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Ilenv: oyenka uH@oOpmMaMUEHOCMU OMHO-
CUMENbHbIX KOJULEeCMBEHHbLX NaApaMempos
MPAHCPEKMALLHOZ0 YJAbMPA3BYK0B020 UCCJLe-
dosanus c konmpacmuvim ycuneruem (TPY3HU
¢ RY) 6 duaznocmuke u oyeHke 3HaA4YUMOCMU
paxa npedcmamenvHoil xeaesvl (PIIK ).

Mamepuan u memoodvL: 6 pabomy 8K.Jii0ue-
HblL 75 nayuenmos, Yy Komopwvlx 0bln 3an000-
3pen PIIJK no OaHHbLM JAOOPAMOPHOZO
U (uau ) KAUHUYeCK020 00C1e008AHUSL U 8U3YA-
JUUPOBAHDBL 2UNOIX0ZEHHbLE YLACMKU 8 Nepu-
depuveckux omdenax I1. Bcem nayuenmam
nposedeno cmandapmuoe TPY3U u TPY3HU
¢ RY na yavmpassyrxosom crkauepe Epiq 5
(Philips, Hudepaarndv.) (unmparxagumap-
Hulll damyuk 4—10 MI'y, npozpammHoe obec-
neuenue QLAB 11.0). Yavmpa3eyko80il KoH-
mpacmuuLit npenapam Conosvio ( Bracco Swiss
S.A., Illgetiyapus) 68800uUiCs BHYMPUBEHHO
6o110cHO 8 do3uposke 2,4 ma. Bce napamempwl
KOHMPAcmupo6aHus onpedensaniucs 6 30He UH-
mepeca (2Uuno03x0z2eHHbL YLACMOK) U Ima-
JIOHHOU 30He. [[esleHue HA zpynnvl npoeedeHo
HA OCHOBAHUU pe3ysbmamo8 npuueibHoil
ouoncuu 2unodxozeHHsvlx 30H. K ocHO8HOIU
epynne omHuecernvl 30 ouazoe PII, k epynne
cpasHernus — 45 ouazos, 6 komopwvix PIIJK He
onpedensancs. OmHocumesibHble napamempol
OCHOBbLEBANUCY HA CPABHEHUU 30H UHmepeca
U 9MAJOHHbLX 30H U BKAI0YANLU 6 ce0s UHOeKC
(omnowenue), cymmy, pa3Hocmsv U MOOYJb
pasnocmu. Anaau3y nodsepzanucv wash-in
rate (WIR), time to peak (TTP), peak
intensity (PI), mean transit time (MTT ),
time from peak to 1/2 (TPH ), rise time (RT ).

Pesyavmamul: Haubosiee UHGOPMAMUBHbLE
napamempol 018 duaznocmurxu PIIJK — un-
dexc PI, pasnocmv PI, modyav pasnocmu PI,
undexc WIR, pasnocmv WIR, modysib pasHo-
cmu WIR, undexc TTP, pasnocms TTP, WIR.
Tecm “underc PI > 1,174 — PIIJR” xapaxme-
pusyemcs wyecmeumenvHocmowio 83,3%, cneyu-
@uunocmoio 88,9%, AUC 0,910 (P < 0,0001 ).
Tecm “pasnocmsv PI > 1,683 05 — PIIJK” xa-
pakmepusyemcs 4Y8CMBUMELbHOCMDBIO
86,7%, cneuupuunocmowio 88,9%, AUC 0,910
(P <0,0001). Tecm “modynv pasnocmu PI >
1,683 06 — PIIJR” xapaxmepusyemcs 4yecm-

eumenvrhocmovio 90,0%, cneuuguurocmsvio
77,8%, AUC 0,888 (P < 0,0001). Tecm “un-
Odexc WIR > 1,432 — PIIJK” xapaxmepu3syem-
ca yyscmeumenvHocmouio 76,7%, cneyuguu-
nocmyuio 82,2%, AUC 0,808 (P < 0,0001).
Tecm “paznocms WIR > 0,539 05/c — PIIJR”
xapaxmepusyemcs UYECMEUMEeLbHOCMbIO
73,3%, cneuyuguunocmoio 86,7%, AUC 0,804
(P < 0,0001). Tecm “modynv pasHocmu
WIR > 0,539 05/c — PIIJK” xapaxmepu3syem-
ca yyscmeumenvrocmyvio 83,3%, cneyupuuHo-
cmywio 75,6%, AUC 0,804 (P < 0,0001 ). Tecm
“underxc TTP < 0,936 — PIIJK” xapaxmepusy-
emcsa yyscmeumeavHocmvio 73,3%, cneyu-
guunocmoio 66,7%, AUC 0,729 (P = 0,0001 ).
Tecm “pasnocmv TTP < -2,190 ¢ — PIIJK”
xapaxmepusyemcs HYECMEUMELbHOCMbIO
73,3%, cneyugpuunocmyio 66,7%, AUC 0,709
(P = 0,0006). Haubonee urpopmamuéHbvLe
napamempbut 08 NPOZHOSUPOBAHUSL MOPPOLO-
euyveckoil snavumocmu PIIK — pasnocmo PI,
modyaw pasnocmu WIR, pasnocms WIR, WIR.
Tecm “pasnocmv PI > 3,680 0B — mopgo.nozu-
yecku 3nHayumvlit PIIJK” xapaxmepusyemcs
yyecmeumeavnocmvio 72,7%, cneyu@uiHo-
cmoio 68,4%, AUC 0,742 (P = 0,0104 ). Tecm
“modyav pasnocmu WIR > 0,723 0B /c — mop-
@onozuvecku 3navumviic PIIR” xapaxmepu-
syemcs yyscmeumenvnocmvio 81,8%, cneuu-
puunocmyio 63,2%, AUC 0,732 (P = 0,0264 ).
Tecm “pasnocms WIR > 0,680 0B/c — mopgo-
Jozuiecku snayumolic PIIMK” xapaxmepu3sy-
emca uyecmeumeavhocmovio 81,8%, cneyu-
@uunocmoio 63,2%, AUC 0,727 (P = 0,0315).
Buwi600vL: HaubobuLell UHGPOPMATUBHOCTIBIO
6 Ouaznocmurxe PIIJK ob6aadarom omHocu-
meJvHble napamempv. KY, ocnosannvie Ha
oyenrxe PI u WIR (AUC > 0,8). Omnocu-
meavHvle napamempol KY 603m0icHO ucnony-
308amb 8 NPOZHO3UPOBAHUL MOPPOS0ZUYECKU
3nauumozo PIIJK (ISUP > 3) (AUC > 0,7).

Knrouessvle cnosa: yibmpassyrosoe ucc.ie-
dosaHnue ¢ KOHMPACMHBLM YCUJIeHUCM, KOJLUYe-
CMBeHHbLI AHAJU3, KOJULeCMBEeHHbLe OMHOCU-
meJibHble napamempsl, UHOEKCbl, neppy3us,
npedcmamenvHas Jeaesa, pax npedcmamens-
HOUL Jceie3ul.
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BBEJIEHUE

Pax mpexncratennpHoit Kejesdwl (PIIGK) —
BTOPOE II0 PACHPOCTPAHEHHOCTH 3JI0OKAaue-
CTBEHHOE HOBOOOpa3OBaHMNe, AUATHOCTUPYE-
Moe y my:kunH. Hacrora obHapy:keuua PITIK
IIPY ayTOIICUAX IPUMEPHO OZUHAKOBA BO BCEM
mupe [1]. Ilpm sTOoM pacmpoCcTpaHeHHOCTH
muarmosa “PIIMK” sHaumTeIbHO pasandyaeTrcs
B PasHBIX reorpaduuecKnX pPeruoHax: OHa
Haubosee BbIcOKa B ABcTpanuu u CeBepHOit
Amepuke (cTaHmapTU30BaHHBIE II0 BO3PACTy
Kos(ppumnuentsr Ha 100 000 uesoBEeK cocTas-
agior 111,6 u 97,2 cooTBeTCTBEHHO), a TaKKe
B 3amaguoii u CeBepHoit EBporre (cTaHmzapTmuso-
BaHHBIE IO Bo3pacTy KoadduirueHTs Ha 100 000
yesoBeK cocraBiagior 94,9 u 85,0 coorser-
crBerHO) [2]. B Poccuiickoit @engepaiiuu cTaH-
IapTU30BAHHLIN IMOKa3aTesb 3a00J1€BaeMOCTH
cocraBiser 41,45 ma 100 000 HaceneHnus, mpu
9TOM IIO TeMIIaM IIPUPOCTA CMEPTHOCTH 3a IIe-
puox 2008-2018 rr. sTo 3aboJsieBaHME HAXO-
IUTCS HA IIEPBOM MecTe ¢ moxasaresem 9,34 %
[3]. Boeicokas BuiagBasgeMocts PIIJK B 60ib-
IIIMHCTBE PA3BUTBIX CTPAH CBI3aHA CO cTape-
HIEeM HacCeJIeHUs, 9K30Te€HHBIMU (paKToOpaMu,
COBEPIIIEHCTBOBaHMEM IOTHAIrHOCTHUYECKUX Me-
TOOOB 1 MCIIOJIB3OBaHMWEM TeCTa Ha IIPOCTAaTH-
YecKUil crenuuUecKuii aHTureH [2].

I‘IYBCTBI/ITGJIBHOCTB n Cl'IeIII/ICl)I/IIIHOCTI:
TPY3U B B-pexxume B numarmoctuke PIIK
orpannueHs! (0k00 40—50% B GOJBIIKHCTBE
HUCcCJeN0BaHNUT), ¢ MUHUMAJIBHBIM YIYUIIIeHM-
eM IIPU [OOIIOJIHUTEJBHOM HMCIIOJIBb30BaHUN
I[BETOBOI'0 MJIM YHEPreTUYECKOro HOIILIePOB-
ckoro KaprupoBauuda [4—6]. Takum obpasom,
HeoOxoamMa paspaboTKa HOBBIX YJIBTPa3BYKO-
BbIX METOAO0B, IIOMOTAIOIIMX BBIABJIATH HAJN-
yre U JIOKAJM3AI[MI0 PAKOBBIX IIOPaKeHU
¢ OoJibIllell TOUYHOCTHIO. B HacTosIiee BpeMsA

UAeT HaKOIJIEHHe MaTepHaJia II0 MCIIOJIb30Ba-
HUIO TEeXHOJIOTUI, II03BOJISIIONINX OIEHUTH
JKeCTKOCTh TKaHel (asmacrorpadpusa [7, 8]), mu-
KPOCTPYKTYPY TKaHeil (BHICOKOpPa3peIaIasi
sxorpa(pus, Tak Ha3bIBAEMbIN MUKPOYJIbLTPa-
3BYK [9]), MUKpOBaCKyJIApPUBAIUIO TKAaHEHN
(BBICOKOpaspeIaminas AONIeporpapus, Tax
HasbIBaeMbIll Mukpogomiiep [10]), mepdysuio
TKaHel (KoHTpacTHOoe yeuaenue (KY)[11, 12]).

st oneHKy nHGOPMATHBHOCTH TPAHCPEK-
TAJIbHOTO YJIbTPa3BYKOBOI'O MKCCJIEIOBAHUS
(TPY3H) ¢ KY B menax guarnocturu PIIMK
OBl IIpoBeAeH pAn ucciaemoBanuit [13—18].
B sTux paborax mpeacTaBiieH HMINPOKUII pas-
OpoC 3HaUeHHUII YYBCTBUTEJIBHOCTU W CIIEI[-
(pmuHOCTH METOmZa, UTO, BEPOATHO, CBA3AHO
C Pa3JIUYUIMH B IPOTOKOJAX CKAHUPOBAHUA,
PasHBIMU KOHTPACTHBIME IIpelapaTaMu, HeOo-
HOPOJHOCTBIO IIOMYJIAMNUHA IIAllNeHTOB 1 OBICT-
PBIM pas3BUTHEM TexHoJioruu. IIpu KauecTBeH-
HoM amaJsimse KV momo3puTeJbHBIMU HA 3JI0-
KAa4eCTBEHHOCTh CUUTAIOTCS OUaTrH C OBICTPBIM
IMOCTYILJIEHEM YJbTPa3BYKOBOTO KOHTPACT-
HOT'O IIpellapara, TUIePKOHTPACTUPOBAHUEM
1 OBICTPLIM BBIMBIBAHHEM YJIBTPa3BYKOBOIO
KOHTPACTHOrO IIpemnapara (Bce Tpu mapamMmerpa
OIIEHMBAIOTCS IO CPABHEHUIO C OKPYKAIOIIeld
napeuxumoii) [12, 19].

Merox TPY3U ¢ KV mpu mMCooIbL30BaHUUI
KaueCcTBEHHOIO aHaJIM3a IOKAas3a MHOroobera-
IOIIIFe Pe3YJILTAThI, ONHAKO ONHIM 13 €Tr0 HeJ0-
CTaTKOB SABJISIETCSI CYO'beKTUBHOCTh MHTEPIIPEe-
rarun [20]. YTo6bBI TPE00JIeTh ATy IIPO0IEMY,
HeoOxomumMa 0OoJiee 00BeKTUBHAS M HagesKHAas
uHTepuperanus pesyiabratoB KY. Ogua us
CI0COOOB IIOBBIMIEHUA BOCIIPOU3BOAUMOCTH
TPY3U ¢ KY — KoiuuecTBEeHHBLIN aHAJN3
[21-24].

IIpu KoJIMUeCTBEHHOM aHAJIN3e M3MEeHeHUe
MHTEHCUBHOCTH 9XOCHUTHAJA II0CJe BHYTPU-
BEHHOTO OOJIFOCHOTO BBeIEHUS YJIbTPA3BYKO-
BOT'0 KOHTPACTHOIO IIpelrapara B TeueHHne 3a-
IaHHOTO BpeMeHU, OIpelejieHHOe B 00JacTu
WHTepeca, MOXKeT ObITh M300pa’KeHO B BUIE
rpaduKa, IIOJYUYUBIIIEro Has3BaHWEe: KpUBas
“BpeMsa—uHTeHCUBHOCTE”. IIpu aHammnse Kpu-
BOW “BpeMsa—MHTEHCUBHOCTL’ MOTYT OBITH
paccunTaHbl abCOJIIOTHBIE M OTHOCHUTEJIbHBIE
mapaMeTphl, UTO HCIIOJIb3yeTCS IIPU OIleHKe
nmepdysum TKaHed pPasJIUYHBIX OpPraHoB [25,
26]. Uto KacaeTcss OTHOCHUTEJIHLHBIX IlapaMe-
TPOB, KaK IIPaBUJO, IIepBas 00JIacTh HHTEpPeca
IpY aHaJn3e KOHTPACTHUPOBAHUSA pacIiojara-
eTcsl Ha IIaTOJOIMYEeCKOM II0 JaHHBIM yJIbTpPAa-
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3BYKOBOTO MCCJIEJOBAHUSA ouare (30HA HHTE-
peca), a BTopas (KOHTPOJbHAs) 00JIACTH — Ha
HEeM3MEeHeHHOM IO JaHHBIM YJIbBTPasBYKOBOTO
UcCeq0BaHUA MapeHxuMe (sTaJoOHHAsS 30HA).
IIpu sTOM U3 Pa3INUHBIX A6COTIOTHBIX IIapaMe-
TPOB, IIOJIYYEHHBIX B 30HE€ MHTEpeca 1M 3TaJOH-
HOU 30HE, PACCUMTHIBAIOTCS OTHOCHUTEJIbHBIE.
IIpu maHHOM IIOAXO/€ IIPOBOAUTCS CPAaBHEHUE
MHTEHCUBHOCTY KOHTPACTHPOBAHUS oUara, ma-
PaMeTpPoOB IIOCTYILJIEHMUA 1 BBIMBIBAHUA YJIbTPA-
3BYKOBOI'O KOHTPACTHOI'O IIpemapara B 30HeE
WHTepeca U OKpy:kamIneil mapeaxume [IJK mo
aHaJIOrny ¢ KaueCTBeHHBIM amaausoM KV, ox-
HAKO BOCIIPOM3BOAMMOCTH OIl€eHNBa€MBbIX ITPU-
3HAKOB KOHTPACTHUPOBAHUSA MOYKET IIOBBIIIIATH-
Cs1 3a CUET YMEHbIIEHUsI BHYTPHUOIEPATOPCKOI
¥ MEYKOIIePaTOPCKOM OIITNOOK.

PasupiMu wucciaemnoBaTeNsAMU HCIIOJIb30Ba-
JINCH Pa3JIMYHbIE METOANKY CPABHEHUS KOJIU-
YeCcTBEHHBIX mapaMeTpoB KV, momydyeHHBIX
B IIOJO3PUTEJIbHOM Ouare u KOHTPOJIbHOUN 00-
gactu. Tak, B ucciaegoBanuu J. Tang et al.
[21] ommenmBasack pa3HOCTH MJAaHHBIX IIapame-
tpoB. H. Huang et al. [22] ompenmensiu uH-
(OpPMaTUBHOCTH CYMMBI TaHHBIX ITapaMeTPOB.
Bpa6orax E.M. Jung et al. [23], A.B. Kagpesa
u coaBT. [24] maBajach OIleHKa 3HAUYMMOCTH
OTHOIIIEHUH TaHHBIX IIapaMeTPOB.

ITenwsio HacTosAIeit paboThl IBUJIOCH OIpe-
nenenne Hanbosiee MHMOPMATHUBHBIX OTHOCH-
TeJIbHBIX KOJINNYEeCTBEHHBIX IIapaMeTpoB
TPY3U c KY B guarsoctuke PIIIK u omenke
€I'0 SBHAaUYMMOCTH IIPU NCIIOJIb3OBAaHWHN Pa3JIn4-

HBIX METOJOB CpaBHEeHHUS a0COJIOTHBIX Iapa-
METPOB KPUBOH “BpeMsA—MHTEHCUBHOCTL , I10-
JIYUYEHHBIX B II0J03PUTEIbHOM OUare 1 9TaJIOH-
HOU 30He.

MATEPHUAJI 1 METOAbI
HCCJIEJOBAHUSA

ITanueHTHl BKJIKOYAINCH, B PabOTy IPU II0-
mosperun Ha PITIK mociie opuinaabHOTO 010-
OpeHUA IPOTOKOJIA NCCIEIOBAHNSI JIOKATbHBIM
STUYECKUM KOMHUTETOM MeIUIIMHCKOro Hayu-
HO-00pa3oBaTeJbHOTO ITeHTpa MOCKOBCKOTO
rocyIapCTBEHHOTO YHHBEPCHUTETA HNMEHU
M.B. Jlomonocosa (r. MockBa) u mosryuyeHUs
MHMPOPMUPOBAHHOTO COTJIACUA.

Kpurepuamu BKIOUeHUA OBLIN:

1) ypoBeHB 00IIIeT0 IPOCTATUIYECKOTO CIIeITH-
(huueckoro aHTureHa u (UJIM) COOTBETCTBYIO-
Iye 3JI0KaUeCTBEHHOMY IIPOIIeCCy pesyJbTa-
THI IIAJIBIIEBOTO PEKTAJIbLHOI'O UCCIeL0BAHNST;

2) Busyaamusanus B mepudepruyecKux oTie-
aax IIJK rumosxoreHHBIX YYaCTKOB B Cepo-
mkaabHOM pexumMe TPY3U.

BospacT manueHToB, YyPOBEeHb O0IIEr0 IPO-
CTATUYECKOr0 CIenu(prUIecKoro aHTHUreHA,
a raxsxe oowsem 13K mpencraBiens B Tadl. 1.

Bcem mammeHnTaM IPOBEIEHO CTaHZAPTHOE
TPY3U u TPY3U ¢ KY Ha yInTpasByKOBOM
ckanepe Epiq 5 (Philips, Hunepiauaer) (naTpa-
KaBuTapHbi gatunk 4—10 MI't1, mporpaMMHOe
obecmeuernre QLAB 11.0), ocHallleHHOM cIIe-
MUAJIN3UPOBAHHON IIPOTPaMMOIL /I KOHTPACT-

Ta6auna 1. BospacT manueHToB, YPOBEHb OOII[Ero IPOCTATUUECKOTO crenupuueckoro anturesa u oowsem 1K

(n="175)
IIpocraTuueckuit
ITapameTpsl onucaTeIbHOM CTATUCTUKY Boapacr, cnenu(pUUeCcKUi aHTUTeH, Obnem 3H H,
rOJbI cM
HI'/MJI
Menuana 64,0 7,18 55,5
25-75-11 IpoIeHTUIN 60,0-70,0 5,48-12,31 42,1-77,0
2,5-97,5-1 nporeHTHIN 51,0-81,3 1,66-77,09 24,3-207,2
M=o 64,6 = 7,7 13,01 = 20,81 68,8 = 45,1
MunrMaIbHOE — MAKCHUMAJIbHOE 3HAUEHUSA 49,0-88,0 1,08-151,00 16,8-276,0
Table 1. Patient age, prostate-specific antigen level, and prostate volume (n = 75)
. Prostate-specific Prostate
Summary statistics Age,y antigen level, ng/ml volume, ml
Median 64,0 7.18 55.5
25 and 75 percentiles 60.0-70.0 5.48-12.31 42.1-77.0
2,5 and 97,5 percentiles 51.0-81.3 1.66-77.09 24.3-207.2
Mean + SD 64.6 = 7.7 13.01 = 20.81 68.8 = 45.1
Range 49.0-88.0 1.08-151.00 16.8-276.0
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Fig. 1. Time-intensity curve.

HBIX wucciaemoBanuii. CramgaptrHoe TPY3U
BKJIIOUAJIO CTPYKTYpHYIO omeHKy IIJH (B-pe-
JKMM) M Ka4YeCTBEHHBIN aHaIu3 KPOBOTOKA
(IIBeTOKOAUPOBaHHLIE AOIIIIeporpa)uuecKue
pesxumsbl). [Ipu TPY3U ¢ BHYTPUBEHHBIM KOH-
TPACTUPOBAHUEM WCHOJB30BAJICA YJIbTPa3BY-
KOBOII KoHTpacTHBIZI mpemapar COHOBBIO

(Bracco Swiss S.A., IIBeiirmapus), KOTOPBIi
BBOJUJICS BHYTPUBEHHO GOJIIOCHO B TO3UPOBKE
2,4 mu. Mertomuka wucceJOBaHUA OIMCaHA
pasuee B[24, 27].

BceMm mamuenTam mpoBefeHa cucTeMaTUUe-
crkaa Tpemanobuorncusa IIJK moxy xkouTposem
cepomianbuoro TPY3U (12-toueuHasi), m10-
MOJIHEHHAaA IIPUIeJbHON TpelaHoOuoncuen
mox koutpoJsem TPY3U ¢ KY (1-4-Toueunas).
IIpunienpHas TPemaHOOMOIICUA OCYIIECTBJIIA-
Jach W3 TUII09XOTEHHBIX YYACTKOB, KOTOPLIE
npu TPY3U ¢ KY aBasanuch 30HaAMU WHTEpPe-
ca. B Hux mpoxomuau m3MepeHUus abCOJIIOT-
HBIX IIapaMeTpPoOB KOoHTpacTupoBauud. Takike
a0CoJIIOTHBIE TTapaMeTpPhl KOHTPACTUPOBAHUSA
U3MepAJIUCH B OTAJIOHHOM 30HE, KOTOpasA pac-
mojlarajach Tak:Ke B IepueprudecKuUx OTmAe-
aax IIJK. ITpu TPY3U c oleHKO0ii KPOBOTOKA
30HBI MHTEpeca JeMOHCTPUPOBAJIUN OTCYTCTBUE
MPU3HAKOB B3J0KAYeCTBEHHOTO IIpoIlecca.
IIpunenbHasas TpemaHOOMONCUSA BTAJIOHHON
30HBI He OCYIIEeCTBJIANACH, HO IIPU CCTeMAaTH-
YeCKOl TpPemaHoOMOIICHM, BBIMOJHEHHOMN u3
COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO CeKTOpa, fanuble 3a PIT/K
MMOJIy4YeHbI He ObLIN.

IIpn anmanmse KpuBOHM “BpeMA—MHTEHCUB-
HOCTR” (puc. 1, 2) omeHUBAJIN OTHOCUTEIbHEIE

Puc. 2. Kpussie “Bpema—unTeHcuBHocTh” nmpu TPY3U ¢ KY. ROI u kpuBasi CuHero msera COOTBETCTBYIOT 30He
uHTepeca (PIIJK), ROI 1 kpuBas opaHKeBOTO IIBETa — 9TAJIOHHON 30HeE.

Fig. 2. Contrast-enhanced transrectal ultrasound with quantification by time-intensity curve analysis after
bolus injection of SonoVue. Time-intensity curves obtained from nodule (prostate cancer) (blue ROI and
curve) and reference peripheral zone (orange ROI and curve).
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mapaMeTphl — IIPOM3BOLHBIE OT a0COJIOTHBIX
nmapamerpoB. OTHOcCUTEJbHBIE HTapaMeTpPhI
BKJIIOUAJIN B ce0A mHAEKC (OTHOIIIEHME), CyM-
MY, Pa3HOCTb W MOJYJIb PasHOCTH abCOJIOT-
HBIX TIAPaMeTPOB B YKA3aHHBIX 30HAX.

Hnoexc (omunowenue napamempos) [24 ]
Nnnexc ckopoctu Hapacranus KY (wash-in
rate, WIR, n1B/c) (uumexc WIR, Gespasmep-
HOCcTHadA BesnuyuHa) — orHottenne WIR B 3one
WHTepeca M 9TAJIOHHOM 30HEe — OTIPeeIAICA IO
Gopmy.ae:
I/IHJIeRC WIR = WIRSOH& HHTepeCa/WIRSTaHOHHaﬂ 30Ha*

WNHpekc BpeMeHU [0 MWK WHTEHCUBHOCTU
(time to peak, TTP, c) (uagexc TTP, Gespas-
MepHOCTHaA BeawumHa) — orHoreHue TTP B
30HEe WHTepeca W STAJOHHOM 30HE — OIIpeje-
JdJcd 1o popmy.Jie:

I/IHJIeRC TTP = TTPSOHa HHTepeCa/TTPSTaJIOHHaH 30HaA*

NHgexc numKOBOM uHTeHcuBHOCTH (peak
intensity, PI, n1B) (uamexc PI, 6esapasmepHoCT-
Has BeJIMUMHA) — oTHoleHue PI B 30He mHTE-
peca m STaJOHHON 30HE — OMIPEAeJANcA II0
Gopmy.ae:

I/IHnu;eRC PI = PISOH& I/IHTepeCa/PIE)TaJIOHHaﬂ 30Ha*

Wunexc cpegHero BpeMeHu TpaH3uTa (mean
transit time, MTT, c) (uagexc MTT, Gespas-
MepHOCcTHadA BesimunHa) — oTHoIleHue MTT B
30HEe WHTepeca W STAJOHHOM 30HE — OIpeje-
Jdjcd 1mo popmy.Jie:

I/IHI[eKC MTT = MTTSOHa HHTepeCa/MTTaTaHOHHaH 30HA*

WNHupgexc BpeMeHH OT muKa 10 1/2 (time from
peak to 1/2 (one half), TPH, c) (uagexc TPH,
c) — oruomrenue TPH B 30oHe uHTepeca u sTa-
JIOHHO 30HE — OTIPeJeIAICA TI0 (popMyJie:

I/IHI[eRC TPH = TPHSOHa HHTEPEC&/TPHGTaHOHHaﬂ 30HA*

Wuanexc Bpemenu pocra (rise time, RT, c)
(ungexc RT, GesapasMepHOCTHAS BeJIWUYMHA) —
orHotenue RT B 30He mHTepeca m 3TaJIOHHOM
30HE — OoIpeessaics mo (opmye:

HHﬂeKc RT = RTSOH& HHTepeCa/RTBTaJIOHHaﬂ 30Ha*

Cymma napamempos

CymmMma cxkopoctu Hapacranusa KY (wash-in
rate, WIR, 1B /c) (cymma WIR, n1B/c) — cymma
WIR B 30He mHTepeca W STAJOHHON 30HE —
oImpenesaiachk mo popmyJie:

CyMMa WIR = WIRSOHa HUHTepeca + WIRST&JIOHH&H 30HA*
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CyMMa BpeMeHU [0 NHuKa NHTeHCHUBHOCTH
(time to peak, TTP, c¢) (cymma TTP, ¢) — cymma
TTP B 30He MHTepeca W 3TAJOHHOU 30HE —
oIpenesisaiachk Mo (popMmyJie:

cyMMa TTP = TTPSOH& HUHTepeca + TTPST&JIOHH&SI 30HA*

Cymma nuKoBoil wuHTeHCcuUBHOCTU (peak
intensity, PI, n1B) (cymma PI, n1B) — cymma PI
B 30HE MHTepeca U 3TAJOHHOU 30He — OIIpele-
Jdjgach mo popmyae:

CyMMa PI = PISOH& HUHTepeca + PIST&JIOHH&H 30HA*

CyMMa cpenmero BpeMeHHU TpaH3uTa (mean
transit time, MTT, c¢) (cymma MTT, c) — cym-
ma MTT B 30He nHTEpeca U 9TaJOHHON 30HE —
oImpenesiaiachk mo popMmyJie:

CyMMa MTT = MTT30Ha HUHTepeca + MTTGT&HOHH&H 30HA*

CyMMa BpeMeHH OT mukKa g0 1/2 (time from
peak to 1/2 (one half), TPH, c¢) (cymma
TPH, c) — cymma TPH B 30He uHTEpeca u sTa-
JIOHHOTI 30He — ompeesaiach mo ¢opMmyJie:

CyMMa TPH = TPHSOH& HUHTepeca + TPHaTaJIOHHaH 30HA*

CymMma BpemeHUM pocra (rise time, RT, c)
(cymma RT, ¢) — cymma RT B 30He mHTepeca
Y STAJIOHHOUN 30HE — OIpeleJisjach 1o (op-
MyJie:

cyMMa‘ RT = RTSOH& HUHTepeca + RTE)TaJIOHHaﬂ 30HA*

Pasunocmv napamempos

PasumocTs ckopocTu Hapactauus KY (wash-
in rate, WIR, nB/c) (pasuocts WIR, n1B/c) —
pasrocTh WIR B 30He mHTepeca U 3TaJIOHHOU
30HE — ompenesidiach 1mo opmyJie:

pasaocTh WIR =
= WIRSOHa uHTepeca - WIRBT&JIOHH&H 30HA*

PasnocTs BpemMeHHM [0 IHMKa MHTEHCUBHO-
ctu (time to peak, TTP, c) (pasaocts TTP, ¢) —
pasaocTh TTP B 30He mHTepeca 1 3TaJOHHOU
30He — olpefesasagach o popmyie:

paSHOCTB TTP = TTPSOH& HUHTepeca - TTPSTa.JIOHHa&I 30HA*

PasnocTs muKOBOII mHTeHCHBHOCTU (peak
intensity, PI, n1B) (pasuocts PI, nB) — pas-
HOCTh PI B 30He nHTEpeca u 3TaJIOHHOU 30HE —
oImpenesiaiachk mo popMmyJie:

paSHOCTB PI = PIsona UHTepeca - PIaTaJIOHHaH 30HA*

PasmocTh cpemHero BpeMeHU TpPaH3UTaA
(mean transit time, MTT, c) (pasuocts MTT,
¢) — pasuocte MTT B 30He mHTEpeca U STAJIOH-
HO¥ 30HE — OmpefeaAasach no opmyJe:
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pasaoctpr MTT =
= MTTSOHa HHTepeca - MTTSTaJIOHHaH 30Ha*

PasHocTh BpeMeHu oT mmka mo 1/2 (time
from peak to 1/2 (one half), TPH, c) (pasuzocTb
TPH, c) — pasumocts TPH B 30He mHTepeca
¥ 9TAJOHHO! 30HE — OIIpeAesaIach mo opmy-
Je:

pasaocts TPH =
= TPHSOHa HHTepeca - TPHaTaJIOHHaH 30Ha*

PasHocTs Bpemenu pocra (rise time, RT, c)
(pasuocthb RT, ¢) — pasumocts RT B 30He unHTE-
peca u STAJIOHHOU 30HE — OIIpejesdajach IO
Gopmyie:

pasaocTh RT =

= RTSOHa uHTEepeca - RTaTaJIOHHaﬂ 30HA*

Modyav pa3Hocmu napamempos

IToCcKOJBKY PasHOCTH IPEACTaBJIAIACEH II0-
JIOXKUTEJIbHBIMMA M OTPUIATEJIbHBIMHN 3Haue-
HUAMU, aHAJIU3 JOIOJHUIN OIMEHKOM MOIYJIs
pasHocTHu mapaMeTpoB (abCOJTIOTHOE 3HaAUEeHME
pasHocTu 6e3 yuera 3HaKa).

Ananus pesyabratroB TPY3U ¢ KY mposo-
IUJcA Mo ouaram (IpUIleJbHbIe OMOITATHI U3
THUIO03XOTeHHBIX yYacTKOB), a He II0 TMallueH-
raM. CorsacHo TaHHBIM I'MCTOJOTUUECKOTO KC-
cJeloBaHUA BCe Oouaru OBLLIM pasfiesieHbl Ha
IBe rpynmbl: ocHoBHadA rpynna (PIIVK mo pe-
3yJbTaTaM IIPUIIEJbHON OMOIICUU TUII0IXO-
reHHBIX y4acTKoB) (n = 30) u rpynna cpaBHe-
Husa (orcyrcrBue PIIJK mo pesyabraTam mpu-
1eJbHOM OMOICUY TMIIO9XOTEHHBIX YUYaCTKOB)
(n = 45).

CratTuctuueckas o0pabOTKa KOJMUYECTBEH-
HBIX ITapaMeTpPOB IpoBeleHa ¢ TOMOIIIBIO ITPO-
rpammbl MedCale Statistical Software version
19.2.6 [28]. KonuuecTBeHHbIE JaHHBIE ITPOBE-
paiauch Ha HOPMAJLHOCTL pacOpereeHusd
(kputepuit Ilanupo—VYuiaka). IlocKoIbKY
OOJIBIIIMHCTBO IIapaMeTPOB He COOTBETCTBOBA-
JIO HOPMAaJIbHOMY pacIpeiesIeHII0, ObII0 IpH-
HATO pellleHue O IIPeICTaBJIeHUU KOJUUe-
CTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX B BUIe Meauansl, M (cpen-
Hee 3HaueHMe) = G (CTAaHZAPTHOE OTKJIOHE-
HUe), MHTePKBapTUJIbHOTO pasdMaxa (25—75-i
mpoleHTuan), 2,5-97,5-ro mpomeHTHIeH M
MUHUMAJbLHOTO — MaKCUMAaJIbHOTO 3HAUECHU.
s cpaBHeHHSA KOJUUYECTBEHHBIX IIapaMe-
TPOB HCHOJIb30BaJau Kpurepuii Maunaa—
Yurau. KoppelsaiiunoHHBIA aHaIn3 OCYIIeCT-
BJIAJU C IIOMOIILIO BBIUMCJIECHUS PAHTOBOTO
Koaddunuenta xoppeaanuu Coupmena (rg).

Pesyabratel mpu rg < 0,3 Bo BHMUMaHME He
ONpUHUMAJU. Pe3yabTaThl CTATUCTUUECKOTO
aHaamsa cunTaau sHaunMbIiMu npu P < 0,05.
Ha ocHoBaHUU pPeTPOCHEKTHUBHON OIEHKU pe-
3yJbTATOB HCCJIEJOBAHUS (BBIAEJNIeHUE T'PYIII
Ha OCHOBe DPe3yJIbTHUPYIoIIero paxkTopa) IIpo-
Boguiaca ROC-amanus. ROC-amanusy Onlaum
TIOABEPTHYTHI CJAEAYIOIINE OTHOCUTEIbHBIE I1a-
paMeTphbl, PACCUMTAHHBIEC IJA KaKJOW Haphl
a0COJIIOTHBIX: MHIIEKC, CYMMa, PAa3HOCTDb U MO-
Iyab pasHocTu. VMHOOPMATUBHOCTL KOJIMUe-
CTBEHHBIX TECTOB XapaKTepU30BaJU IIPeIo-
cTaBJeHHEM 3HAUEHUH ILJIOIIAAN II0J KPUBOM
(area under curve — AUC), 4yBCTBUTEJIb-
HOCTH, CHenu(pPUIHOCTU, IIPeJcKasaTeJbHOMN
IeHHOCTU IIOJIOKUTEJIHLHOTO U OTPUIATEb-
HOTO TecTOB. IIpencKkasaresrbHasa MIeHHOCTD I10-
JIOYKUTEJIHLHOTO ¥ OTPUIIATEILHOTO TECTOB pac-
CUUTBLIBAJIACH C YUETOM COOTHOIIIEHUS CIyUYaeB
B moJio:kuTebHo# (30) u orpunarenabHoi (45)
rpyImax II0 pe3yabTUpyonemMy GaKkTopy.
IIpu omenke sHauenuit AUC pesyabTaTh
TpaKToBaJauCh Kak oTiimuubie npu AUC > 0,9,
xopoiue — upu 0,8 < AUC < 0,9, npueme-
mbie — mpu 0,7 < AUC < 0,8 [29]. PesyabpraTs!
npu AUC < 0,7 B BBIBOALI HE BBIHOCHUJIU.
Tax:xe mpooguamu cpaBHeHrne ROC-KpuBBIX
¢ TpemocTaBiieHHMeM m (CTaHZAapTHAsS OITu6-
Ka), 95% -ro noBepuTenbHOro mHTEpPBata ([IN)
¥ TOCTOBEPHOCTY Pa3JUUUiA.

PE3YJbTATBI HCCJIEJOBAHHUSA

Wunmekcsl KoamuecTBeHHOTO aHaau3a KY
HcClIelyeMbIX TaIlMeHTOB, BKJIOYAS HTOCTO-
BEPHOCTDL Pa3JUYUMi, KOPPeaAIlnuy m HHOOP-
MATHBHOCTB, IIOAPOOHO OIMMCAHBI B IPEIbIIY-
meir pabore [24] (Tabxa. 2). AHaJOTHUYHBIE
pesyJbTaThl II0 CYMMeE, PA3HOCTH W MOIYJIO
pasHocTu mapameTpoB KV mpencraBiieHbl
B Taba. 3—5. JlocToBepHbIe PA3INUUI MEXKIY
OIBYMsA TPYIIAMHU HOJYYEHBI IO CJIEIYIOIIM
OTHOCUTEJbHBIM mapameTpam: cymma RT
(P = 0,0443), pasuocts WIR (P < 0,0001),
pasuocts TTP (P = 0,0022), pasnocts PI
(P < 0,0001), pasuocts RT (P = 0,0336), mo-
nyab pasuoctu WIR (P < 0,0001), momysib
pasuoctu PI (P < 0,0001), momysnb pasHoCTH
MTT (P = 0,0086), momgynb pasuoctu TPH
(P =0,0097).

Hnass omenku MHMPOPMATHUBHOCTHA OTHOCH-
TeJbHBIX KOJMYECTBEHHBIX IIapaMeTpoB, IIO
KOTOPBIM OIIPENeJIAJI0Ch JOCTOBEPHOE pPa3Jjim-
yne MeKIy rpynmnamu, B auarHoctuke PIIVK
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Tao6auna 2. KomuuecrBenusie napamerpsl (uHgekcsl) TPY3U ITWK ¢ KY B 06eux rpynmax (n = 75) [24]

. . MuHUMaIbHOE —
ITapameTps! Meguana M=o 25-75- 2,5-97,5-1 MaKCHMAaTbHOE
IPOIEHTUIIN MIPOIIEHTUIN P

OcuoBras rpynna (n = 30)
WNunexc WIR* 1,922 2,009 = 1,027 1,456-2,419 0,634-5,067 0,617-5,496
Nupexc TTP** 0,882 0,883 = 0,142 0,803-0,946 0,628-1,267 0,626-1,329
Wunexc PI* 1,435 1,519 = 0,436 1,194-1,656 0,679-2,534 0,545-2,560
Nugexc MTT 0,996 1,068 = 0,417 0,777-1,267 | 0,592-2,414 0,584-2,680
WNunexc TPH 0,976 1,078 = 0,428 0,782-1,251 0,562-2,355 0,547-2,558
Wunexc RT#*%* 0,757 0,902 = 0,407 0,672-1,115 0,420-2,024 0,416-2,077
I'pynna cpaBaeHusa (n = 45)
WNnunexc WIR 0,973 1,102 + 0,495 0,758-1,318 | 0,435-2,509 0,371-2,750
Wunexc TTP 0,969 0,988 = 0,138 0,896-1,062 0,715-1,314 0,673-1,360
Uupnexc PI 1,022 1,028 + 0,195 0,963-1,105 0,496-1,528 0,462-1,529
WNunexc MTT 1,009 1,032 = 0,261 0,916-1,117 | 0,557-1,742 0,540-1,971
Nupexc TPH 0,976 1,078 + 0,428 0,782-1,251 0,562-2,355 0,547-2,558
WNupexc RT 1,053 1,062 + 0,353 0,796-1,323 0,446-1,764 0,409-1,767

IIpumeuarue: * — TOCTOBEPHOCTDb PA3JNUMii IPYU CpaBHeHUU MeKAy rpynnamu mpu P < 0,0001, ** — npu
P =0,0008, *** — qpu P = 0,0248.

Table 2. CETRUS quantitative parameters (indexes) in malignant (n = 30) and benign (n = 45) hypoechoic

lesions [24]
Parameters Median Mean = SD 25 and .75 2,5 and 97’5 Range
percentiles percentiles

Malignant lesions (n = 30)

WIR index* 1.922 2.009 = 1.027 1.456-2.419 0.634-5.067 0.617-5.496
TTP index** 0.882 0.883 = 0.142 0.803-0.946 0.628-1.267 0.626-1.329
Pl index* 1.435 1.519 +0.436 1.194-1.656 0.679-2.534 0.545-2.560
MTT index 0.996 1.068 +0.417 0.777-1.267 0.592-2.414 0.584-2.680
TPH index 0.976 1.078 +0.428 0.782-1.251 0.562-2.355 0.547-2.558
RT index*#** 0.757 0.902 = 0.407 0.672-1.115 0.420-2.024 0.416-2.077
Benign lesions (n = 45)

WIR index 0.973 1.102 = 0.495 0.758-1.318 0.435-2.509 0.371-2.750
TTP index 0.969 0.988 = 0.138 0.896-1.062 0.715-1.314 0.673-1.360
Pl index 1.022 1.028 = 0.195 0.963-1.105 0.496-1.528 0.462-1.529
MTT index 1.009 1.032 +0.261 0.916-1.117 0.557-1.742 0.540-1.971
TPH index 0.976 1.078 +0.428 0.782-1.251 0.562-2.355 0.547-2.558
RT index 1.053 1.062 = 0.353 0.796-1.323 0.446-1.764 0.409-1.767

Note: *—P <0.0001, ** - P =0.0008, *** - P = (0.0248 (significant difference between malignant and benign

lesions).

Abbreviations: CETRUS - contrast-enhanced transrectal ultrasound, WIR — wash-in rate, TTP — time to peak,
PI - peak intensity, MTT — mean transit time, TPH — time from peak to 1/2, RT — rise time, SD — standard

deviation.
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Taoauna 3. KomuuecrBennsie mapamerpsl (cymma) TPY3U ITHK ¢ KY B o6eux rpynmax (n = 75)

. . MuHUMaIbHOE —

ITapameTpsl Menunana M=+o np205ue31'51'1fm/1 ﬁﬁguggq:gnnn Magggi?{n;:oe
OcuoBras rpynna (n = 30)
Cymma WIR, 1B/c 3,30 3,47 +1,48 2,34-4,67 1,36-6,89 1,36-7,15
Cymma TTP, ¢ 59,17 59,79 + 14,53 47,85-73,60 35,90-82,07 34,99-82,27
Cymma PI, 1B 22,63 22,86 + 6,86 18,44-26,81 9,65-38,29 9,42-39,12
Cymma MTT, ¢ 65,85 70,33 += 19,38 55,25-81,51 42,44-117,14| 41,21-119,63
Cymma TPH, c 98,65 105,23 = 31,97 80,47-122,43 | 59,37-184,50 | 56,88-187,58
Cymma RT#, ¢ 13,31 13,96 = 5,60 10,22-15,88 5,89-28,16 5,70-28,79
I'pynna cpaBaeHusa (n = 45)
Cymma WIR, n1B/c 2,91 2,97+1,54 1,70-4,07 0,68-6,00 0,66-6,28
Cymma TTP, c 62,64 65,89 + 20,18 50,26-78,35 34,56-111,97| 32,98-121,62
Cymma PI, 1B 22,56 23,64 6,78 18,93-29,91 12,32-36,74 11,98-37,41
Cymma MTT, ¢ 69,57 70,67 = 21,71 55,30-82,78 36,73-116,56 | 32,80-122,46
Cymma TPH, c 103,56 106,14 = 33,89 83,74-127,23 | 52,97-182,99| 50,95-200,50
Cymma RT, ¢ 15,09 18,11 = 9,01 11,87-22,51 6,79-40,36 6,37-42,48

Ilpumeuarue: * — TOCTOBEPHOCTD PA3JMYNA IPU CPAaBHEHUU MeX Ay rpynmnamu npu P = 0,0443.

Table 3. CETRUS quantitative parameters (sum) in malignant (n = 30) and benign (n = 45) hypoechoic lesions

Parameters Median Mean = SD pzefr)'caelhdtirigs 2;3;222311%5 Range
Malignant lesions (n = 30)
WIR sum, dB/sec 3.30 3.47 =1.48 2.34-4.67 1.36-6.89 1.36-7.15
TTP sum, sec 59.17 59.79 + 14.53 47.85-73.60 | 35.90-82.07 34.99-82.27
PIsum, dB 22.63 22.86 = 6.86 18.44-26.81 9.65-38.29 9.42-39.12
MTT sum, sec 65.85 70.33 = 19.38 55.25-81.51 [42.44-117.14 41.21-119.63
TPH sum, sec 98.65 105.23 = 31.97 | 80.47-122.43 |59.37-184.50 56.88-187.58
RT sum¥*, sec 13.31 13.96 = 5.60 10.22-15.88 5.89-28.16 5.70-28.79
Benign lesions (n = 45)
WIR sum, dB/sec 2.91 2.97+1.54 1.70-4.07 0.68-6.00 0.66-6.28
TTP sum, sec 62.64 65.89 = 20.18 50.26-78.35 |34.56-111.97 32.98-121.62
PIsum, dB 22.56 23.64 = 6.78 18.93-29.91 12.32-36.74 11.98-37.41
MTT sum, sec 69.57 70.67 = 21.71 55.30-82.78 [36.73-116.56 32.80-122.46
TPH sum, sec 103.56 106.14 + 33.89 | 83.74-127.23 |52.97-182.99 50.95-200.50
RT sum, sec 15.09 18.11 = 9.01 11.87-22.51 6.79-40.36 6.37-42.48

Note: * — P =0.0443 (significant difference between malignant and benign lesions).
Abbreviations: in Table 2.
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Taoauna 4. KoruuectBennsie mapamerpsl (pasuocts) TPY3U ITHK ¢ KV B o6eux rpymnmax (n = 75)
. . MuHUMaIbHOE —
ITapameTps! Meguana M=o 25-75- 2,5-97,5-1 MaKCHMAaTbHOE
IPOIEHTUIIN MIPOIIEHTUIN P
OcuoBras rpynna (n = 30)
Pasuocrs WIR*, n1B/c 0,83 0,89 + 0,95 0,36-1,32 -0,71-3,37 -0,72-3,53
Pasguocts TTP**, ¢ —3,48 —4,44 + 5,42 -6,78—1,72 |-18,21-5,91 —-18,32-7,33
Pasnocts PI*, 1B 3,36 4,01 = 3,43 2,30-6,14 —5,28-10,92 -7,30-11,13
Pasuocts MTT, ¢ 32,55 34,95 + 9,79 26,45-44,06 | 19,75-51,10 18,64-51,35
Pasnocts TPH, ¢ -1,09 —0,96 = 20,00 -10,04-11,43 |—42,07-35,08 | —46,07-35,23
Pasuocts RT#%%, ¢ -1,59 -1,83 = 3,44 -3,24-0,35 |—11,49-4,16 —-11,87-4,45
I'pynna cpaBaeHus (n = 45)
Pasuocrs WIR, n1B/c —0,047 0,013 = 0,56 -0,29-0,30 -1,08-1,39 -1,47-1,41
Pasnocts TTP, ¢ -1,13 -0,85 + 5,12 -3,36-1,59 |-14,43-7,79 —-17,40-8,79
Pasuocrs PI, 1B 0,36 0,11 = 2,35 -0,53-1,04 —7,45-5,47 -9,32-6,17
Pasuocts MTT, ¢ 0,30 —-0,17+9,74 —4,25-3,79 |—24,59-22,95 | —33,70-35,73
Pasuocrs TPH, ¢ 1,05 0,51 + 14,33 -7,00-6,95 |-31,75-37,88 | —32,46-52,00
Pasuocts RT, ¢ 0,26 —0,08 = 4,18 -2,40-1,87 |-11,25-7,15 -16,40-8,03

IIpumeuanue: * —HOCTOBEPHOCTH PA3JIUUNIA IPYU CpaBHEHUHU Mesk Ay rpynnamu npu P < 0,0001, ** — npu P =0,0022,

**% —npu P = 0,0336.

Table 4. CETRUS quantitative parameters (difference) in malignant (n = 30) and benign (n = 45) hypoechoic

lesions
Parameters Median Mean = SD 25 and .75 2,5 and 97’5 Range
percentiles percentiles
Malignant lesions (n = 30)
WIR difference*, dB/sec 0.83 0.89 =0.95 0.36-1.32 —0.71-3.37 —0.72-3.53
TTP difference**, sec —3.48 —4.44 = 5.42 —6.78—1.72 | —18.21-5.91 —18.32-7.33
PI difference*, dB 3.36 4.01 = 3.43 2.30-6.14 —5.28-10.92 —7.30-11.13
MTT difference, sec 32.55 34.95+9.79 26.45-44.06 19.75-51.10 18.64-51.35
TPH difference, sec -1.09 —0.96 = 20.00 | —10.04-11.43 | —42.07-35.08 | —46.07-35.23
RT difference***, sec —1.59 —1.83 +3.44 —-3.24-0.35 —11.49-4.16 —11.87-4.45
Benign lesions (n = 45)
WIR difference, dB/sec —0.047 | 0.013 +=0.56 —0.29-0.30 —1.08-1.39 —1.47-1.41
TTP difference, sec -1.13 —0.85 +5.12 —3.36-1.59 —14.43-7.79 —17.40-8.79
PI difference, dB 0.36 0.11 +2.35 —0.53-1.04 —7.45-5.47 —9.32-6.17
MTT difference, sec 0.30 —0.17+9.74 —4.25-3.79 —24.59-22.95 | —33.70-35.73
TPH difference, sec 1.05 0.51 = 14.33 —7.00-6.95 —31.75-37.88 | —32.46-52.00
RT difference, sec 0.26 —0.08 =4.18 —2.40-1.87 —-11.25-7.15 —16.40-8.03

Note: *—P <0.0001, ** - P =0.0022, *** - P = (0.0336 (significant difference between malignant and benign

lesions).
Abbreviations: in Table 2.
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Ta6auna 5. KomnuecTBennbie mapameTpsl (Monyasb pasaocTr) TPY3U ITHK ¢ KV B o6eux rpymnmax (n = 75)

. . |MuaumaabHOE —
ITapameTps! Meguana M=o 25-75-& 2,597,581 |\ cumansroe
MPOLEHTUJIN | IIPOLEHTHIN SHAYEHILA
OcuoBras rpynna (n = 30)
Monayas pasaoctu WIR*, 1B/c 0,83 1,04 = 0,77 0,57-1,32 0,12-3,37 0,10-3,53
Mogyas pasaoctu TTP, ¢ 3,57 5,19 + 4,68 2,19-7,33 0,22-18,21 | 0,09-18,32
Mogyab pasuoctu PI*, 1B 3,86 4,49 + 2,73 2,64-6,50 0,82-10,92 0,76-11,13
Mogyas pasaoctu MTT*, ¢ 8,03 9,54 + 7,33 3,93-13,12 | 0,71-27,64| 0,69-27,65
Mounayas pasaoctu TPH#*** ¢ 11,04 15,96 = 11,72 | 6,63-25,56 | 1,51-43,36 | 0,96-46,07
Monayas pasaoctu RT, ¢ 2,10 2,80 = 2,68 0,98-3,49 0,22-11,49 | 0,18-11,87
I'pynna cpaBaeHus (n = 45)
Mogyas pasaoctu WIR, n1B/c 0,29 0,41 = 0,37 0,16-0,54 [0,026-1,43 0,03-1,47
Monayas pasaoctu TTP, ¢ 2,88 3,82 + 3,48 1,34-5,74 0,27-14,43 | 0,18-17,40
Mogyas pasaoctu PI, 1B 0,76 1,41 +1,87 0,40-1,64 0,01-7,45 0,01-9,32
Mougyus pasaoctu MTT, ¢ 4,19 6,20 = 7,46 1,76-7,47 0,19-34,46 | 0,01-35,73
Mogyas pasaoctu TPH, ¢ 6,72 9,87+10,29 | 2,88-12,65 | 0,55-39,78 | 0,49-52,00
Mogyas pasuoctu RT, ¢ 2,06 2,82 + 3,05 0,58-3,74 0,17-11,25| 0,17-16,40

IIpumeuanue: * — TOCTOBEPHOCTD PA3IMYMIL IPU CPaBHEHNU Mesk 1y rpynmnamu npu P < 0,0001, ** —opu P = 0,0086,

*#% —npu P =0,0097.

Table 5. CETRUS quantitative parameters (modulus of difference) in malignant (n = 30) and benign (n = 45)

hypoechoic lesions

Parameters Median Mean = SD 25 and .75 2,5 and 97’5 Range
percentiles | percentiles

Malignant lesions (n = 30)
WIR modulus of difference*, dB/sec 0.83 1.04 +0.77 | 0.57-1.32 | 0.12-3.37 |0.10-3.53
TTP modulus of difference, sec 3.57 5.19+4.68 | 2.19-7.33 | 0.22-18.21 | 0.09-18.32
PI modulus of difference*, dB 3.86 4.49 = 2.73 2.64-6.50 | 0.82-10.92 | 0.76-11.13
MTT modulus of difference**, sec 8.03 9.54 + 7.33 3.93-13.12| 0.71-27.64 | 0.69-27.65
TPH modulus of difference***, sec 11.04 |15.96+11.72 | 6.63-25.56| 1.51-43.36 | 0.96-46.07
RT modulus of difference, sec 2.10 2.80 = 2.68 0.98-3.49 0.22-11.49 | 0.18-11.87
Benign lesions (n = 45)
WIR modulus of difference, dB/sec 0.29 0.41 = 0.37 0.16-0.54 |0.026-1.43 0.03-1.47
TTP modulus of difference, sec 2.88 3.82 + 3.48 1.34-5.74 | 0.27-14.43 | 0.18-17.40
PI modulus of difference, dB 0.76 1.41 = 1.87 0.40-1.64 | 0.01-7.45 0.01-9.32
MTT modulus of difference, sec 4.19 6.20 = 7.46 1.76-7.47 | 0.19-34.46 | 0.01-35.73
TPH modulus of difference, sec 6.72 9.87+10.29 | 2.88-12.65| 0.55-39.78 | 0.49-52.00
RT modulus of difference, sec 2.06 2.82 = 3.05 0.58-3.74 0.17-11.25 | 0.17-16.40

Note: *—P <0.0001, ** - P =0.0086, *** - P = 0.0097 (significant difference between malignant and benign

lesions).
Abbreviations: in Table 2.
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mpoBeneH ROC-ananus. [lajsee mpeacTaBiaeHbl
pe3yabTaThI TOJABKO IO T€M JUATHOCTUUYECKUM
tectaM, AUC KoToprnIx Obljia He HIKe 0,7.

Tect “pasuocts PI > 1,683 nb — PIIHK” xa-
paxTepusyeTcsa 4yBCTBUTEJbHOCTBIO 86,7%,
cuenupuuHOCTLIO0 88,9% , IpeackasaTeJbHOMN
IIEHHOCTBLIO IIOJIOMKUTEabHOro tecra 83,9%,
[IPeICKAa3aTeJbHON IEHHOCTHI0 OTPHUIIATEJIb-
umoro tecra 90,9% , AUC 0,910 (P < 0,0001).

Tect “momyns pasmoctu PI > 1,683 n1Bb —
PIIYK” xapakTepusyeTcsa YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTHIO
90,0% , cmeruduunocTehio 77,8% , mpexckasa-
TEJbHO! I[EHHOCTBIO IIOJIOKUTEJBLHOTO TecTa
73,0% , mpexcKasaTeJbHOM II€HHOCTHIO OTPHU-
mareabpHoro tecra 92,1%, AUC 0,888 (P <
0,0001).

Tect “pasnocts WIR > 0,539 nB/c — PITK”
XapaKTepu3yeTcs 4UyBCTBUTEIbHOCTBIO 713,3% ,
cunenupuuHOCTHO 86,7% , IpeacKasaTeIbHON
IIEHHOCTBLIO IIOJIOMKUTEJILHOro Tecra 78,6%,

IIPeICKAa3aTeJbHON IEHHOCTHI0 OTPHUIIATEJIb-
moro tecra 83,0% , AUC 0,804 (P < 0,0001).

Tect “momyas pasaoctu WIR > 0,539 nB/c —
PIIYK” xapaxTepusyeTcsa YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTHIO
83,3%, cmnemuduunocteio 75,6% , mpencka-
3aTeJbHOI IIEHHOCTBIO IIOJIOMKUTEJIBHOTO Te-
cra 69,4% , mpemckas’aTelbHON I€HHOCTBHIO
orpunareiarHoro tecra 87,2%, AUC 0,804
(P <0,0001).

Tect “pasmocts TTP < -2,190 ¢ — PIIIK”
XapaKTepu3yeTcsa 1yBCTBUTEIBHOCTBIO 713,3% ,
cruernupuuHOCTHIO 66,7% , MpeacKasaTeIbHOM
IEHHOCTBLIO IIOJIOMKHUTEJbHOro Tecra 59,5%,
IIPeICKAa3aTeJbHON IEHHOCTHI0 OTPHUIIATEJIb-
Horo Tecra 78,9% , AUC 0,709 (P = 0,0006).

Pesyaprarer ROC-ananusa mambojee wuH-
(bopMATHUBHBIX TE€CTOB, HCIOJIB3YIOIIUX a0co-
JIOTHBIA ¥ OTHOCHUTEJbHEBIE IIapaMeTPhI
TPY3U IIK ¢ KY B quarnoctuke PIIJK, mpex-
cTaBJIeHHI B TabJs. 6. THPOPMATHBHOCTD €TWH-

LA

Tao6auna 6. AUC TecToB, NCIOIB3YIONINX a0COJIOTHBIM M OTHOCUTEIbHEIE TapaMeTPhl KPUBOH “BpeMA—MHTEH-

cuBHOCTRL” B fuartHoctuxe PIIVK

ITapameTpsnl AUC m 95% -1t A
Wupnexc PI[24] 0,910 0,039 0,821-0,964
Pasznocts PI 0,910 0,040 0,821-0,964
Mogyas pasaoctu PI 0,888 0,039 0,794-0,949
Nupexc WIR [24] 0,808 0,056 0,700-0,890
Pasaocts WIR 0,804 0,058 0,696-0,886
Mogyas pasgoctu WIR 0,804 0,053 0,696-0,887
Wupnexc TTP [24] 0,729 0,060 0,613-0,825
Paznocts TTP 0,709 0,061 0,593-0,808
WIR [27] 0,706 0,061 0,590-0,806

ITpumenwarnue: mapaMeTphl PACIOJIOKEHbI B opsAaKe yobiBanus suauenuit AUC. IIpeacraBieHbl TOJIbKO TECTHI,

AUC xoropsix 6oiee 0,7.

Table 6. AUC for absolute and relative quantitative parameters in prostate cancer diagnosis

Parameters AUC m 95% confidence interval
Pl index [24] 0.910 0.039 0.821-0.964
PI difference 0.910 0.040 0.821-0.964
PI modulus of difference 0.888 0.039 0.794-0.949
WIR index [24] 0.808 0.056 0.700-0.890
WIR difference 0.804 0.058 0.696—-0.886
WIR modulus of difference 0.804 0.053 0.696-0.887
TTP index [24] 0.729 0.060 0.613-0.825
TTP difference 0.709 0.061 0.593-0.808
WIR [27] 0.706 0.061 0.590-0.806

Note: AUC > 0,7.
Abbreviations: in Table 2.
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cTBeHHOro abcosiroTHOro mapamerpa, AUC
KoToporo mpesbimiaaa 0,7, oxkasajsach caMoi
Hu3Koli. Hu ogquu 13 mapaMeTpoB, OIIPeIesia-
OIMUX cyMMy Iokasareieii, He umea AUC,
mpesslmatontyo 0,7. Ilpu cpaBHeHUn 6 Ham-
0osee MHPOPMATUBHLIX ITapaMeTpoB (puc. 3)
IOCTOBEpPHBIe pasamuusa moaydeHbl aada AUC
TecToB ¢ mHIexKcoM PI um mazexkcom WIR
(P =0,0444), nanexcom PI u pasumocthio WIR
(P =0,0444), a rarxe qua AUC recTos ¢ pas-
"Hocthio PI u mugexcom WIR (P = 0,0429),
pasHocTbio PI u pasaoctrio WIR (P = 0,0336).

IIpu mpoBegeHHM KOPPEJISIMOHHOIO aHa-
JI3a Ha OIpelesieHNe CBSI3eH PasJUYHBIX OT-
HOCHUTEJbHBIX KOJMYECTBEHHBIX IapaMeTPOB
¢ cymmoii I'mrcoHa 1o pesyJsibTaTam IIPUILeab-
HOII OMOIICMM IIATOJIOTHMUYECKUX YUYACTKOB
(ocHOBHASA IPYIINA) HOJYUYEHBI CJAEIYIOIINIE pe-
3yJIbTATHI:

— IOCTOBepHAs MpAMas KOppeadArnusa pas-
"Hoctu PI um cymmer I'mucoma (rg = 0,503,
P =0,0046);

— IOCTOBepHAs MpAMas KOPpeadAnusa pas-
Hoctu WIR u cymwmsbr I'mucoma (rg = 0,481,
P =0,0072);

— mocToBepHAaA MPAMas KOPPeJadIlus CyM-
mbl WIR um cymmbr I'mucoma (rg = 0,437,
P=0,0157);

— IOCTOBepPHAA IpAMaA KOPPEJIIud MOIY-
aa pasHoctu WIR wm cymmbr I'sucona
(r¢= 0,420, P =0,0210);

— IOCTOBepPHAA IpAMaA KOPPEeJIIua MOIY-
Jas pasuoctu PI u cymmsel ['mucona (rg = 0,365,

P=0,0471);

— IOCTOBepHAasA o0paTHAs KOPPEIAIUA CYyM-
Ml TTP u cymmbr I'mmcoma (rg = —0,363,
P = 0,0485).

WNurepecHo, uro Hu cymma TTP, au cymma
WIR He 1eMOHCTPUPOBAJIU AJOCTOBEPHLIX pas-
JUYUHU MeXXIy rpynnamMu. B ¢BA3u ¢ 9TUM U3
TaJbHEHIero amajgu3a OHU OBLIM HCKJIIOUe-
ubl. OcTasmbHBIE ITapaMeTpPhl, TaKue KaK pas-
"HocTh PI, pasmocts WIR, Mmomyap pasHocTH
WIR u momyins pasuoctu PI, xapakTepmsoBa-
JUCH IIPUEMJIEMON M XOpoIleil mHpopMaTuB-
woctbio (AUC ot 0,777 mo 0,837). Takx:xe
B aHajau3 OB BKJIIOUEH eIlle OAWH OTHOCH-
TeJLHBIA mapaMeTp, AeMOHCTPUPYIOIIUI 3Ha-
YUMYI0 KOPPEeJIAINIo ¢ cyMMoi I'imcona u oT-
auunyio maGopMmatuBHOocTh (AUC 0,910), —
uagexc PI (rg = 0,394, P = 0,0311) [24].
Kpome Toro, Onl1 paccMoTpeH aOCOJIOTHBIN
nmapaMeTp, MOKa3bIBAIOIINI 3HAUYNMYIO CBA3b
¢ cymmoit I'mrucona u nmpuemaeMyo nHpOpMAa-
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Puc. 3. ROC-KpuBble TeCTOB, HCIOJIB3YIOIINX
a6COTIOTHBIN ¥ OTHOCUTEIbHBIE TapaMeTpPhl KPH-
BOI “BpeMA—MHTEHCUBHOCTH B IUATHOCTUKE
PITK, ¢ makcumanbubiMu 3HauenusaMu AUC.

Fig. 3. ROC-curves for time-intensity curve
parameters with highest AUC in prostate cancer
prognosis.

tuBHOCTB (AUC 0,706), — WIR B 30He nHTEpE-
ca(rg= 0,521, P =0,0032) [27].

Has1 omeHKy MHAOPMATUBHOCTH a0COJIIOT-
HOI'0O ¥ OTHOCHUTEJILHBIX KOJUUYECTBEHHBIX IIa-
paMeTpoB, IO KOTOPBIM OIIPeAeJisaaach JOCTO-
BepHadA 3HaUuMMasd KOPPEIAIUs C CyMMOH
T'iucona, B IPOrHO3UPOBAHUU MOPQOIOrmUe-
cxku 3aaunmoro PIIJK nposemern ROC-ananrus.
15 9TOM 11T OCHOBHASA I'PYIIa Obliia pasie-
JIeHa Ha JBe IOATIPYINbI: B IIEPBOI IOATIPYIIIE
cymMma I'yimcoHa cooTBeTCTBOBAJIA KATErOPUAM
International Society of Urological Pathology
(ISUP) 2014 [30] < 2 (3 + 4), BO BTOPOIi O~
rpynme — = 3 (4 + 3). PIIIK, xapakTepusyio-
muiica kareropuamu ISUP > 3, cuwmranm
mopdosiornuecKku 3HauunMbIM. [ajiee mpen-
CTaBJIEHBI PE3yJbTAThbl TOJBKO IO TE€M IUar-
"HocTuueckum Tectam, AUC KoTOphBIX ObLIA He
Huxe 0,7.

Tect “pasuocts PI > 3,680 1B — mopdoo-
ruuecku sHaunMmsblili PITVK” xapakTepusyercs
YyBCTBUTEJILHOCTBIO 72,7% , crrertn(uuHOCTbIO
68,4% , mpencKasaTeJbHON IIEHHOCTBIO II0JIO-
sKHUTeJbHOro recta 57,1% , mpeackasaresbHON
IIEHHOCThIO oTpunarejabuoro rtecra 81,2%,
AUCO0,742 (P = 0,0104).

Tect “monmyas pasaoctu WIR > 0,723 nB/c —
mopdoaoruuecku suaunMbiii PIIGJK” xapakTe-
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pusyeTcs 4yBCTBUTEIbLHOCTHIO 81,8% , crieru-

100 dbuunocTBIO 63,2% , IpeACKasaTeIbHOI IeH-
HOCTBIO IIOJIOMKUTEIBHOro Tecta 56,2% , mpex-
80 CKa3aTeJbHON I[€EHHOCTHIO OTPHUIIATEIHLHOIO

X tecta 85,7% , AUC 0,732 (P = 0,0264).
A Tect “pasuocts WIR > 0,680 nB/c — mop-
§ 60 (omornuecknu smaummbiii PITMK” xapaxTepu-
2 3yerca uyBcTBUTENbHOCTRIO 81,8%, cmemm-
Fg’ 40 dbuuHoCTBIO 63,2% , IpeAcKasaTeJbHON IeH-
p HOCTBIO TTOJIOJKUTEBLHOTO TecTa 56,2% , mpes-
§ CKa3aTeJbHON I[€EHHOCTHIO OTPHUIIATEIHLHOIO

T 20+t Pashocts Pl rectra 85,7% , AUC 0,727 (P = 0,0315).
Fasnocts WIR Tect “WIR B 30He naTepeca > 1,831 n1B/c —
ol T Moaynb pasHocTin WIR mopdoaoruuecku suaunMblii PIIGJK” xapakTe-
: : : : ' : pusyercs uyBcTBUTEIbHOCTHIO 90,9% , creru-
0 20 40 60 80 100 ¢uunocTeio 57,9% , mpencKkasaTeJbHON IIeH-
100 - cneundunyHoCTb, % HOCTBIO IIOJIOMKUTEIBLHOro Tecta 55,6% , mpex-
CKa3aTeJbHON I[€EHHOCTHIO OTPHUIIATEIHLHOIO

Puc. 4. ROC-KpuBble TeCTOB, HCIOJbL3YIOIINX recra 91,7% , AUC 0,727 (P = 0,0179).
a0COJIIOTHBIN I OTHOCUTEJIbHBIE ITapaMeTPhl KPU- Pe3y.IILTaTLI ROC-ananusa maumbosiee wuH-
BOI “BpeMA—MHTEHCUBHOCTH B IIPOTHO3WPOBA- ()OPMATHBHBIX TECTOB, HCIOJIB3YIOIINX a0CO-

Hum Mopdosornyecku 3Haunmoro PIIVK (cymma
T'mucona > 7 (4 + 3), xareropus ISUP > 3),
¢ makcuMaabHbIMU 3HaueHuAMu AUC.

JIIOTHBIN 1 OTHOCUTEJIbHEIE ITapamMeTpsl TPY3U
II3K ¢ KY B nmporuosupoBaHUY MOP(OJIOTHUE-

Fig. 4. ROC-curves for time-intensity curve cku sHaunmoro PIIVK (ISUP [30]), npexcras-
parameters with highest AUC in diagnosis of JeHbl B Tabsn. 7 u Ha puc. 4. Bce mapameTpsnl
prostate cancer with Gleason score > 7 (4 + 3). XapaKTepU3yIOT a0COMIOTHYIO (PA3HOCTD U MO-

IyJIb PA3HOCTH) PASHUIY MAKCHUMAJIbHON HH-
TEHCUBHOCTUA M CKOPOCTHM HAPACTAHUA WHTEH-

Ta6auma 7. AUC TecToB, NCIIOJIL3YIOMINX A0COMIOTHLINA M OTHOCUTEIbHBIE IIapaMeTPhI KPUBOH “BpeMsA—MHTEH-
CUBHOCTL” B IpoTHO3upoBauuu mMopdoaoruuecku sHaunmoro PITHK (cymma Imucoma > 7 (4 + 3), xaTeropus
ISUP > 3)

ITapameTpsl AUC m 95% -1t M1
Pasuocts PI 0,742 0,094 0,550-0,883
Mogyas pasgoctu WIR 0,732 0,104 0,540-0,876
Paszuocts WIR 0,727 0,106 0,535-0,873
WIR [27] 0,727 0,096 0,535-0,873

IIpumeuarnue: mapaMeTpHI PACIOJIOKEHHI B TopAnKe yosrBauusa 3Haueruit AUC. IIpencTaBieHbl TOTBKO TECTHI,
AUC xoropsix 6oaee 0,7.

Table 7. AUC for absolute and relative quantitative parameters in in diagnosis of prostate cancer with Gleason
score > 7 (4 + 3)

Parameters AUC m 95% confidence interval
PI difference 0.742 0.094 0.550-0.883
WIR modulus of difference 0.732 0.104 0.540-0.876
WIR difference 0.727 0.106 0.535-0.873
WIR[27] 0.727 0.096 0.535-0.873

Note: AUC > 0,7.
Abbreviations: in Table 2.

26



LnarHoctrka v oueHka Mop@OI0rM4eCcKoVi 3HaYUMOCTY paka NpeacTaresibHoOM Xenessl. ..

A.B. Kaagpes v coaBr.

CUBHOCTH, a TaKJKe caMy CKOPOCTh HapacTaHUA
MHTEHCUBHOCTH. Pasinunsa Mexny sHauYeHus-
mu AUC TecToB HemoCTOBEPHBLI. BpeMeHHBIE
mapaMeTphl, XapaKTepPU3YIOlle IIePHUOALI II0-
CTYILJIEHUSI W BBIMBIBAHUS YJIbTPA3BYKOBOI'O
KOHTPACTHOTO IIpemapaTra, B aHaJIU3 II0 IIPO-
THO3UPOBAHUIO MOPQOJJOTUUECKON 3HAUMMO-
CTU He IIOIIAJIH.

OBCYKJIEHUE

B paboTe ycTaHOBJIeHO, UTO Hambojgee WH-
(GhopMATUBHBIMU TeCTaMU, HCIOJIL3YIOITUMU
otHocuTeabHbIe TapaMmeTpbl TPY3U IIHK ¢ KY
B nuarnoctuke PIIVK, aBaaiorca (B mopsaake
yoniBanuA uH(pOpMaTuBHOCTU): uMHAEKC PI,
passocts PI, monyisns pasmoctu PI, uHIEKc
WIR, pazaocts WIR, monyis padaoctu WIR,
nuaexc TTP, paszaocts TTP. Bce st mapame-
TPl XapaKTEepPU3yIT OTHOCUTEJbHYIO (OTHO-
mreHre) m abCoJOTHYIO (PasHOCThL U MOIYJb
pasHoctu) pasuuiy Pl (MakcumanbHOW wWH-
TeHcuBHOCTU, 1B) 1 WIR (ckopocTu Hapacra-
HUS UHTEeHCUBHOCTHU, 1B/c). Hu ogun s mapa-
MEeTPOB, XapaKTepusyIIUX Pa3HUIY BpeMe-
HU Tepuoja BLIMBIBAHUSA YJIbLTPA3BYKOBOTO
kKouTpactuHoro npenapara (TPH) u mepuomos
moctymienus u BuiMbIBanusa (MTT), me xa-
paxtepusoBaiacsa AUC, mpesbrmatomiein 0,7.
OmHaKo mapaMeTphl, XapaKTepua3yIoIinue pas-
HUITY BpeMeHHU Iepuoja IOCTYILIeHUA yIbTpa-
3BYKOBOT'O KOHTPACTHOTO ITperapaTa, K KOTO-
pbiMm oTHOcATcA nHAeKC TTP u pasnocts TTP,
memouctpupyior AUC, mpessimasomniyio 0,7
(0,709-0,729). NuTepecHo, UTO Bce IIapaMme-
TphoI, cBsa3aHHble ¢ WIR (WIR, ungexc WIR,
pasuocts WIR, monynb pasumoctu WIR), xa-
paxrepusyrorca AUC > 0,7.

I9TU JaHHBIE BO MHOTOM COTJIACYIOTCS C pe-
3yJbTaTaMU HCCJETOBAHUHN APYTIUX aBTOPOB.
B ny6aukamnuu J. Tang et al. [21] omenusa-
auchk pasHocts TTP, pasaocts PI u pasnocTs
BpeMeHM [0 Hauajga ycuiaenusa (time to
enhancement, TTE, c¢). 3HauumMbIe pasandusd
mexxay ouaramu PIIHK u moOpoKauecTBeHHBI-
MU U3MEHEHUAMU BBISABJIEHBI AJIA AIBYX ITOKAa-
s3ateneii — pasnoctu PI u pasnoctu TTE, ot-
pakamIuX MaKCUMaJbHYIO NHTeHCUBHOCTD 1
IIepPUoJ MOCTYILIEHUA YJIbTPa3BYKOBOTO KOH-
TPACTHOTO Ipelapara, 4To CXOIHO C Pe3yJIbTa-
TaMHM HaIllero mucciemoBaHus. HawmbGosee mH-
¢dopMaTHUBHBIM ITaPpaMETPOM ABTOPHI CUUTAIOT
pasuocTts PI ¢ uyBCTBUTEJIBHOCTHIO, CIIEI[H-
¢uunocreio u AUC 71,4%, 81,8% u 0,730

COOTBETCTBEHHO (TecT “pasnocts PI > 2,5 nb —
PIIK”) [21]. B Hamem wucciiefoBaHUU TECT
“pasnocts PI > 1,683 nB — PIIJK” nokasbiBa-
eT OOJIBIITYI0 HH(POPMATUBHOCTD 1 XapaKTepH-
3yeTcsa YyBCTBUTEJbHOCTRIO 86,7%, cmemm-
¢uumocTrio 88,9% , AUC 0,910.

ITapamerp pasumocts TTP B ucciemoBanum
J. Tang et al. [21] sBHaUUMBIX Pa3IUUUIN MEIK-
ny PIIJK u no6poKauecTBEeHHBIMY U3MEeHEHU -
My He mokasaj. COorjacHO Ke IIOJyYeHHBIM
HaMu gaHHBIM pasHocTb TTP m muagexkc TTP
[24] B rpynnax ouaros PIIJK 1 ouaros Hepako-
BOII IIPUPOLBI MMEIOT 3HAUMMBIE PA3IUUMUA.
IIpu sTom Tect “pasmocts TTP < -2,190 ¢ —
PIIIK” obsamaer uyBeTBUTEILHOCTHIO 73,3% ,
cunenupuurocTh0 66,7%, AUC 0,709, Tect
“uamexc TTP < 0,936 — PIIJK” [24] xapaKTe-
pusyeTcsa 4yBCTBUTEILHOCTHIO 73,3% , creru-
¢uunocrrio 66,7% , AUC 0,729. IlapameTpsr,
XapakTepusymolire IIePUo] BbIMBIBAHUS
(TPH) u mepuwonp! MOCTYIJIEHNA W BBIMBIBA-
Husa (MTT) yabTpasByKOBOTO KOHTPACTHOTO
mmperapara, aBTopaMu He olleHuBajuch [21].

B pa6ore E.M. Jung et al. [23] upu omenke
nagexca WIR, uanexkca RT u mamexca MTT
CcaMyI0 BBICOKYIO MH()OPMATHUBHOCTD B TUATHO-
cruke PIIVK nokasan magexc WIR (uyBcTBUH-
TeabHOCTL — 88% , cuenmduunocts — 100% ,
IIpeacKasaTebHAs [EHHOCTh IIOJOMKUTEIbLHO-
ro trecra — 60% , mpencKasaTeJ bHAA [IEHHOCTH
orpurtaresbaoro tecra — 90% ). Uugexc WIR,
pasuocth WIR u mogmyns pasamoctu WIR mo-
KasbIBaIOT XOPOIINYH AUATHOCTHUUYECKYIO (-
dexTusrOCTL (AUC > 0,8) 1 B HammeMm ucce-
moBauuu. Muagexc RT B HameMm uccaemoBannm
memoHcTpupyet Tect ¢ AUC < 0,7 (Tect “uH-
mexc RT < 0,892 — PIIWK” xapaxkTepusyercs
yyBCcTBUTEAbHOCTRIO 70,0% , cumemuduuuo-
cTbi0 64,4% , IpencKasaTeIbHON IeHHOCTHIO
IMoJIOKUTEJNbHOro Tecra 56,8% , mpemckasa-
TEJbHOM I[eHHOCTHIO OTPHUIIATEJIBHOIO TecTa
76,3% , AUC 0,654 [24]). ITonHOIIEHHOE CPaB-
HeHMe Pe3yJbTaToB aBTOpPoB [23] ¢ peayabTa-
TaMM HAIlel 1 APYTruX padoT IpPeaCcTaBIAeTCs
3aTPYOHUTEJIbHBIM, IIOCKOJbKY HE IIPUBOLAT-
cs HU CTaHIapTHBIE IIapaMeTpPhl HCCIeayeMOii
rpymnsl (YPOBEHbD IIPOCTATUYECKOTO CIIemup-
yecKoro aHTurema, oowem I, cymma
I'mucona), HU YKCIeHHbIE 3HAYEHUS a0COJIIOT-
HBIX M OTHOCUTEJIbHBIX IIOKazareneir KY, nu
IIOPOT'0OBbIE 3HAUECHUSA TECTOB.

B mamrem mcciemoBaHUU W3 IECTH HCCJIE-
IyeMBbIX IIapaMeTPOB, OIPENeJIsSIOIMUX CYyMMY
ImokKasareJiell, JOCTOBEPHbBIEC PABIUUNI MEKIY
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IBYMSA I'PYIIIIaMU II0JyYeHbl TOJIBKO IO Iapa-
merpy cymma RT (P = 0,0443), KoTOpBIH
B auarHoctuke PIIFK xapaxTepusosaics
AUC, ue mpeswimasorieit 0,7. Ilpuuem npu
oleHKe abcosiorHOoro mapamerpa RT monyuen
Takoi ke pesyiabrar (AUC < 0,7) [27]. OTH
IaHHBIE pacxonarcda ¢ pesyabraramu H. Huang
et al. [22], coriacHO KOTOpPBIM HamboJee MH-
(opMaTHUBHLIMHY IIapaMeTPaMU B JTUAaTrHOCTHKE
PIIK 6n1iu cymma PI m cymma AUC kpuBoit
“Bpema—unTeHcuBHOCTh” (AUC KpuBoii mo-
crymiaeaus + AUC KpuBo#l BLIMBIBAHUA YJIb-
TPa3dBYKOBOTO KOHTPACTHOTO IIpemapara).
NHGOPMATUBHOCTh 9STHUX OTHOCHUTEJIbHBIX
rmapamMeTpoB ObLIa BbIIle MH(OPMATHBHOCTHU
abCOJIOTHBIX TapaMeTpoB. VMcmoJsib3oBamue
CYMM BMECTO aOCOJIIOTHBIX IIapaMeTpPOB IIOBBI-
cuno AUC ¢ 0,784 10 0,923 (gna PI) m ¢ 0,758
mo 0,891 (mna AUC kpuBoii “BpeMA—UHTEH-
cuBHOCTE”). IloporoBbie 3HaUeHUWA abOCOJIOT-
HBIX 1 OTHOCUTEJbHBIX IIapaMeTPOB aBTOPaMU
Taxkske He coobrmraiorca [22]. MoixkHo OBLIO
IIPEIIOJIOKUTh, YTO TAKHE OTJINIYUA B MHPOP-
MATHUBHOCTHU MOTYT OBITH CBA3AHBI C PA3HUILEH
B IOAXOZAaxX K (POPMHUPOBAHUIO MCCIETYEeMBIX
rpyun. B ucciaemosanme H. Huang et al. [22]
BKJIIOYAJINCH HAIIMEHTHI C YPOBHEM IIPOCTATH-
YeCKOTO CIeIIU(PUIECKOr0 aHTUTeHA KPOBU OT
4 mo 10 ur/Ma BKJIIOUUTENIbHO. B Hateir pabo-
Te OTPAaHUYEHUA AJA YPOBHA IIPOCTATHUUEC-
Koro cmernu(uuecKoro aHTUTeHa He CTaBU-
auck. OMHAKO TP ITPOBEAEHUY KOPPEIAIIUOH-
HOTO aHaJaM3a MeXKIy YPOBHEM IIPOCTAaTHUe-
CKOro CIenu()uuecKoro aHTHUIeHa, C OIHOU
ctoponsbl, u cymmoit PI u cymmoii RT, ¢ npyroit
CTOPOHBI, BHAUNMbIE CBA3U He OOHAPYIKEHBI.
H. Huang et al. [22] Brirouanau B uccegoBa-
HUe TOJBbKO IMAIlMeHTOB, KOTOPBLIM paHee He
BBITIOJTHATach Ouonicus II9K, B mamem uccie-
ITOBaHUU TaKoe OTPaHUYEHNEe OTCYTCTBOBAJIO.
Kax msBecTHO, Ba*KHBIM acIIeKTOM B OuAa-
raoctuke PIIJK saBisercsa BblaABIeHUME ciyda-
€B C arpecCMBHBIMU BapHUaHTAMU TEUYEHUS.
Hamu BBISBIEHBI JOCTOBEPHBIE KOPPEIAINN
OTHOCHUTEJbHBIX IIapaMeTpPOB U CYMMGBI
I'smucona. 9to (B mopAnke yOLIBAHUS Ig) pas-
"HocTh PI, pasmoctr WIR, cymma WIR, mo-
nyab pasaoctu WIR, unnexc PI [24], momynb
pasuoctu PI u cymma TTP (rg) — 0,363-0,503
(P < 0,05). C nmapamerpamu, KOTOpPbIE JeMOH-
CTPUPOBAJY 3HAUMMBIE PA3JIUUUA MEKIY OC-
HOBHOM Ipynmnoil um rpynmnoii cpaBHeHUs:A, IIPo-
BeneH ROC-ananus (0b1IM MCKJIIOUEHBI CyMMa
TTP u cymma WIR). BreiaBiens! 4 mapameTpa,
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KOTOPbIE JeMOHCTPUPOBAIY MIPUEMJIEMYO MH-
dopmarurocTs (AUC > 0,7) B IpOrHO3UPOBA-
Hum wmopdosoruuecku 3Haummoro PIIWK
(ISUP > 3). 9ro Takme OTHOCUTEJbHBIE TTAPA-
MeTpbI, Kak pasdHocTb PI, pasnocts WIR, mo-
nyab pasHoctu WIR, a Tak:ke abCOTIOTHBIM
napametp — WIR [27].

B BhIIIEyIIOMAHYTBEIX PaboTax TakyKe Ole-
HUBaJach poJb napameTpoB KV B o1ieHKe MOD-
(omoruuecku smaummoro PIIVK. H. Huang
et al. [22] ymoMuHAIOT O BBISBJIEHUHU 3HAYML-
MbIxX pasauunii cymmbl PI mexxny PIIVK BbIcO-
KOW U HUBKOM CTeIlleHW B3JI0OKAUYeCTBEHHOCTU
IIPY WCHOJIb30BAHUU PErpPeCcCUOHHOM MO/
(P < 0,001). ITo mamusim A. Maxeiner et al.
[11], B ouarax ¢ MOpPGhOJIOTUUECKN SHAUNMBIM
PIISK (ISUP > 3) onpenenATcsa 3SHAUYUTEIHHO
0omee BbIcOKMe 3HaueHus Pl (P = 0,012)
u WIR (P =0,011). Oguaxo J. Tang et al. [31]
He BBIABUJIN KOPPEJSAINN MeXIy CyMMOI
T'smucona u pasuoctsio PI (r=0,11, P = 0,57).

Taxum ob6paszoM, B paboTe IIPOAEMOHCTPU-
pOBaHa 3HAUMMOCTH OTHOCHUTEJIBHBIX IIapame-
tpoB TPY3MU IIiK ¢ KV B nuarunoctuke PIIJK.
Hawubospmieli guarHOCTHYECKO II€HHOCTBLIO
00JI1a1al0T OTHOCUTEJbHBIE TapaMeTphl, Xa-
paxkTepusyolre MaKCUMAJbHYI0O HUHTEHCUB-
HOCTB ¥ CKOPOCTh HapacTaHUA NHTEHCUBHOCTH
(xopomaa nadopmaruBaHocts — AUC > 0,8).
Ilokxazana BO3MOXKHOCTL HPOTHO3UPOBAHUA
mopdoaoruuecku sHaunmoro PITHK (ISUP > 3)
IIPU HCIIOJb30BAHMM OTHOCHUTEJIBHBIX IIapa-
MeTPOB KOHTpacTUpOBaHUA (IIpuemaemMasd
uHdpopmaTuBHocTs — AUC > 0,7).
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Quantitative contrast enhanced transrectal ultrasound
(relative parameters) in prostate cancer diagnosis
and prediction of aggressiveness: preliminary results
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Objective: To assess the diagnostic value of relative parameters of quantitative contrast-enhanced tran-
srectal ultrasound in prostate cancer diagnosis and prediction of aggressiveness.

Material and methods: 75 patients with suspicion for prostate cancer based on laboratory and physical
examination data and presence of hypoechoic lesions in the peripheral zone of prostate were examined.
For conventional and contrast enhanced transrectal ultrasound diagnostic system Epiq 5 (Philips,
Netherlands) with intracavitary probe (4—-10 MHz) was utilized. SonoVue (Bracco Swiss SA,
Switzerland ) was used as ultrasound contrast agent. Bolus of 2.4 mL of SonoVue was administered
intravenously. QLAB 11.0 software was used. According to the morphological data (targeted biopsy of
hypoechoic lesions ) all lesions were divided into two groups: main group (prostate cancer) consisted of
30 lesions and control one (non-prostate cancer) consisted of 45 lesions. Relative parameters (index,
sum, difference, and modulus of difference) based on comparison of such absolute parameters as wash-
in rate (WIR), time to peak (TTP ), peak intensity (PI ), mean transit time (MTT ), time from peak to
1/2 (TPH ), rise time (RT ) in the region of interest and reference zone were analyzed.

Results: PI index, PI difference, PI modulus of difference, WIR index, WIR difference, WIR modulus
of difference, TTP index, TTP difference, and WIR showed better diagnostic accuracy in prostate can-
cer diagnosis. The test “PI index > 1.174 — prostate cancer” was characterized by sensitivity of 83.3%,
specificity of 88.9%, AUC of 0.910 (P < 0.0001 ). The test “PI difference > 1.683 dB — prostate cancer”
was characterized by sensitivity of 86.7%, specificity of 88.9%, AUC of 0.910 (P < 0.0001). The test
“PI modulus of difference > 1.683 dB — prostate cancer” was characterized by sensitivity of 90.0%,
specificity of 77.8%, AUC of 0.888 (P < 0.0001 ). The test “WIR index > 1.432 — prostate cancer” was
characterized by sensitivity of 76.7%, specificity of 82.2%, AUC of 0.808 (P < 0.0001). The test
“WIR difference > 0.539 dB/sec — prostate cancer” was characterized by sensitivity of 73.3%, specific-
ity of 86.7%, AUC of 0.804 (P < 0.0001 ). The test “WIR modulus of difference > 0.539 dB/sec — prostate
cancer” is characterized by sensitivity of 83.3%, specificity of 75.6%, AUC of 0.804 (P < 0.0001 ). The test
“TTP index < 0.936 — prostate cancer” was characterized by sensitivity of 73.3%, specificity of 66.7%,
AUC of 0.729 (P = 0.0001 ). The test “TTP difference <—2.190 sec — prostate cancer” was characterized
by sensitivity of 73.3%, specificity of 66.7%, AUC of 0.709 (P = 0.0006 ). PI difference, WIR modulus of
difference, WIR difference, and WIR showed better diagnostic accuracy in the prediction of prostate
cancer aggressiveness. The test “PI difference > 3.680 dB — ISUP > 3 (4 + 3)” is characterized by sen-
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sitivity of 72.7%, specificity of 68.4%, AUC of 0.742 (P = 0.0104 ). The test “WIR modulus of differ-
ence > 0.728 dB/sec — ISUP > 3 (4 + 3)” is characterized by sensitivity of 81.8%, specificity of 63.2,
AUC of 0.732 (P = 0.0264 ). The test “WIR difference > 0.680 dB/sec — ISUP > 3 (4 + 3)” is character-
ized by sensitivity of 81.8%, specificity of 63.2%, AUC of 0.727 (P = 0.0315).

Conclusions: The PI and WIR relative parameters of quantitative contrast-enhanced transrectal ultra-
sound showed better diagnostic accuracy in the prostate cancer diagnosis (AUC > 0.8). The relative

parameters of quantitative contrast-enhanced transrectal ultrasound are useful in the prediction of
prostate cancer aggressiveness (ISUP > 3 (4 + 3)) (AUC > 0.7 ).

Key words: contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS ), quantitative analysis, relative quantitative param-
eters, indices, perfusion, prostate, prostate cancer.
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