTa (y OOHOTO M3 HUX WMMEJUCH ABa
yaua I'TTA);

2) OIIII ¢ HUBKOII CTEeIIeHbIO 3JIOKAYECTBEH-
HOCTH: TepaToMa — 1 manueHT, Me3eHXUMAaJIb-
Had raMaprToMma — 1 maIueHT;

3) simorauectBenubie OIIIl: meracraruue-
ckoe mopaskenue nmeueru (MIIIT) — 7 nanuen-
ToB, I'lIK — 9 manuenTosB (5 Ha ¢oHe mupposa
neueHun), xojgauruokaprnuaoma (XK) — 6 ma-
IUEeHTOB, remaTobjacroma (I'B) — 15 mamuen-
TOB, aHrmocapkomMa — 1 IalumeHT, sMOpPUO-
HaJgbHasa capkoma (9m0C) — 3 maruenTa;

4) HeomyxoJieBble OYArOBBLIEe MOPAXKEHUSA
IeveHn: aJlbBEOKOKKO3 — 1 mamuenrT; adciiecc
neveHu — 1 marueHTr.

Bcem nanmuenTam Beinonnena ARFI-saacrto-
mepusa OIIIIl u napeuxumel neuenu BHe OIIII,
36 mamuenTaM TaK:ke BbInosHeHa ARFI-
sjlacrorpapusa.

OKOHYATEJbHBIN JUAarH03 YyCTaHOBJIEH:

1) npu Kasl' Ha ocHOBaHUM: TUCTOJIOTUYE-
CKOTO WCCJIeJOBaHUA YAAJEHHON BO BpeMd
olepanuy YacTyu IMeyeHn — O MalueHTOB, Mar-
HUTHO-pe3oHaHCcCHON Tomorpaduu (MPT) /
kKoMmmbioTepHOU Tomorpaduu (KT) m nunamu-
YeCKOT0 KOHTPOJIA — 2 IaI[ueHTa;

2) mpu OHT Ha ocHOBaHUU: TUCTOJIOTHYE-
CKOTO WCCJIeJOBaHUA YAAJEHHON BO BpeMd
omepamnuy 4YacTu ImeueHu — 5 maruenTos, MPT
U IUHAMUYECKOr0 KOHTPOJA — 4 marueHTa;

3) mpu T'ITA Ha OoCHOBaHMU THCTOJOTUUE-
CKOTO WCCJIeJOBaHUA YAAJEeHHON BO BpeMd
oleparnuy 4acTu IleuyeHu — 2 IaIueHTa;

4) mpu TepaToMe U Me3eHXUMAaJbHOU ra-
MapTOMe Ha OCHOBAHUY I'MCTOJOTMUECKOTO UC-
cJeloBaHUA YAAJEHHON BO BpeMs OIleparuu
YacTU IeueH! — 2 IMaIueHTa;

5) ipu MIIII Ha ocHOBaHMM: T'MCTOJIOTHYE-
CKOT'O MCCJIeIOBaHUSA YAAJIEHHOU BO BpEMs OIIe-
paluu yacTu neueHu — 5 naruentos, MPT u 6u-
orcum omyxoau — 2 manueHTa (y 5 marueHTOB
KOJIOPEKTaJbHOe ITPOMCXOKIEeHNE, Y OIHOM I1a-
IIUEHTKHU — OITyXO0JIb IIOJKeyJOYHOM sKesle3bl 1
y IPYTOI MaIrueHTKU — PaK MOJIOUHOI JKeJiesbl);

6) mpu I'llK Ha ocHOBaHWU: T'UCTOJIOTHYE-
CKOTO WCCJIeJOBaHUA YAAJEHHON BO BpeMd
omepanuy YacTu IeueHu — 5 maruenTos, MPT/
KT u ypoBHsa anbda-eTonpoTenHa B CBHIBO-
POTKe KPoBU — 4 maIlleHTa;

7) npu XK Ha OCHOBAHUU: TUCTOJIOTUUECKO-
T'0 UcCJIeJOBaHUSA yAAJIEHHON BO BpeMs oIlepa-
Uy yacTu meuenu — 3 manuenta, MPT/KT —
3 maIueHTa;

8) mpu I'D Ha ocHOBaHWM: TUCTOJIOTHYEC-
KOT0 HCCJIeJOBaHUSA yJaJeHHOU BO BpeMd
omepanuu YacTu nedyeHW — 13 IaIUMeHTOB,
IUarHOCTUYECKOM JallapoTOMUM U OUOIICUU
OIyX0oJu — 2 TalueHTa;

9) nmpu aHrmocapkoMme Ha ocHoBauuu MPT
U Ouorcuu onyxoJuu — 1 mairueHr;

10) npu OM6C HA OCHOBAHUU: TUCTOJIOTHYE-
CKOTO WCCJIeJOBAaHUA YAAJEHHON BO BpeMd
olepanuy JyacTu IleuyeHu — 2 MMalueHTa, Juar-
HOCTHUECKOII JJalIapOTOMUU U OMOIICUY OIIYXO0-
an — 1 mamuenr;

11) opu aTbBEOKOKKO3€ Ha OCHOBAHUU T'H-
CTOJIOTUYECKOT'0 MCCJIEJOBAHUS yIaJIeHHON BO
BpeMdA oIlepaluy YacTu IeyeHu — 1 mamueHT;

12) opu ocTpoMm abciiecce IeUeHU Ha OCHO-
Bauuu gaHHbIX KT u KanHUKO-/1a60paTOpHOMI
KapTUHBI.

YuursiBag e€IMHUYHOCTDL CJIYYaeB TepaTo-
MbI, ME3eHXMMAaJIbHON raMapTOMbI, aHTHOCAD-
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KOMBI ¥ HEOIYXO0JEeBYIO IPUPOAY aJIbBEOKOK-
Kosa u abcIiecca IeyeHU, MAIMEHThI C 3TUMU
3a00/IeBAHUAMHU OBLIN MCKJIOUEHBI U3 IIOCJIe-
Iyrollero amaausa. Takske HCKJIOUeHA OxHA
namueHTKa ¢ MHOKecTBeHHBIMuU OHI, TTIIA
u remaHruomaTto3oMm. Taxum obOpaszom, s
JaJbHEHNIIero aHajausa ObLIM MCIIOJb30BAHBI
59 OIIII y 57 mamuenToB (Tabdma. 1).

Bcem mamnuenTam BBITTOJHEHO a0OMUHATb-
HOe YJIbTPa3BYKOBOE WCCJIeIOoBaHWE Ha JuUar-
HocTuueckoi cucteme Acuson S2000 (Siemens,
l'epMaHUs) KOHBEKCHBIM IIUPOKOIIOJOCHBIM
matuukom (1—6 MTI'mr). Bee uccienoBanus mpo-
BOAUJUCH HATOIIAK, YTPOM, IIOCJIEe HOYHOTO
rojiofaHusa. ¥ BceX MAIMEeHTOB IePBOHAYAJb-
HO BBINOJHSAJOCH CTaHAAPTHOE YJIbTPa3BYKO-
Boe mccienoBaHme (B-ckammpoBaHUe, IIBETO-
BO€ U CIIEKTPaJIbHOE JOIIIIJIePOBCKOE HCCJIE0-
Bauue). [Ipu B-ckanupoBanuu Npon3BOAUIACH
cTaHJapTHaA OlleHKa opraHa (B aHAJINU3 BKJIIO-
yen MakcuMmaabHBIN pasmep OIIII). Omenka
Backyaapusanuu OIIIl ocyuiecTBidAsachk 1o
opuUTHMHaJIbHOUN MeTonuKe. Ilocjie BHIABIEHUS
OIIII mpu B-ckaHMpOBaHUY BKJIIOUYAJN PEXKUM
IIBETOBOTO [OMIJIEPOBCKOTO KapTUPOBAHUS
(IOK) 1 mpou3BOgMIN MOUCK COCYIOB. 3aTEM
ucnosb3oBanu II[TK rHa doHe yBeImueHUs 13-
OpamHOIi 30HBI MHTEepeca (Zoom) ¢ MaKCUMAaJIb-
vbIM ycusienueM I[IK (mo mosaBiaeHusA 1BETO-
BbIX apredarToB). IIpu BBIABIEHUU COCYIOB
orneHuBau nxX KoauuecTso (o IIJIK) u hopmy
KPOBOTOKA IIPU HCIIOJb30BAHUU PEKUMA UM-
IyJbCHOBOJHOBOI ponmyieporpaduu. Ilpm
nuamerpe OIIIl meHee 2 cM U BBISIBJIEHUU CO-
CYIIOB C apTepUaJIbHBIM NI BEHO3HBIM KPOBO-
TOKOM 0Opas3oBaHMe paccMaTpuUBaJIud KaK Ba-
ckyaapusupoBanuoe. Ilpu puamerpe OIIII
>2 cm npu: 1) HeBBIABJIEHUU COCYI0B 00paso-
BaHUEe paccMaTpUBaJM KaK aBacKyJApHOe,
2) BeigBaeHun 1 aprepuanabHOro uiau 1-2 Be-
HO3HBIX COCYIOB — I'MIIOBACKYyJIApHOE, 3) 00Ha-
py:xeHuu 2 u 0ojiee apTepUANbHBIX UIU 3 U
0ojiee BEHOBHBIX COCYAOB — THIIEPBACKYJIAP-
Hoe [32, 33].

3arem BuInmogHAMach ARFI-anacromerpus
(ToueuHasi sjactorpadus CIBUTOBOU BOJIHOM)
OIIII. YacToTa To/TuKOBOrO MMIyabca 2,6 MI'm.
O6smacts wuHTepeca (ROI) wmmeer paswmep
1,0 X 0,5 cm. MakcumanbHas TIyOonHa, HA KO-
TOPO# MOYKHO IIPOU3BOIUTD 3JIACTOMETPUIO, —
8 cm. VzsmepsiemMasa CKOPOCTb CABUTOBOI BOJI-
HbBI B fuamnasoHe ot 0,5 1o 4,4 m/c. I[o BeIIOJI-
Henusa ARFI-asnmacromeTpuu mnpomsBoamIach
onTuMusanua B-usobpaskeHus AJA TOTO, UTO-
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Ne 1, 2021
Tao6mauma 1. Bugsr OITII
AbcomoTHOE OTHOCUTEIbHOE
Buz OIIII KOJIMYeCTBO KOJINYeCTBO, %
T'b 15 25,4
TIIK 9 15,3
MIIII 7 11,9
XK 6 10,2
Im6C 3 5,1
Kasl' 7 11,9
TIIA 3 5,1
OHT 9 15,3
Bcero 59 100,0
Table 1. Liver tumor types
Liver tumor n n, %
Hepatoblastoma 15 25.4
Hepatocellular carcinoma 9 15.3
Liver metastases 7 11.9
Cholangiocarcinoma 6 10.2
Embryonal sarcoma 3 5.1
Cavernous haemangioma 7 11.9
Hepatocellular adenoma 3 5.1
Focal nodular hyperplasia 9 15.3
Total 59 100.0

OBI 00J1aCTh MHTEPECA PacIiojiarajach Ha afeK-
BaTHOU rJyiyOuMHe, BHe M300pPa’KEeHUSA CTEHOK
COCYIIOB U JKEJNYHBIX IIPOTOKOB, AH9XOTE€HHBIX
WJIY TUIIEPIXOTeHHBIX 00JIacTel 04aroBoro Imo-
paxkeHus IeueHH. PacmoJioikeHue maTuymkKa
(mo mexkpebepbsaAM cIpaBa, IO IIPABBIM UJIU
JIeBBIM HoJpebepheM) 3aBHCEJIO OT CerMeHTap-
Hou Joranusanuu OIIII. Ilo BoamMokHOCTH
obsacTh MHTepeca yCTaHABJIMBAJAChH IO JIH-
HUU, Haumbojiee OJM3KON K Yyriy WHCOHAIIUU
90°. NsamepeHusa IPOU3BOAUJINCH IPU KOPOT-
KOIi 3a/iep:KKe IbIXxaHusa Ha (DOHEe HerJIyOOKOTO
BIoxa. ¥ nmereii B Bo3dpacTte a0 2 JIeT IIPpUMeHs-
Jlach JIeTKas celalus.

IlepBoHAUYANIBHO M3MEPEHUA IIPOBOAUJINCH
B ImepudepuuecKUX U IMeHTPaJbHBIX 30HaAX
0YaroBOTO IIOPaKeHUs MeueHu. 3aTeM, yUu-
teiBadg MHeHme N. Frulio et al. (2013) [23],
YTO CYIIIeCTBEHHBIE BapUAIIUU KE€CTKOCTH MO-
IyT HabJIOAATHCA B IIpelesax OSHOI OIyXO0Jau
BCJIEZICTBYE HEKPO3a, FeMOpPParuy uin KoJLio-
ujga, OCOOEHHO B IEHTPAJbHBLIX €e OTHAesax,
MblI OTPAHUYMNJINCH B JaJIbHEHIIeM TPOoeKpaT-
HBIM M3MEPeHHEM KeCTKOCTHU OIIYXOJU TOJb-
KO B ee mepu(pepuyeckux oraenax. Tax:xe
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Puc. 1. Pesyasrarel ARFI-amacromerpuu. amepenue ckopoctu caBuroBoii Bosubl B OIIII (merTacTas paka

ToJsicTol KuinKu) (a) u napeaxume nederu BHe OIIII (b).

Fig. 1. Point shear wave elastography (ARFI quantification). a — shear wave velocity measurement in colon
cancer liver metastasis. b — shear wave velocity measurement in liver tumor surrounding parenchyma.

Puc. 2.

Pesyasrater ARFI-anacrorpaduun.
BreiaBasgemocts MIIII (cTpenka) maydiine mnpu
ARFI-snacrorpaduu, uem npu B-ckanupoBaHum.

Fig. 2. Strain elastography (ARFI imaging).
Elastography detectability of liver metastasis
(arrow) is better in compare with B-mode.

TPOEKPATHO IPOU3BOAUIIOCH U3MEPEeHNE JKeCT-
KocTu napeHxumbl nmeuenu BHe OIIII ma pac-
CTOAHUY He MeHee 2 CM OT HEero II0 CTaHIapT-
HOll MeTonuke (puc. 1). Ilo anamoruu ¢ pexo-
MEHIAIUAMU ONpelesieHUuA KEeCTKOCTHU Iiede-
Hu 11pu ee nuGdy3HbIX 3a00/IeBAHUAX U3MeEpe-
HuA Kectkoctu OIIIl mpousBomuIu B OSHOU
U TOM ’Ke 30He OIyXoJu 0e3 mepeMereHus
mpobHOro o6beMa Ha rayouHe He Oojiee 8 cM.
B manpHelniem nmpu aHaJn3e UCIOJH30BAJIOCH
cpenHee apu(pMeTHUYECKOe 3TUX U3MEePEeHU.
IIpu ARFI-snacrorpadum omeHUBAINCH
BBIABJISIEMOCTS (puc. 2, 3) (Jyulre, Takas Ke,
XysKe) 1 pasMepsl (00JIbIIe, COTOCTABUMBI UJIN

Puc. 3. Pesyasrater ARFI-snactorpaduu.
Briasasaemocts 'K (ctpenku) xy:xe npu ARFI-
aymacrorpaduu, yeM npu B-ckaHupoBaHUU.

Fig. 3. Strain elastography (ARFI imaging).
Elastography detectability of hepatocellular
carcinoma (arrows) is worse in compare with
B-mode.

menbIrie) OIIIl mo cpaBHeHUIO C JaHHBIMU
B-ckanupoBanus, a Takske sKectkocth OIIII
(MeHbIIle, TaKasd yKe UJIN OOJIbIIIE) II0 CPaBHE-
HUto ¢ mapeaxumoii meuenu BHe OIIII (puc. 4, 5).
ComnocraBsienue ctpyKTypbl OIIII (cTenens He-
OMHOPOTHOCTH) IO MaHHBIM B-cKaHMpPOBaHUSA
u ARFI-anacrorpadum HamMm He IIPOU3BOIU-
JIOCh.

ITonyuennble faHHBIEe OBLIY COOPAHEI B (haii-
gl Microsoft Excel. Cratuctuueckuit anaams
OBl BBITIOJIHEH ¢ mcmoJib3oBanueM MedCale
Statistical Software version 11.2 (MedCalc
Software Ltd, Ostend, Belgium; 2011). B cra-
The IpPUBeJeHa CTAaHAAPTHAS OIMCAaTeJbHAd

13
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Puc. 4. Pesyabrarel ARFI-amacrorpagun. iKect-
KocTh KasI' (cTpenka) MeHbIlle, UeM IMapeHXUMbI
neuenu BHe OIIII.

Fig. 4. Strain elastography (ARFI imaging).
Cavernous haemangioma (arrow) stiffness is
lower in compare with surrounding liver
parenchyma.

cratuctuka. Tect Koamoroposa—CmupHOBa
KUCIIOJIB30BAH IJIA OIpeleeHUs HOPMaJIbHO-
CTU pacupefeseHus KOJUUYECTBEHHBIX IOKa-
sareseii. [[Jig KOJIUYeCTBEHHBIX ITIOKas3aTee,
KOTOpbIe OBLIM pacrupenejeHbl HOPMAaJbHO,
pesyJbTaTh IpeAcTaBJaeHbl B Buge M = G, Mu-
HUMAJbHOTO — MAaKCHUMAaJIbHOTO 3HaUYEHUH
(Min—Max); B OpOTUBHOM cJiydyae — B BUIeE
MeAuaHbl, WHTEPKBAPTUJBHOTO IuamnasoHa
(25—75-11 mpomentTusu) u Min—Max. ua
ompeseIeHUs Pa3Inuuuil MeKIy T'PyIIaMu B
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX ITOKA3aTeJAX MCIIOJIb30Ba-
HBI TecThbl ManHa—YUTHU, KaUeCTBEHHBIX I10-
Kasareisax — Kpurepuii x2. [lmarsoctuueckas
appexTuBHOCTE ARFI-anacromerpuu wuccie-
mopama c¢ mnomomibio ROC-amanuza [34].
3nauenue P < 0,05 paccmarpuBajioch Kak I0-
KasaTeJbHOE AJA KaKIOr'0 CTaTUCTUUYECKOIO
Tecra.

PE3YJbTATBI HCCJIENJOBAHUSA

IIpu ARFI-ssmacTomerpum HeyCIENIHBIMU
ObLIU U3MepeHus KecTKocTHu B 2 13 59 (3,4%)
caydyaeB. IloaToMy IKeCTKOCTH oOIIpejaeseHa
B 57 OIIIIl y 56 6osbHBIX. B omHOM ciry4uae 3To
orta XK. [Ipy HEOTZHOKPATHBIX M3MEPEeHUAX
CKOPOCTH CIBUTOBOI BOJIHBI IOJyUaIUd 3HAUE-
Hre XXX M/c, 4TO, BEPOSATHO, 00YCJIOBIEHO
BBICOKOM JKECTKOCTBhIO BTOr0 00pasoBaHUA
(orpaHuueHue MAJIA OIpeJeieHUA CKOPOCTU
casuroBoit BoaHbI). IIpu ARFI-anacrorpadguu
nauuoe OIIII cyiecTBeHHO JKecTye, YeEM OKPY-
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Puc. 5. Pesynnsrarer ARFI-snacrorpadun. iKect-
Koctb XK (cTpeska) Gosibliie, YeM IapeHXUMBI
neuyeru BHe OIIII.

Fig. 5. Strain elastography (ARFI imaging).
Cholangiocarcinoma (arrow) stiffness is higher
in compare with surrounding liver parenchyma.

JKaroIras ero mapeHxmMma ImeueHu (pumc. 6).
B gpyrom cayuae xax ARFI-amacTromerpus,
tak u ARFI-anacrorpadus Ob1I1 HEYCIeIITHbI-
Mu npu omnenke xectkoctu OHI, mo-
BUAUMOMY, U3-3a apTe()akTOB, BOSHUKAIOITIX
oT KoJebaHui nuadparMbl U cepalla, a TakKe
rayboxoro pacnosoxkenusa OIIII ma goue BbI-
pakeHHBIX AU(MPY3HBIX M3MEHEHUN MeueHU’
(crearos) (puc. 7).

PesyabTaThl McCCIEeNOBAHUS KECTKOCTU
pasanunbix BugoB OIIII (n = 57) npencrasiie-
HBI B Taba. 2. Pe3ysbTaThl cpaBHEHUS 3HAUE-
HUH CKOPOCTHU CABUTOBOM BOJIHBI MEXKIY Pas-
auuyabiMu OIIIl mpexcraBieHbl B Taba. 3.
Cpenu moopoxauectBenubix OIIII mamboiee
skecTtrol Obwia OHI'. ITo skKecTKocTu OoHA mO-
CTOBEPHO HEe OTJNYAJach HU OT OJHOTO BHUIA
3JI0KaueCTBEeHHBIX omryxoJieii. [Ipu aTom xecT-
kKocth OHI' 6blyIa TOCTOBEPHO BBIIIIE KECTKO-
ctu KasI' (P = 0,03). Cpenu 3J10KaueCcTBEHHBIX
Bunos OIIII maubGoJiee sxecTtkuMu ObLIH XK 1
MIIII, ogHAKO ZOCTOBEPHBIE PA3IUUYNA MEMKIY
Pas3IMYHBIMU BUAAMHU 3I0KauecTBeHHBIX OIIII
He oTMeuanuchk. CpaBHenuda ¢ IMOC u I'lIA me
IIPOBOAMJINCH BBUY KpalHell MaJI0UYnCIeHHO-
cTu BBIOOPOK. OOHAKO 3HAUEHHUS CKOPOCTU
CIBUT'0OBOIT BOJIHBI B 9TUX 00Pa30BaHUAX OBLIN
YUTEeHBI IPU aHaJIN3e 3JI0KaYeCTBEHHBIX U [10-
OpoKadYeCcTBEHHBLIX 00pPa30BAHUM B COOTBET-
CTBYIOIUX TPYIIIAX.

ITocie o6bemuHeHUS 3J0KAUECTBEHHBIX
(n = 39) u nobpoxauecTBeHHBIX (N = 18) o6pa-
30BaHUU B COOTBETCTBYIOIIME I'PYIIbLI OBLIO
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Puc.

OmmbKka M3MepeHUs IIPU BBICOKOH KECTKOCTH
XK.

6. Pesynsrarer ARFI-anacromerpuu.

Puc. 7. I'my6oroe pacnono:xenme OHI' u crearos
MeYeHW KaK MPUYUHBI HEYyIAauHbIX Pe3yJbTaTOB
ARFI-anacromerpuu/saacrorpadun.

Fig. 6. Point shear wave elastography (ARFI
quantification). Error in shear wave velocity
estimation due to high cholangiocarcinoma
stiffness.

Fig. 7. Incorrect stiffness estimation due to too
deep location of liver tumor and liver steatosis.

Ta6auua 2. Hectrocrs OIIII pa3anyHBIX TUTIOB (CKOPOCTH CABUTOBOM BOJHBI, M/C)

Bup OIIII n M o Median 25—T75-11 IPOIeHTUIN Min—Max
T'b 15 2,641 0,664 2,590 2,270-3,202 1,390-3,690
IR 9 2,043 0,812 1,960 1,865-3,230 1,660-4,010
MIIII 7 3,224 0,755 3,300 2,773-3,490 2,100-4,520
XK 5 3,396 0,824 3,200 2,675-4,110 2,600-4,520
Kasll 7 1,744 0,622 1,770 1,400-1,967 0,770-2,780
OHT 8 2,631 0,824 2,920 2,160-3,210 1,000-3,470

IIpumeuarnue: ckopocTs caBurooi Boausl B 'T[A (n=3)-1,21, 1,61 u 1,68 m/c; 8 9m6C (n = 3) — 0,80, 0,82

u 2,70 m/c.

Table 2. Shear wave velocity (m/s) in different liver tumors

Liver tumor n Mean SD Median 25 and .75 Range
percentiles
Hepatoblastoma 15 2.641 0.664 2.590 2.270-3.202 1.390-3.690
Hepatocellular carcinoma 9 2.043 0.812 1.960 1.865-3.230 1.660—-4.010
Liver metastases 7 3.224 0.755 3.300 2.773-3.490 2.100-4.520
Cholangiocarcinoma 5 3.396 0.824 3.200 2.675-4.110 2.600-4.520
Cavernous haemangioma 7 1.744 0.622 1.770 1.400-1.967 0.770-2.780
Focal nodular hyperplasia 8 2.631 0.824 2.920 2.160-3.210 1.000-3.470

Note: shear wave velocity in hepatocellular adenoma (n = 3) — 1.21, 1.61 u 1.68 m/s; embryonal sarcoma
(n=3)-0.80,0.821u 2.70 m/s.
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Ta6auua 3. [[0CTOBEPHOCTH PA3INUUI KeCTKOCTU (CKOpocTu ¢aBuroBoii BosrHbl) OIIII pasauuyHbIX TUIIOB

Bup OIIIL I'b INERY XK MIIII Rasl' OHT
I'b - 0,93 0,07 0,12 0,01 0,93
TR 0,93 - 0,16 0,12 0,04 0,70
XK 0,07 0,16 - 0,94 0,01 0,30
MIIII 0,12 0,12 0,94 - 0,004 0,16
KasT 0,01 0,04 0,01 0,004 - 0,03
OHT 0,93 0,70 0,30 0,16 0,03 -

Ilpumevarnue: ’KUPHBIM IPUQPTOM BbIAeJIeHBI focTOBepHBIe pasiaunuusa. ['pynnsr I'ITA (n = 3) u 9m6C (n = 3)
UCKJIIOUEHBI U3 CPABHEHUS BCJIEJCTBUE UX MaJOUYUCIEHHOCTH.

Table 3. Difference of shear wave velocity between liver tumors

Hepato- . . Focal
Liver tumor piepito | cellular |Cholanglor || Liver | Cavernous | nodular
carcinoma hyperplasia

Hepatoblastoma - 0.93 0.07 0.12 0.01 0.93
Hepatocellular carcinoma 0.93 - 0.16 0.12 0.04 0.70
Cholangiocarcinoma 0.07 0.16 - 0.94 0.01 0.30
Liver metastases 0.12 0.12 0.94 - 0.004 0.16
Cavernous haemangioma 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.004 - 0.03
Focal nodular hyperplasia 0.93 0.70 0.30 0.16 0.03 -

Note: significant differences are highlighted in bold. Hepatocellular adenoma (n = 3) and embryonal sarcoma

(n = 3) excluded from the statistical analysis.

Ta6auua 4. HecTKocTs ToOpPOoKauecTBeHHBIX 1 3i0KadecTBeHHBIX OIIII (cKOpoCTh CABUTOBOM BOJHBI, M/C)

CTaTHCTIIECKIE TOKABATENN Hob6porauecrBerrbie OIIIT 3nokauectBennbie OITII
(n=18) (n=39)
Meguana 1,925 2,700
95% -uwrit [[W nyia MmeguaHbl 1,411-2,756 2,410-3,173
25—75-i1 mpoueHTHUIN 1,280-2,780 2,150-3,360
Min—Max 0,770-3,470 0,800—4,520

Table 4. Shear wave velocity (m/s) in benign and malignant liver tumors

Summary statistics Benign liver tumors Malignant liver tumors
(n=18) (n=239)
Median 1.925 2.700
95% confidence interval (for median) 1.411-2.756 2.410-3.173
25 and 75 percentiles 1.280-2.780 2.150-3.360
Range 0.770-3.470 0.800-4.520

IIPOBeZleHO CPaBHEHUE JKECTKOCTU MeXIY
Humu (taba. 4). HecmoTpsa Ha Hajuuue ompe-
JleJIeHHOTO IlepeKpecTa 3HAa4YeHUU CKOPOCTHU
CIBUTOBOII BOJIHBI B aHAJIU3UPYEMBIX T'PYII-
Iax, uMeeTcs AOCTOBEPHOE pa3yiyue B 3KecT-
KOCTU 3JI0KAUEeCTBEHHBIX U JOOPOKAYECTBEH-
HbIX onyxoJeit (P =0,0113).
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ITocne mpoBemenus ROC-ananusa ObIIO BbI-

SIBJIEHO, UTO IIPY HCIIOJH30BAHUU IIOPOTA CKO-
pocTu caBuroBoit BoJiHBI 2,05 M/c UyBCTBU-
reabHOCTh ARFI-anmacromerpuu B guddepen-
IIUPOBAaHUU NOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0Kaue-
crBeHHBIX OIIII cocraBaser 82,1% (95% -Hbrii
IO - 66,5-92,5% ), cnenuduunocts — 66,1%
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(95% -ubrit 1N — 35,7-82,7% ), AUC - 0,710
(P = 0,006) (puc. 8). IIpu sTOoM OTHOIIIEHUE
IPaBAOION00MA IOJOKUTEILHOTO TeCTa PaB-
HO 2,11, orpunarensuoro recra — 0,29.

PesysibTaThl OIIEHKU JKECTKOCTU TTapeHXU-
MBI IIeUueHU, Ha (PoHe KOTOPOIl BBIABJIEHBI
OIIII, npexncraBiieHs B Ta0J. 5 u 6.

PesysibTaThl cpaBHEHUS KECTKOCTU IIapeH-
XWMBI ITIeYeHU BHE TOOPOKAYEeCTBEHHBIX U 3JI0-
KayeCTBEHHBIX 00pasoBaHUU IIpeJCTaBJIEHBI
B Taba. 7. Mexay sHaYeHUAMU CKOPOCTU
CIIBUTOBOII BOJIHBI B AIBYX I'PYIIHax OIpeess-
orca poctoBepHble pazamuusa (P = 0,0010).
JKecTKoCTh TapeHXUMBI BHE ITIeUeHU ObLIa J0-
CTOBEPHO MEHbIIIe B ciiyyae JoOpPOKauecTBEeH-
HbIx OIIII.

OTMeueHO JOCTOBEPHOE pas3juure MeKIy
JKeCcTKOoCThI0 mobpokauecTBenHbIX OIIII u ma-
pPeHXUMBI IIeYeHM BHe oOpasoBaHuil
(P <0,0011), a TaksKe »KeCTKOCTBIO 3JIOKaUe-
crBeHHbIX OIIIl 1 mapeHXMMBI ITeUYeHU BHE 00-
pasoBanuii (P < 0,0001). Kectrocts OIIII
ObLjIa BBINIE JKECTKOCTU MapPeHXWMbl HeUeHU
BHe OIIII kak pu OOPOKAUYECTBEHHBIX, TAK 1
npu 3smokauvecTBeHHbIX OIIII (cMm. Tab6u. 4 u 7).
OnHAaKO PasauumsA B COOTHOIIIEHUAX KECTKO-
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Puc. 8. ROC-ananus 1isi IIOMCKA OITHMAJIBHOT'O
IOpora CKOPOCTH CABUTOBOI BOJIHBI AJiA audde-
PEHIIMPOBAHUA NOOPOKAUYECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0Kaue-
crBeunbrx OIIII. AUC - 0,710 (P = 0,006),
mopor — 2,05 m/c, yyBCcTBUTEIBHOCTL — 82,1%,
cunenuduuHOoCTh — 66,1% .

Fig. 8. ROC curve of shear wave velocity in
distinguishing malignant versus benign liver
tumors. AUC - 0.710 (P = 0.006), cutoff — 2.05
m/s, sensitivity — 82.1%, specificity — 66.1%.

Tao6auna 5. JHectrocTh mapenxuMbl meuenu BHe OIIII pasniuuHbIX BUAOB (CKOPOCTD CABUTOBOI BOJHEI, M/C)

H:}illeeg%{fllﬁ n M o Median | 25-75-i1 mponeHTUIN Min—-Max
T'b 15 1,573 0,484 1,510 1,240-1,798 0,820-2,610
TTOK 9 2,043 0,812 1,960 1,432-2,548 1,130-3,700
MIIII 7 1,529 0,818 1,250 1,152-1,362 1,100-3,370
XK 6 1,762 0,484 1,950 1,200-2,150 1,120-2,200
KasI' 7 1,319 0,610 1,000 0,950-1,437 0,890-2,610
OHT 8 1,244 0,170 1,250 1,120-1,390 0,980-1,440

ITpumeuarnue: CKOpoCTh cABUTOBOM BosHEI BHe ['TTA — 0,92, 1,06 1 1,15 m/c; Bae IM6C — 1,22, 1,50 1 1,50 m/c.

Table 5. Shear wave velocity (m/s) in liver tumors surrounding parenchyma

i Surrounding n Mean sD Median 25 and 75 Range
iver parenchyma percentiles

Hepatoblastoma 15 1.573 0.484 1.510 1.240-1.798 0.820-2.610
Hepatocellular carcinoma 9 2.043 0.812 1.960 1.432-2.548 1.130-3.700
Liver metastases 7 1.529 0.818 1.250 1.152-1.362 1.100-3.370
Cholangiocarcinoma 6 1.762 0.484 1.950 1.200-2.150 1.120-2.200
Cavernous haemangioma 7 1.319 0.610 1.000 0.950-1.437 0.890-2.610
Focal nodular hyperplasia 8 1.244 0.170 1.250 1.120-1.390 0.980-1.440

Note: shear wave velocity in hepatocellular adenoma (n = 3) — 0.92, 1.06 u 1.15 m/s; embryonal sarcoma

(n=3)-1.22, 1.50 u 1.50 m/s.
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Ta6auna 6. [[0CTOBEPHOCTH PA3IUUYUI KECTKOCTH (CKOPOCTU CIBUTOBOI BOJHBI) mapeHxuMbl meueHu Bae OIITI

Pa3INYHBbIX BUIOB

Nsamepenus sae OIIITL I'b Iy XK MIIIT Kasl' OHT
I'b - 0,12 0,37 0,27 0,13 0,08
INERY 0,12 - 0,61 0,05 0,03 0,01
XK 0,37 0,61 - 0,32 0,14 0,08
MIIII 0,27 0,05 0,32 - 0,34 0,91
KasTl' 0,13 0,03 0,14 0,34 - 0,56
OHT 0,08 0,01 0,08 0,91 0,56 -

Ilpumeuarue: ;KUPHBIM MIPUGTOM BBIJEJE€HBI JocTOBepHEIe pasianund. ['pynnsl I'ITA u OM6C uCKII0OUEHbI U3
CPaBHEHUA BCJIEJCTBUE UX MAJOUYUCIEHHOCTH.

Table 6. Difference of shear wave velocity between liver tumors surrounding parenchyma

. Surrounding Hepato- Hepato- Cholangio- Liver Cavernous Focal
liver parenchyma blastoma cel!ular carcinoma | metastases| haemangioma nodular_
carcinoma hyperplasia

Hepatoblastoma - 0.12 0.37 0.27 0.13 0.08
Hepatocellular carcinoma 0.12 - 0.61 0.05 0.03 0.01
Cholangiocarcinoma 0.37 0.61 - 0.32 0.14 0.08
Liver metastases 0.27 0.05 0.32 - 0.34 0.91
Cavernous haemangioma 0.13 0.03 0.14 0.34 - 0.56
Focal nodular hyperplasia 0.08 0.01 0.08 0.91 0.56 -

Note: significant differences are highlighted in bold. Hepatocellular adenoma (n = 3) and embryonal sarcoma
(n = 3) excluded from the statistical analysis.

Tao6auna 7. Fectrocth neuenu Bue OIIII B rpynmax o0poOKaueCTBEHHBIX U 3JI0KAUECTBEHHBIX 00pa3oBaHU

(CKOPOCTDb CABUTOBOI BOJHEI, M/C)

CraTHCTIHECK e TIOKABATEIH ,H06pomarz§c:131eg)ﬁme OIIII 3HORa‘{e(%Tie§{g)ble OIIII
Meguana 1,165 1,500
95% -uwrit [IW nia MmeguaHbl 0,988-1,340 1,309-1,801
25—75-i1 mpoueHTHUIN 0,980-1,340 1,228-2,043
Min—Max 0,890-2,610 0,820-3,700

Table 7. Shear wave velocity (m/s) in surrounding liver parenchyma of benign and malignant liver tumors

Summary statistics Benigr(1nli;ze1r8t)umors Maligna(rrlltzliggli tumors
Median 1.165 1.500
95% confidence interval (for median) 0.988-1.340 1.309-1.801
25 and 75 percentiles 0.980-1.340 1.228-2.043
Range 0.890-2.610 0.820-3.700
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Ta6auua 8. CooTHOIIEHNE JKECTKOCTH N0OpOKauecTBeHHBIX U 30KauecTBeHHBIX OIIII K skKecTKOCTH mapeHxu-

MBI IIeUeH! BHe 00pa30BaHMMi

CraructTruecKkue moKa3aTeIn

CoorTHolIeHNE 15
mobpoxauecTBeHHBIX OIITL

CooTHolIIeHNE 15
syokauecTBeHHbIX OIIII

(n=18) (n=39)
Menuana 1,880 1,660
95% -upiit AU nyida MeguaHbl 1,418-2,131 1,315-2,293
25-"75-11 mpoIeHTUIN 1,390-2,230 1,150-2,403
Min—-Max 0,570-3,180 0,550-3,800

Table 8. Shear wave velocity ratio of liver tumors to surrounding liver parenchyma

Summary statistics

Benign liver tumors

Malignant liver tumors

(n=18) n=39)
Median 1.880 1.660
95% confidence interval (for median) 1.418-2.131 1.315-2.293
25 and 75 percentiles 1.390-2.230 1.150-2.403
Range 0.570-3.180 0.550-3.800

CcTU JOOPOKAUECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0KAUECTBEHHBIX
OIIIl K XeCTKOCTM HapeHXWMBI IIeUeHU BHE
obpasoBanuii HemoctoBepubl (P = 0,7508)
(Tabi. 8).

Pesynbrarel B-ckaHuMpOBaHUSA B OIleHKE
pasmepa oopasoBanuit u I[JIK B orteHKe cTerre-
HU BaCKyJAPU3aINU IpeAcTaBJIeHbl B Taba. 9
u 10 u Ha puc. 9 u 10. CpaBHeHUE MEKIY 0~
OpOKaUYeCTBEHHBIMHU U 3JIOKAUeCTBEHHBIMU
OIIII mo cTenneHU BaCKYIAPU3AINY ITPOJEMOH-
CTPUPOBAJIO OTCYTCTBHUE JIOCTOBEPHOCTU pas-
auunit (P =0,6627).

Ins yiaydineHuss BO3MOMKHOCTEH yJabTpa-
3BYKOBOI'O UCCJeNoBaHUSA B auddepeHInalb-
Hoii mmarmoctuke OIIIl comocraBuam mon-
rpynmnbl: 1) aBacKyJsapHBIE U TMIIOBACKYJIAD-
uoie OIIII (KasI' nporus MIIII) o skecTKrOCTH
OIIII, 2) runepBackysapusie OIIII (I'TTA mpo-
tuB OHT') mo xectroctu u 3) sxectrue OIIII
(MIIII mporus I'TK, I'B, OHT') o Backyasapu-
sanuu. [TosyueHbl ciaenyoIue pe3yabTaThl:

1) KaBl' — 6 us 7 aBacKyJISpHbI€ UJIU T'AIIO-
BackyJssapHbie OIIII, B 6 13 7 cKOPOCTh CABU-
roBoii BoJiHbI <2,05 M/c; MIIII — 7 us 7 aBac-

Puc. 9. Pesyaprarer I[JJK cocymor B OHI.
T'unepBackynapaoe OIIII. CKopocThb CABUTOBOM
BOJIHBI —3,14 M/c.

Fig. 9. Focal nodular  hyperplasia.
Hypervascularity in color Doppler. Shear wave
velocity — 3.14 m/s.

Puc. 10. Pesyaprarer IIIK cocymoB B meTacrase
paka Tojcroi Kuinku. ['mnosackyispuoe OIIIL.
CKOpOCTB CABUTOBOM BOJIHEI — 2,78 M/cC.

Fig. 10. Colon cancer liver metastasis.
Hypovascularity in color Doppler. Shear wave
velocity — 2.78 m/s.
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Ta6auua 9. XapaxkTepuctuka pasmepoB u BacKkyasapusaiua OIIIl pasauuubiXx BULOB
B
Bup OIIII Pasmep (MaKCcUMAIbHBIN), CM ACKYIAPH3AnHA
a- TUTIO- rumnep-
I'B (n=15) 6,6 - 2 13
4,7-7,9
3,6-15,4
TIMK (n=9) 7,5 - - 9
6,0-9,2
3,2-13,1
MIIII (n=T7) 5,2 4 3 -
3,9-9,7
2,3-10,7
XK (n=5) 8,0 1 1 3
4,5-10,0
1,9-12,1
9M6C (n = 3) 4,4,7,1u 14,1 - 1 2
Kasl'(n="T7) 8,9 4 2 1
5,6-17,5
4,1-20,0
I'TTA (n=3) 1,5,6,5u 8,0 - 1 2
OHT (n = 8) 6,9 - - 8
5,1-9,4
4,2-12,7

Ilpumeuanue: Ha TEPBOIN CTPOKE AUEHKM IIPeJCTaBJIeHA MeIWaHa, HA BTOPOH — 25-T75-f mpomeHTMIN, HaA
Tperheir — Min—Max.

Table 9. Size and vascularization types of different liver tumors

. . . Vascularization type
Liver tumor Maximum size, cm
avascular | hypovascular | hypervascular
Hepatoblastoma (n = 15) 6.6 - 2 13
4.7-7.9
3.6-15.4
Hepatocellular carcinoma (n = 9) 7.5 - - 9
6.0-9.2
3.2-13.1
Liver metastases (n = 7) 5.2 4 3 -
3.9-9.7
2.3-10.7
Cholangiocarcinoma (n = 5) 8.0 1 1 3
4.5-10.0
1.9-12.1
Embryonal sarcoma (n = 3) 4.4,7.1 and 14.1 - 1 2
Cavernous haemangioma 8.9 4 2 1
(n="7) 5.6-17.5
4.1-20.0
Hepatocellular adenoma (n = 3) 1.5, 6.5 and 8.0 - 1 2
Focal nodular hyperplasia (n = 8) 6.9 - - 8
5.1-9.4
4.2-12.7

Note: the first row shows median, second — 25 and 75 percentiles, third — range.
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Ta6auua 10. XapakTeprucTuKa pasMepoB U BaCKYJIAPU3aIusa JoOOPOKaueCTBeHHBIX 1 3i0KadecTBeHHbIX OITII

T'pynmsr Pasmep Backynapusanusa
(MaKcuMaIbHBI), CM a- TUIIO- rumep-

IMobpoxauectBenubie OIIII (n = 18) 8,6 4 3 11
5,2-11,3
1,5-20,0

3nokauectBennnie OIIII (n = 39) 7,1 5 7 27
4,8-8,3
1,9-15,4

Ilpumeuanue: Ha TEPBOM CTPOKe AUYEHKM IIpeACTaBJIeHA MeIuaHa, Ha BTOpPOMl — 25—T5-ii MpOIeHTWJIN, Ha

Tperbeit — Min—Max.

Table 10. Size and vascularization types of benign and malignant liver tumors

. Maximum Vascularization type
Liver tumors . . o .

size, cm avascularization hypovascularization | hypervascularization

Benign (n = 18) 8.6 4 3 11
5.2-11.3
1.5-20.0

Malignant (n = 39) 7.1 5 7 27
4.8-8.3
1.9-15.4

Note: the first row shows median, second — 25 and 75 percentiles, third — range.

KyJaAapHble uam runoBacKyiadapubie OIIII,
B 6 u3 7 CKOPOCTh CABUT'OBOM BOJHEI >2,05 Mm/c
(muddepeHnmanbHBIN JUATHO3 110 YKECTKOCTH)
(P =0,029).

2) TTTA — 2 u3 3 runepBackyasapuabsie OIIII,
B 3 13 3 CKOPOCTH CABUTOBO# BOJTHEI <2,05 M/c;
OHI' — 8 u3 8 runepBacKyaApHbIe, B 6 u3 8
CKOPOCTBH CABUTOBOM BOJIHBEI >2,00 M/c (qud-
(epeHIIMANBHBIA AUATHO3 II0 KECTKOCTH)
(P =0,06).

3) MIIII — 7 us 7 aBacKyJaApHBIE UJIU TUIIO-
BackyasapHbie OIIII, B 7 u3 7 CKOPOCTH CABUTO-
BoIi BoatHBI >2,05 M/c; T'IIK, ', OHI" — 27 us
32 runepBacKyJasapHbIE, B 26 13 32 CKOPOCTh
caBuroBoil BoJHBI >2,05 ™m/c (muddepen-
IUAJbHBIN [OUAarHo3 II0 BaCKYJIAPU3AI[UN)
(P =0,00005).

ARFI-anmacrorpagusa BeimosiHeHa y 41 ma-
nuenrta. BrraBagemocts OIIIl mpm ARFI-
ajiactorpauu Obljaa JydIlle IO CPaBHEHUIO
¢ B-ckaHupoBaHMEM TOJBKO B 3 ciydyaax
(2 MIIII u 1 XK), y ocTanbHBIX IIAIIIEHTOB OHA
ObLIa TaKoO 'Ke, KaK U Ipu B-CKaHUPOBaHUU,
uau xy:ke (tabu. 11, 12, puc. 11).

YV nanuentoB c¢ pasmepamu OIIII 6ouee
5 cM TouHO comocTaBuTh pasmep npu ARFI-
aaactorpaduu u B-ckammpoBaHum OBLIO He-
BO3MOJKHO W13-3a OTPAaHWUYEHUH B pasMepax

aynactorpaduueckoro okHa. IIpu pasmepax
meHee 5 cm pasmep OIIII mpu mcrosb30BaAaHUMT
IBYX METOIOB HE OTJIMYAJICSA HA B OJJHOM CJIy-
yae (cMm. Taba. 11, 12).

WKectrocts OIIII mo cpaBHEHUIO C JKECTKO-
cTbi0 napeuxumbl neuenu BHe OIIII (menbIme,
Takasa ke wmiau Oosbiiie) npu ARFI-amacto-

Puc. 11. Onpegenenne rpauui OIIII (BuisiBisie-
MocTb) mpu B-ckanmpoBanuu (cieBa) u ARFI-
anacrorpaduu (cupasa). IIpu B-ckanupoBanuu
rpaauiisl OIIII BugHbI 60JI€€ YETKO.

Fig. 11. B-mode (left) and strain elastography
(ARFI imaging) (right) tumor detectability.
B-mode shows better tumor margins imaging.
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Ta6auua 11. Xapaxrepuctura OIIII pasnuunsrx BumoB mo naunabiM ARFI-amacrorpaduu

Briasasemocts OIIIT Pasmep (MmakcumanbHbIi) OITIT
upu ARFI-snacrorpaduu mpu ARFI-anacrorpaduu mo #Hecrrocrs OINII .
Bup 10 CPaBHEHUIO cpaBHeHUIO ¢ B-ckanupoBanuem | 110 CPABHEHHUIO C IIaPDEHXMMOU
OIIII ¢ B-ckarupoBaHueM (m1a OIIII < 5,0 cm) HneveHn
n | ayame | xyme | onaT 1 p | gompme| 9T | mempme | n | membme | ToR2T | Gonpme
e CTAaBUM e
I'b 10 - 3 7 3 - 3 - 10 2 - 8
'K 7 - 7 - 2 - 2 - 7 - - 7
MIIII | 6 2 1 3 2 - 2 - 6 1 - 6
XK 5 1 1 3 2 - 2 - 5 - - 5
ImoC | 1 - 1 - - - - - 1 = - 1
Kasl' | 4 - - 4 1 - 1 - 4 1 - 3
T'IIA 2 - - 2 1 - 1 - 2 - - 2
OHT 6 - 1 5 2 - 2 - 6 1 - 5
Table 11. Liver tumor types strain elastography (ARFI imaging)
Strain elastography maximum ;
Strain elastography tumor tumor sife ig c%mpare iq;lué?,}ﬁ;;;ﬁfvﬁffﬁ
Liver tumor detectability in compare with B-mode one surrounding
with B-mode one (for tumors < 5.0 sm) liver parenchyma
n |better | worse |equal | n bigger | equal | smaller | n | lower | equal | higher
Hepatoblastoma | 10 - 3 7 3 - 3 - 10 2 - 8
Hepgtocellular 7 - 7 - 2 - 2 - 7 - - 7
carcinoma
Liver metastases 6 2 1 3 2 - 2 - 6 1 - 6
Cholangio- 5 1 1 3 2 - 2 - 5 - - 5
carcinoma
Embryonal 1 - 1 - - - - - 1 - - 1
sarcoma
Cavernous 4 - - 4 1 - 1 - 4 1 - 3
haemangioma
Hepatocellular 2 - - 2 1 - 1 — 2 - - 2
adenoma
Focal nodular 6 - 1 5 2 - 2 - 6 1 - 5
hyperplasia

Ta6auna 12. Xapakrepucruka qo0pokauecTBeHHLIX U 30KauecTBeHHBIX OITII mo ranusiMm ARFI-snacrorpagun

Briasasemocts OIIII Pasmep (maxkcumanbubIii) OIIIT
upu ARFI-snacrorpaduu npu ARFI-snacrorpaduu mo #Hecrrocrs OIIII
110 CPaBHEHUIO cpaBHeHUIO ¢ B-ckaHupoBaHueMm 10 CPaBHEHUIO
T'pynmbr ¢ B-ckanmpoBaHuem (masa OIIII < 5,0 cm) C ITAPEeHXMMOMU II€UeHN!
TaKas coto- TaKaa

n |Jydiie | XysxKe e n | Oojblime crapuy | MEHPIIE | T | MEHBITe | T 6osbIIIe
Hob6po- 12 - 1 11 4 - 4 - 12 2 - 10
KauecT-
BEHHBIE
OIIII
310- 29 3 13 13 9 - 9 - 29 3 - 26
KaJecT-
BEeHHBIe
OIIII
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Table 12. Benign and malignant liver tumors strain elastography (ARFI imaging)

Strain elastography tumor
detectability in compare
with B-mode one

Liver tumors

Strain elastography maximum
tumor size in compare

Tumor stiffness
in compare with

with B-mode one surrounding liver

(for tumors < 5.0 sm) parenchyma
n |better | worse |equal | n bigger | equal | smaller | n | lower | equal | higher
Benign 12 - 1 11 - 4 - 12 2 - 10
Malignant 29 3 13 13 9 - 9 - 29 3 - 26

rpaduu IeMOHCTPUPYET KadyeCTBEHHO IIpej-
CTaBJieHVE aHAJIOTUYHOTO KOJUYECTBEHHOTO
cooTHoIenud (cM. TadJs. 11, 12). IlocToBepHBIE
pasnauuus He omupenendmrca (P = 0,9694),
KaK M IIPU KOJUYECTBEHHOM CPaBHEHUMU.

OBCY:KJIEHUE

JlutepaTypHble QaHHBIE O AUATHOCTUYE-
crorimaopmaruBHOocTU ARFI-a;macTtomerpun/
asnactrorpadun B nuddepeHIInaIbHON qruarHo-
ctuke OIIIl He cTOJIF MHOTOUMCIEHHBI, KaK
npu ucnosibdoBanuu ARFI-anacromerpuu nisa
oreHKu (pubposa meyeHu, U IPOTUBOPEUNBHI.
Ilocnenuee, ¢ Halllelr TOUKY 3peHUA, 00YCJIOB-
JIEHO Pa3HBIM KOJIMYECTBEHHBIM U KaueCTBEH-
HBIM cocTaBoM OIITI, BKITOUEeHHBIX B CCJIEO-
BaHUA; PA3JUUYUIMU B METOINKE BHITIOJTHEHU
ARFI-anacromeTpuu (KOJIMIECTBO UBMEPEHU
u obsaactb nusmepenuit B OIIIl u B mapeaxume
neuenu BHe OIIII); BKIIOUEeHMEM B PAJI UCCIIE-
noBaHU# [27, 35] ouaroBbBIX JKUPOBBIX M3Me-
HeHU! TeYeHU, KOTOPhIe paccMaTPUBAJIUCH
B rpyure gobpokauvectBenHbix OIIII.

Agtops! [36—40], kaK mpaBUJIO, BKIOUATIN
B CBOM WCCJIEJOBAaHUSA TPYHIILI TOOPOKAYECT-
BeuHbIX (KaBl', 'TIA 1 OHI') u 310KauecTBeH-
wpix OIIII (THK, XK u MIIII), HO KOJImYeCTBO
IToOpoKadyecTBEHHBIX U 3J10KauecTBeHHBIX OITII
B HCCJIEIOBAHUAX OBLIO PA3JIUYHBIM, UTO B CO-
YeTaHUU C BBLIABJIEHUEM Pa3JIMYHON KECTKO-
ctu ogHuX U Tex ke OIIIl Biusago Ha pes3yab-
TaThl CTATUCTUUECKOTO aHAJIM3a.

S.H. Cho et al. (2010) [18] cuuTratoT, 4TO
JIOCTATOYHO Tpex maMepeHui xectroctu OIIII
B ero mnepudepuyecKux oTaeaax 06e3 mamepe-
HUI JKECTKOCTU B €r0 IIeHTPAJbHBIX OTJesaxX,
TakK KaK B IeHTPAJbHBIX OTAEJIaX MOT'YT BO3HU-
KaTh IIpoIiecchl (HEKPO3, BOCIIAJIEHUE, T'eMOpP-
parud u T.nA.), KOTOpble, UBMEHAA CTPYKTYDPY
OIIII, He oTpaskaioT ero crernupuiyecKkue (H030-
JIoOTHYeCcKHne) OcCOO0eHHOCTU. AHAJOTUYHBIN
TIOAXOJ MCIIOJB30BaH B Haleir pabore. [Ipyrue

aBTOpHI [38, 39, 41, 42] ucnosb3oBaau OT 5 10
10 usmepennii sxectrrkoctu OIIII B pazimmnuabIx
ero 3oHax. N. Frulio et al. (2013) [23] Tak:ke
YKas3bIBalOT HA TO, UTO CYIIleCTBEHHbIE Bapua-
IIUU KECTKOCTU MOTYT HabJI0faThbCs B IIpeje-
JlaxX OOHOI onyxoJju. B GOJIBIIIMHCTBE CIAyUaen
poct OIIIl mpoucxoguT 3a cueT ero mnepude-
puu, MO3TOMY, IO HAIlleMy MHEHUIO, UMEHHO
B 9TOU 00JIaCTH W HYKHO IIPOM3BOJUTDL M3Me-
peHme ero :kKecTkoctu. TpoeKpaTHOe M3Mepe-
HUE YKeCTKOCTH apeHxuMbI neueHu BHe OIIII
IIPOMBBOAMJIOCH HAMU HA PACCTOAHUU HE Me-
Hee 2 cm ot rpauur OIITI, Tak Kak BOJIU3U OT
OIIII :xecTKOCTH HAPEHXMMBI MOYKET OBITH 13-
MeHeHa M3-3a MUKDPOWHBA3UU WU JKe M3-3a
cnasaenud OIIII.

B maHHOM wmcciemoBaHUU CpPeAUd METOAOB
KOMIIPECCUOHHOM ajiacTorpaduu MCIob30Ba-
Ha ARFI-anacrorpadus (Virtual Touch Tissue
Imaging). Hpyrymo TeXHOJOTMI0 KOMIIPECCU-
OHHOU »dJjacTtorpadpuu (mMaHyanabHyio) (eSie
Touch Elasticity Imaging) He nmpumenssu.
IIpu ARFI-snacrorpaduu B COOTBETCTBUU
¢ MeTOouKOIi, nmpeanoxxkentnoi J.E. Kim et al.
(2013) [43], onteHMBaI pa3MepPhl U BLIABJISAE-
mocTh OIIII mo cpaBHeHUIO ¢ faHHBIMU B-cKa-
HUpPOBaHMUA, a TaksKe KecTKocTb OIIIl mo
CPaBHEHUIO C OKPYJKaWIlell DapeHXuUMOIi
TeYeHu.

ITo mHOrOUMCcIeHHBIM nauubIM [18, 20, 21,
27, 41-45], nobpoxauecrBernubie OIIII gocTo-
BEPHO OTJIMUAIOTCS IO JKEeCTKOCTH OT 3JI0Kaue-
crBeHHBIX OIIII, HO mopor nna muddepeHIT-
poBaHUA OOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U B3JI0Kaye-
ctBenHblx OIIIl BappupyeT B mpemeaax OT
1,82 mo 2,73 m/c. OmHako Apyrue aBTOPHI
[23, 38, 40, 46] oTpuIlafoT BO3BMOMKHOCTD AU(D-
(hepeHIIIPOBaHUA TOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0-
kauecTBeHHbIX OIIIl mo wumx KecTKoOCTH.
E.B. ®eokTucrora u coant. (2016) [46] He
BBIABUJIM JOCTOBEPHBIX PAa3JUUYUIl B KECTKO-
CTU MEXKIY NOOPOKAaYeCTBEHHBIMU U 3JI0KaUe-
cTBeHHBIMU obpasoBanuamu (P = 0,23).
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IIpencraByieHHBIN B JTaHHOM MCCJIEJOBAHUU
IIOPOT CKOPOCTY CABUTOBOM BOJHBI AJIA AU]-
(epeHIITPOBaHUSA JOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0-
kauectBeHHBIX OIIIT 2,05 M/c maeT oTHOCH-
TeJbHO YIOBJIETBOPUTEJIbHBLIE IIOKa3aTean
YyBCTBUTEJIbHOCTHU, chenudpuunoctu u AUC
(82,1%,66,1% u 0,710 cooTBETCTBEHHO), UTO
COOTBETCTBYeT MHEHUIO pAja aBTOpoB [23, 38,
40, 46] o HegocTaTOUHO! MHAOPMATUBHOCTU
TOYEUHOI dJjacTorpamu CIBUTOBOI BOJIHOM
B puddepennuposanun OIIII TonrbK0 Ha 0OCHO-
BaHUU UX YKECTKOCTHU.

C npyroii CTOPOHBI, IO MHEHHUIO PSALA UCCJIe-
nmoBareseii [47-51], ARFI-amacTomeTpus Beae-
CTBYE BBICOKOM UYBCTBUTEJIHHOCTH M CIIEI[U-
duunocT B muddepeHIITPOBaHUU AOOPOKA-
YeCTBEHHBIX U 3J0KauecTBeHHBIX OIIII aBisa-
eTcA TOJIE3HBIM JOTOJHEHUEM K CTaHIapTHO-
MYy YJBTPa3BYKOBOMY WCCJIEIOBAHUIO OIIYXO-
Jeil meuyeHN.

IloryuenHbIe faHHBIE COBIAAAIOT C MHEHU-
eM OOJIBIIIMHCTBA HCCJefoBaTe el B TOM, UTO
mobpoxauectBernubie OIIII 6osee MmATKue, yeM
3JI0KQYeCTBEHHLIe (MequaHa CKOPOCTU CIOBU-
rOBOII BOJIHBI B JoOpokauecTBeHHBIX OITII —
1,925 m/c, 25-75-ii mpouenTuan — 1,280—
2,780 wm/c; B 3imorkauectBeHHbIXx OIIIl —
2,700m/cu 2,150-3,360 Mm/c cOOTBETCTBEHHO
(P = 0,0113)). B npoTBOIOJIO}KHOCTH 3TOMY
T.}O. TausanoBa (2015) [26] obmapy:xuia,
uyro mobpoxauectBenubie OIIII xectue, uem
3JIOKaUeCcTBeHHbIE, OMTHAKO B ee cepum us 77
OIIII 6bL1HM TOIBKO 4 ciiydyas 10O0pOKaYeCTBEH-
Heix OIIII (1 Kagl', 2 OHT u 1 T'lTA). ITapa-
IokcasbHBIM 3ByuuT BhiBog C.H. BepauukoBa
(2014) [24], uTo nepBuunble OIIII MmArUe BTO-
prunbsix OIIII, Tak Kax B Ipynny MepPBUYHBIX
OIIII sTor aBTOp BRAtOuma 1 I''TA, 2 OHT u
22T1K, To ecTh 1 fOOPOKaYeCTBEHHBIE, U 3JI0-
kauectBenHbIe OIIII.

WHTEepecHBIMU NPENCTABIAIOTCA TaHHBIE
W. Ling et al. (2014) [52], Z. Bao et al. (2016)
[44], uTro HU3KOAU(depeHnpoBaHHble 'K
IOCTOBEPHO »KecTue yMepeHHO-AupepeHIn-
POBaHHBIX HUJMW BBICOKOAUGMGEPEHIINPOBAH-
veix I'ITK.

ITo muenuto M. D’Onofrio et al. (2013) [53],
ARFI-anacToMeTpus MOKET OBITh ITOJE3HOM
B cJIeyIOmuX cutyanuax: 1) naa guddepen-
mupoBanusa I'lTA u OHI'; 2) mgma usyuenuda
MIIII; 3) mna uccaemoBanus I'IIK ma ¢done
IUppo3a IeUeHu.

ITo HamUM JaHHBIM, IIOJYYE€HO JOCTOBEPHO
pasjnuue JKeCTKOCTU ITIapeHXUMBbI IIeUYeH! BHE

24

OIIIl npu moOpOKaueCTBEHHBIX UM 3J0Kaue-
ctBeHHbIX OIIIl (mpm moOpoKauecTBEHHBIX
OIIII msarue) (P = 0,0010). 3To MOKeT OBITH
00yCJIOBJIEHO HajauuyWeM y 5 m3 9 manmeHTOB
¢ I'lTK ¢oHoBOTO ITMPpPO3a IIeUeH, N3MEHEeHU-
MU TapeHXUMBI neueHu npu I'B BcieacTBue
KYPCOB HOJIMXUMUOTEPATINN, BHYTPUIIEUEHOU-
HBIM XoJiecTasdom npu XK.

ITo mamusim M. Hasab Allah et al. (2018)
[64], TTIK cy1iecTBeHHO MATYE, YeM OKPYysKa-
oIad uX HapeHXuMa IIeYeHU, a OCTaJbHBIe
Bunbl OIIIl mocToBepHO HE OTJIMYAIOTCS IO
JKeCTKOCTU OT napeHxuMbI neuedu BHe OIIII.
Z. Bao et al. (2016) [44] orMeuaioT, UTO 3J10-
kauectBeHHBIe OIIII Gosee xecTKue, uyem
OKpYy:KamIllasd X MapeHxXuma, a JoOpoKaue-
crBerabie OIIII moryr OBITH KecTue, MsTde
UJIU JKe UMeThb TaKyI0 JKe JKeCTKOCTh, Kak
napeuxuma BHe OIIII. Ilo mammum gaHHBIM,
IToOpOoKayeCTBEHHBIE U 3JI0KAYECTBEHHBIE
OIIII 6bLIM HOCTOBEPHO KeCcTUe MapeHXUMbI
BHe OIIII (P < 0,0011 u P < 0,0001 cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO).

ITo gamueiMm L.H. Guo et al. (2015) [42],
coorHoImenme xecTtkoctb OIIIl/»xecTKOCTH
napeaxuMbl neueHu BHe OIIIl ObLIO paBHO
1,83 = 1,32 (M + G) npu 3J0KaueCTBeHHBIX
OIIIT u 1,26 = 0,78 mpu g0OPOKAUYECTBEHHBIX
OIIII (P < 0,001). ITpu ucmoapb30BaHUU IIOPO-
ra 1,37 ngna mudpdepeHIIUPOBAHUSI TOOpPOKA-
YeCTBEHHBIX U 3Ji0KauecTBeHHbIX OIIIl uys-
CTBUTEJBLHOCTh Oblia paBHa 59,6%, cmemu-
¢uumocts — 77,3% , AUC - 0,660 [42].

ITo HaAIIMM JaHHBIM, OTCYTCTBOBAJIO JOCTO-
BEepHOE pasjudyme MeKIy COOTHOIIEeHUEeM
skecTkocTh OIIII/:KecTKOCTh MapeHXUMbI BHE
OIIIl mpu moOGpoKadecTBEHHBIX U 3JOKaue-
crBeuanbrx OIIII (P = 0,7508), uro B couera-
Huu ¢ pesyabratramu L.H. Guo et al. (2015)
[42] cTaBUT TTOA COMHEHME TOJIE3HOCTH 3TOTO
crocoba audPepeHInaATbHON AUATHOCTUKU
ITOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U 3JI0KAUYeCTBEHHBIX
OIITI, upemno:xkeummoro A.B. BopcyKoBbIM
u T.I'. Mopososoii (2014) [565]. ABropsl [55]
IIoJIaraioT, YTO €CJIU 3TO COOTHOIleHue >1,5,
TO 9TO YKas3bIBaeT Ha 3JIOKAYECTBEHHYIO IIPU-
poxy OIIII, a eciu cooTHoIIeHMe <1,5 — Ha ero
TO0POKAUYeCTBEHHOCTD.

W. Zheng et al. (2019) [56] nokasaiu, uTO
JIy4Ilie BCETO ONPEeAeJATh JKEeCTKOCTh IeUeH!’
BHe OIIII Ha paccToaHuu 6ojiee 2 CM OT OITyXO0-
JIA WJIX B CJIy4ae HeBO3SMOKHOCTH OIIPEIEJIUTD
JKECTKOCTh IIeUeHU M3MEPATHh JKECTKOCTh ce-
JIE3eHKMU.
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ITo HalteMy MHEHUIO, OAHOBPEMEHHBI yUeT
BackyJsgpusanum u kectroctu OIIII moxer
moMoyYb Ipu nuddepeHIInpoBaHnn: 1) aBacKy-
aapabelXx u runoBackyaapHbix OIIIl (Kasl'
npotus MIIIT) o :xectroctu OIIII (P =0,029),
2) xectrux OIIIl (MIIII mporur I'lTK, I'B,
OHT) o Backynapusamnuu (P = 0,00005).

M. Ronot et al. (2015) [40] ormeuasu 1mo-
aesHoctb ARFI-amacromerpum nas mudde-
peanupoBanua MArkux ('HA) m KecTKuUxX
(OHT) OIIII. Ogunako P. Taimr et al. (2018)
[67] momaratoT, uTO K pesyabraTam auddepeH-
nupoBanua I'TTA m OHI' mo mx xecTkocTH
HYKHO OTHOCHUTBHCA C OOJIBIIIOM OCTOPOIKHO-
cthio. [lo HAIIIUM JaHHBIM, TaKyKe He BbIABJIE-
HO gocToBepHBIX pasauunii mexxay I'TIA u OHT
IIpY OJHOBPEMEHHOM yueTe JKeCTKOCTH U Ba-
crynapusanuu atux OIIII, uro, HamboJiee Be-
POATHO, 00YCJIO0BJIEHO HEIOCTATOYHBIM KOJIU-
yectBoM 9Tux OIIII B Hamel cepum HabIIOmE-
HUM.

UcnonnzoBanue ARFI-anacrorpadpum, mo
HaAIllUM JaHHBIM, B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CJIydYaeB He
JllaeT HOTOJHUTEJNbHON MHPOPMAIIUU II0 CPaB-
HEHUIO C COYeTaHHBIM IIpuMeHeHueM B-cka-
umupoBanusa u ARFI-anactomerpuu. K Takum
ske BeiBogaMm npuiiiu A. Kapoor et al. (2011)
[27]u N. Frulio et al. (2013) [23].

Opguaxo H. Nagolu et al. (2018) [45] BBIA-
BUJIN, UTO, KaK IPaBUJIO, JOOPOKAaYeCTBEHHBIE
OIIII umenu onmHaKOBbBIE padMmepsl mpu ARFI-
asiacrorpadguu u B-ckaHupoBaHUM, a 3JI0KaUe-
crBenubie OIIIl nmesnu GosbINIUiT pasmep Ipu
ARFI-anmacrorpadpuu. C.H. Bepaguuros (2014)
[24]u T.XO. [Tarnsaunosa (2015) [26] mosarator,
yro ARFI-anmactrorpagusa mosBosder JydIlle,
yeM B-ckaHUpOBaHUE, OIEHUBATH T'DAHUIILI
1 BHYTPeHHIO cTpyKTypy OIIIIL.

ITo muenuio X.L. Sun et al. (2017) [58],
coBMecTHOe ucnoab3oBanue ARFI-amacTomer-
puu medyeHUW, YPoBHA ajb(da-deromporenHa
B CHIBOPOTKE KPOBU W YJbTPA3BYKOBOT'O HC-
cJIeJOBaHUs IIeYeHU C BHYTPUBEHHBIM KOHTPA-
CTUPOBAaHMEM WMeEeT HAWJYUIIYyI0 JuarHoc-
TUYECKYI0 TOUHOCTb B nuepeHIIMpoBaHUU
ITOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX U 3J0KAaUYeCTBEHHBIX
OIIII npu cpaBHEHUU C IPUMEHEHUEM OJHOTO
U3 9TUX JUATHOCTUUYECKUX METOJIOB MU KOM-
OuvHAIIUU ABYX U3 HUX.

Crenyer Tak:Ke HMOOUYepKHYTH, uTo ARFI-
2JIACTOMETPU A /9IacTorpapus He MOKET ObITh
ucnoJsab3oBana mjaa momcka OIIII. ITomaraem
BepHoii Touky 3penusa C.B. Conti et al. (2016)
[69], uTo HEOOXOAUMBI HaIbHEHIIIe TPOCIIEK-

TUBHBIE C BBICOKON CTEIIeHBLIO JOKA3aTeJbHO-
CTU HCCJEeNOBAaHUSA 9JIaCTOMETPUHU /3JIacTorpa-
buu nnsa ompeneseHUs 3HAYEHUS dTUX METO-
IoB B gudepeHnpoBaHnn JOOPOKaYeCTBeH-
HbIX 1 3JM0okKauecTBenubIx OIIII, a Tak:Ke pas-
anuHbIX OITII. BaHBIMU ABJISIOTCS UCCJIELO-
BaHUSA B IPyIIIe OOJBLHBIX ITUPPO3OM IIeUeHU
IJIsI oIIpefeIeHNA TUATHOCTUYECKO TOUHOCTH
9TUX METOHOB B Au(pdepeHInPOBAHUN T00PO-
KaueCTBEHHBIX U 3JI0KAUEeCTBEHHBIX Y3JIOB.

ARFI-smacromerpus/saacrorpadusda — 9TO
TeXHOJOTUSA IIOJYyUEeHUS VJIbBTPA3BYKOBBIX
TaHHBIX IJISI OIIEHKM MeXaHHUeCKUX CBOICTB
MATKUY TKaHEeN YejloBeKa, KOTOpas B HACTOA-
Iee BpeMs HCCJeAyeTcsa A TPUMeHEeHUuSA
B passuuyHbIXx opraHax. IIpumenenue ARFI-
ajacToMeTpuu/saacrorpauu AJA XapakKTe-
pus3anuy OMyxoJeil meueHr — MHOT000eIa-
masa TEeXHOJIOTHA, KOoTopasd Ha HACTOAIUMN
MOMEHT HMEeT OTHOCUTEJIHHO YIOBJIETBOPU-
TeJIbHBbIE PEe3yJIbTAThl B Au(pPepeHIInPOBAHUN
IOOPOKAUECTBEHHBIX UM 3JIOKAYECTBEHHBIX
OIIII. TmaTenbHAasI OIleHKA BaCKYJIAPU3AI[UU
OIIII mo maHHBIM I[BETOBOTO M CIEKTPAJILHOTO
JIOTIILJIEPOBCKOTO HCCJEIOBaHUA B COUETAHUU
C oIlpefieJIeHNeM UX JKECTKOCTU MOXKET CII0C00-
cTBoBaTh nuddepeniiuposanuio psaga OITII.
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Objective: To assess the value of acoustic radiation force impulse (ARFI) quantification/imaging in
focal liver lesion (FLL) characterization.

Material and methods: The study included 57 patients with 59 FLL. The final diagnosis based on the
results of morphological examination (resected parts of the liver, biopsy samples ) in 42 patients and on
MRI/CT data — in 15 patients. There were 19 benign FLL (cavernous hemangioma — 7, focal nodular
hyperplasia — 9, hepatocellular adenoma — 3) and 40 malignant FLL (liver metastases — 7, hepatocel-
lular carcinoma — 9, hepatoblastoma — 15, cholangiocarcinoma — 6, embryonal sarcoma — 3).
ARFI-quantification of FLL and liver tumors surrounding parenchyma was performed in all patients,
ARFI-imaging of FLL in 41 patients with the use of Acuson S2000 ultrasound machine (Siemens,
Germany ) with a convex transducer (1-6 MHz).

Results: The FLL stiffness measurement was unsuccessful in 2 of 59 (3.4% ) cases (cholangiocarcinoma
and focal nodular hyperplasia ). Therefore, the final analysis of ARFI-quantification results was carried
out for 57 FLL in 56 patients. Malignant FLL were significant stiffer in compare with benign FLL
(shear wave velocity median was 2.700 m/s, interquartile range — 2.150—-3.360 m/s versus 1.925 m/s
and 1.280-2.780 m/s, respectively) (P = 0.0113). The optimal cut-off value of shear wave velocity for
differential diagnosis of malignant and benign FLL was 2.05 m/s (AUC — 0.710, sensitivity — 82.1%,
specificity — 66.1% ). The significant difference in liver tumors surrounding parenchyma stiffness in
patient with malignant and benign FLL were obtained (1.500 m/s and 1.228-2.043 m/s versus
1.165 m/s and 0.980—1.340 m/s, respectively) (P < 0.0011). The difference of FLL stiffness/liver
tumors surrounding parenchyma stiffness ratio between malignant and benign FLL was insignificant
(1.660 and 1.150-2.403 versus 1.880 and 1.390-2.230, respectively) (P = 0.7508 ). ARFI-imaging had
no additional advantages over the combined use of B-mode and ARFI-quantification.

Conclusion: ARFI-quantification/imaging has limited value in benign and malignant FLL characteriza-
tion. Further prospective studies in this direction are required.

Key words: ultrasound elastography, ARFI imaging, point shear-wave elastography (ARFI quantifica-
tion ), benign liver tumors, malignant liver tumors.
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