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Pesiome

BeepeHue. OueHka nevebHoro adpdekTa HeoaLbOBaHTHOW XxuMuonyyeBor Tepanum (HXJTT) npu pake npsamon
kuwku (PMK) umMeeT nporHoctuyeckoe 3HaYeHWe U NO3BOASET UHAMBUAYANbHO NIAHMPOBATb BUA U 0ObEM
[aNbHEWLLEro XMpypruyeckoro BMewwartenbctea. OoHUMM 13 Hanbonee NepcnekTUBHbIX BAPUAHTOB OLEHKM
OTBETa OMYXO0/IM C MOMOLLbID MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHoM Tomorpadumn (MPT) aBngeTca noaxon, OCHOBAHHbI
Ha onpefeneHnn CTeneHn perpeccun onyxonn (magnetic resonance tumour regression grade, mrTRG).
OnHAKO ero HafaeXHoCTb M 6e30MaCHOCTb AOMXKHbI ObiITb MOATBEPXKAEHbI PE3YNbTaTaMK KIIMHUYECKUX UCTbI-
TaHWI U NPaKTUHECKOTO MPUMEHEHMUS.

Uenb: npoBectv aHanu3 cobBCTBEHHOMO OMbITa MPOCMEKTUBHOMO MCMOMb30BaHMA cUCTeMbl MITRG M oueHUTb
[OMOJTHUTENbHBINM BKNAA B €e AMArHOCTUYECKY 3PHeKTUBHOCTb AMDY3MOHHO-B3BELLIEHHbIX M306paxe-
Hui (OBU).

Martepuan n metopbl. [okazatenn mrTRG 6binm onpegenerbl y 125 (B Tom uncne y 30 - ¢ yuetom [BU)
60nbHbIX MecTHopacnpocTpaHeHHbIM PIIK, nonyunBlumx KombrMHMpoBaHHoe nevernme ¢ HXJIT B KAnHMKe
MPHL, um.A.®. Lpi6a B nepmoa ¢ 2015 no 2019 r. NMonyyeHHble faHHble BblIM CONOCTABNEHbI CO CTEMEHbIO
natomMop@do3sa no E.®. JlylwH1KOBY, BbIYMCNEHBI IMArHOCTUYECKME NapaMeTpbl AnddepeHLmaLn NaumeHToB,
OTBETUBLUMX M He OTBETMBLUMX Ha HXJIT.

Pesynbrarbl. [py onpenenennn mrTRG 6e3 yyeta [BM 66111 nonyyeHbl cneaytolime 3Ha4YeHUS YyBCTBUTEb-
HOCTH, CNeundUYHOCTH, MPOTHOCTUYHOCTU MOOXKMUTENBHOIO M OTpULATENBHOrO pe3ynbTatos: 75%, 60%, 70%
M 67% cooTBETCTBEHHO, C y4eToM [1BU - 87%, 87%, 87% n 87% cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

3aknwueHue. [NpocnekTMBHas oueHka pesynbtatoB HXJIT ¢ nomouwbio mrTRG MMeeT yMepeHHY TOYHOCTb
NS CTpaTUdMKALMM NALMEHTOB, OTBETUBLUMX U HE OTBETUBLUMX Ha Tepanuio, YTo TpebyeT NpuBieyYeHUs 40-
NONHWUTENbHbIX KpuTepueB MPT-oueHku ang 0oT6opa 60MbHbIX, KOTOPbIE MOTYT NOY4aTh MEHEE arpecCUBHOE
Xupypruyeckoe nedyexue. HecMoTps Ha He6O/bLLOE KOMYECTBO NALMEHTOB, Y KOTOPbIX aHann3 pe3ynbTaToB
MPT nposoawnncs c yuetom IBU, Mbl nonyuunnu 6onee BbICOKME 3HA4YEHWUS NapaMeTpoB ANArHOCTMKM. B cBa3um
C 3TUM cuuTaem LenecoobpasHbeiM BkoYaTb B B MPT-oueHKy OTBETa OMYyX0/IM Ha NleveHume.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak nNpsiMON KULIKW; MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHas ToMorpadus; cTeneHb perpeccum onyxonu;
oueHKa 3PHEeKTUBHOCTU XMMUONYHEBOrO IeYEHUS; pecTaaupoBaHue.
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Background. Evaluation of the therapeutic effect of neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy (nCRT) for rectal
cancer (RC) is of prognostic value and allows to individually plan the type and extent of further surgical
intervention. One of the most promising methods of MRI evaluation is magnetic resonance tumour regression
grade (mrTRG) system. However, the reliability and safety of this method must be confirmed by the results
of clinical trials and practical application.

Objective: to analyze our experience in the prospective use of mrTRG system and evaluate the additional
contribution of diffusion-weighted images (DWI) to its diagnostic efficiency.

Material and methods. The mrTRG values were determined in 125 (including 30 with DWI) patients with
locally advanced RC who received combined treatment with nCRT in Tsyb Medical Radiological Research
Centre from 2015 to 2019. The obtained data were compared with the modified pathologic response based
on Lushnikov’s definition, and the diagnostic parameters of differentiation of patients responding and non-
responding to nCRT were calculated.

Results. When the mrTRG system was used without DWI, the following sensitivity and specificity values as
well as positive and negative predictive values were obtained: 75%, 60%, 70% and 67 %, respectively, with
DWI - 87%, 87%, 87% and 87 %, respectively.

Conclusion. A prospective evaluation of the result of nCRT using the mrTRG system has moderate accuracy
for stratification of patients responding and non-responding to nCRT, which requires the use of additional
criteria for MRI scores to select patients who may receive less aggressive surgical treatment. Despite the
small number of patients with DWI, we obtained higher values of the diagnostic parameters. In this regard,
we consider it appropriate to use DWI when assessing the treatment response.

Keywords: rectal cancer; magnetic resonance imaging; magnetic resonance tumour regression grade;
response assessment; restaging.
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BBepeHune

YacTota BCTpe4YaeMoCTV paka NpsMON KULLKK
(PIMK), pekTocnrmMonaHoro CoOeanMHEHNs 1 aHyca co-
cTaBnsieT 5% OT BCcex 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIX HOBOOOPA30-
BaHWiN, pernctpmpyembix B Poccuiickon denepaumn.

PIMK 3aHMMaeT 6-e MecTo B CTPYKTYpe OHKo3abone-
BAeMOCTM Y MYXYUH 1 8- — y xeHLwumH [1]. ExerogHo
B Poccum okono 15 Teic. yenosek 3aboneratot PI1K.
CtaHpapToM nedyeHuss OONbHbIX MeCTHopac-
npocTpaHeHHbIM PIK B HacTosiLLEee BPEMS ABASETCS
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npeagonepaunoHHas HeoaabioBaHTHAs XUMUOy4e-
Bas Tepanusa (HXJ1T) ¢ nocneaytoLlen TotanbHON Me-
3opekTymakTomuein [2-4]. OueHka ne4yebHOro ad-
dekTa, pocTurHytoro B pesynbrate HXJT, unmeet
NPOrHOCTMYECKOE 3HAYEHME 1 MO3BOSISET UHONBUAY-
aslbHO MnaHMpOoBaTb BUA, U 00bEM OasbHeNLero xum-
PYPrMyeckoro BMeLlaTenbCTea, BMAOTb A0 MOSHOrO
0TKa3a OT HEero B MoJib3y TakTUKM aKTUBHOIO AMHA-
Mmyeckoro HabnoaeHus. Cpeam CyLeCcTBYOLWMX Ba-
puaHToB oueHkn addekTmBHOCTN HXJIT ¢ nOMOLLbIO
MarHUTHO-pPe30HaHCHOM Tomorpadum (MPT) ogHuUm
13 Hanbosiee NepCcneKTMBHbIX, MO AaHHbIM NUTepaTy-
pbl, IBASETCS NOAXOA, OCHOBaAHHbIM HA onNpeneneHnm
cTeneHn perpeccum onyxonu (magnetic resonance
tumour regression grade, mrTRG) [5-7], yunTbiBato-
LLUMIA cooTHOLWEHME GUBPO3a 1 OMyx0NEBON TKaHN Ha
T2-B3BeLLEHHbIX M300paxeHuax (T2-BW) Bbicokoro
paspeLLeHns No aHanormm ¢ naTtoMopdoaormyeckomn
knaccudpukaumen A.M. Mandard et al. [8] u aBnsio-
LNICS HE3ABUCUMbIM MPOrHOCTMYECKMM (HaKTOpOM
06e3peLnanNBHON BbXKMBAEMOCTU W BOBIEYEHUS LIMP-
KYNSIPHOW rpaHnupl pesekuun [5, 9].

B nocnegHee Bpems onybnmkoBaH psia pador,
B KOTOPbIX NPUBOAATCS MHOroobellaiolmne pesyib-
Tatbl AndPy3noHHO-B3BeWweHHON MPT (AB-MPT),
KOTOpble MOBbIWAOT 3PDEKTUBHOCTb CTaHAAPTHOMN
MPT-guarHocTtukm [10-13]. B cBA3M C 9TMM Mbl NPO-
BENW aHann3 COOCTBEHHOro OmnbiTa WUCMOJIb30BaHNUS
cuctembl mrTRG 1 OUEHKM OONOAHUTENBHOIO BKaga
B €e ANarHoCcTnyeckyto apdPpekTMBHOCTb AMdDY3MOH-
HO-B3BeLLEeHHbIX N3006paxeHunii (ABN).

Llenb Hawero nccnegoBaHns — onpenennTs ana-
FHOCTMYECKYIO 3P DEKTUBHOCTL cuctembl mrTRG ans
NPOCMNEKTUBHOM oueHkn pedynbtata HXJIT y 60/bHbIX
pakoM MAPSAMONM KUK U U3Y4UTb OOMNOSAHUTENbHbLIN
Bknaa BW B ee anarHocTnyeckyio aphEKTUBHOCTD.

MaTtepuan n metoabl

B nccnepnosaHue Obinv BKOYEHbI 125 60NbHbBIX
PMK (78 MyX4nH 1 47 XeHWwuH; MegnaHa Bo3pacTta
60 net (o1 33 oo 82 net), KoTOPbLIM B KNNMHMKE MPHL],
nm A.®. Libiba B nepuopg, ¢ 2015 no 2019 . nposoau-
N10Cb KOMOWHMPOBAHHOE NleYeHNe C UCMONb30BaHM-
€M NPOoNoHrMpoBaHHOro kypca HXJ1T. Bce naumeHThbl
COOTBETCTBOBaNIN KPUTEPUSM BKJIIOYEHUS: Hanmyme
pesynstatoB MPT-nccnepgosanunsa oo n nocne HXJT;
HanM4YMe onyxonm NPSIMON KULLKK, NIOKaNIM30BaHHOMN
B Npegenax 15 cm oT aHanbHOro Kpasi ¢ rmcTtonoru-
YecknMm CTPOEHMEM adeHoKapuMHOMbI. B nccnepye-
Mon rpynne uHtepBan HXJIT-onepaumss cocTtasui
6-10 Hen, vHTepan HXJIT-MPT - 4,5-9 Hen, nHtep-
Ban MPT-onepauusa — 3-17 cyT.

MPT npoBogunM Ha MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM
Tomorpade Magnetom Symphony (Siemens, lep-
MaHusl) ¢ nHaykumeii 1,5 Tn 6e3 npenBapuTenbHOM
NOArOTOBKN M KOHTPACTUPOBAHUS NMPOCBETA KULLKU.
MNMpoTtokon Bktodan T2-BW BbICOKOrO paspelleHns

B KOCOaKCMasbHOW MAOCKOCTU, OPUEHTUPOBAHHOMN
nepneHanKynsapHO CTEHKE KMLLKM Ha YPOBHE LEHTPA
Onyx0Jin, 1 NOSTy4EHHbIE C MOMOLLIO MMMYJIbCHOM MNO-
cnepoeartenbHocTn FSE (fast spin echo — 6bicTpoe
CNKH-3x0) ¢ napameTpamun: TR (time of repetition — ne-
pvog, NoBTOPeHNs nocnegoBatensHocTn) — 4020 mc,
TE (time of echo — Bpemsa nosiBneHms axocurHana) —
97 Mc, TonWwMHA cpesa / MEexXCPEe30Bblii MPOMEXY-
Tok — 3,0/0,3 mm, FoV (field of view — pasmep nons
0630pa) — 250 MM, pasamep MaTpuLbl U30OpaxeHUs
286 x 512, paamep nukcensa 0,87 x 0,49 mm. Y 30 na-
UMeHToB, 0b6cneaoBaHHbIX HaymHaa ¢ 2018 ., Obin
nony4yeHbl Takxke ABW ¢ BbiIcOkMM 3HavyeHnem b-dak-
Topa (1000 ¢/MM?) 1 KapTUPOBaAHMEM U3MEPSEMOTO
koadpdpuumeHta anddysnn (MKQ).

Pesynbtatbl  NPOCMEKTMBHOIO  OMNpedeneHus
mrTRG Obinn B3sTbl U3 UCTOPUiA 6one3HN. OLeHKy cTe-
NMEeHN PErpeccumn Onyxonum BbINOHANAN BU3yasbHO MO
COOTHOLLEHNO $drnbpo3a M OCTATOYHOW OMyXOnn Ha
T2-BWU [5, 14]: nepBas cteneHb perpeccum (MrTRG1)
COOTBETCTBOBasIA MOSIHOMY OTCYTCTBMIO BU3yasibHbIX
nNposIBNEHN onyxonn; BTopas cteneHb (MrTRG2) -
nnoTHOMY GUOPO3Y 1 OTCYTCTBUIO MPU3HAKOB OMYX0JIN;
TpeTbst cTeneHb (MrTRG3) — npeobnagaHmio Grbpo-
3a HaZ, OCTATOYHOW OMyXOnblo/MYLIMHOM; YeTBepTas
cteneHb (MrTRG4) — HebonbLIMM obnacTam Gpurubposa
C npeobnagaHMeM OCTaTOYHOM OMyXoNnn UK MyLIMHA;
natas creneHb (MrTRGS) — coxpaHeHWio KapTuHbI Nep-
BMYHOWM onyxonun. ns onpeneneHns cornacoBaHHOCTH
onpegenexHns mrTRG cneumanuctamm peTpoCnekTmB-
HO BTOPbIM PaAN0IOrom Oblnn oueHeHbl 36 60JIbHbIX,
MHdOopMaLus 0 pesysbTatax NePBMHHON OLLEHKN 1 AaH-
HbIX NaTOMOPd03a KOTOPbIX OblNa eMy He U3BECTHA.

C 2018 r. npwn oueHke perpeccun PIK B Hawem
LlenTpe ncnonbaytorcsa ABU, noatomy y 30 naumeHToB
C yOOBNEeTBOPUTESIbHbIM KAa4eCTBOM AaHHbIX M3006pa-
XEHUIN OHM ObINK yu4TEeHbI NpKn onpeaeneHn mrTRG.
Mpwn aTom BbICOKMI curHan Ha [ABW ¢ cooTBeTCTBYIO-
LWUM EMY HM3KMM curHanom Ha kapte VK, paccma-
TpmBanu Kak NPOsIBAEHNE OCTATOYHOM OMYyXOu 1 OLe-
HMBanM aHanormyHo kputepuam MrTRG ana T2-BU
(puc. 1, 2). B Tex cnyyasx, Koraa MMenocb HECOOTBET-
cTBMe Mexay aaHHbimu ABU n T2-BU, ncnonb3osanu
NOAXOA, PEKOMEHAOBAHHbLIN B INTEPATYPE: B CyYasx
COMHUTENbHOrO curHana Ha [BW, obycnoBneHHOro
apTedakTamun Uam CaM3ncTbiM COAEPXKMMbIM NPOCBE-
Ta KMLWKK, NpU MHTepnpeTaumm NnpegnoYytTeHme otga-
Bann T2-BUN n kaptam UKM,; npu HeonpeaeneHHoM
NPOMEXYTOYHOM curHane Ha T2-BW, koTopblit Obi10
TPYAHO OAHO3HAYHO pPAaCLEHUTb Kak MpPOosIBNEHNE
OCTaTO4YHOM ONyXonu unn paamaumoHHoro ernbposa,
npuoputeT nmenn BN [12].

MaTtomopdonorMyeckyto OUEHKY OTBETA OMyXO-
n Ha HXJ1T npoBoamnu nytem onpeneneHus crene-
HK nevebHoro natomopdo3a no E.@. JlywHmnkosy [15]
C Bbl€NEHNEM YeTblpex cTeneHel: | ¢T. (cnabbii naTo-
MOpP®d03) — ANCTPODUYECKNE USMEHEHNSA OTAENbHbIX
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Puc. 1. MpuMep OLEHKM OTBETA OMYXONM C UCMONb30BaHWEM ANDDY3MOHHO-B3BELLIEHHbIX M300paxeHui (ABU):

a - T2-B3BeweHHoe u3obpaxenune (T2-BU);

b - ABU;

¢ - KapTa u3MepseMoro koapduumeHta andbdysumn (MKI).

OueHka no T2-BW cootseTctByeT TRG2 - TOnCTbI GUOPO3. B 30HEe pnbpo3a — HM3Kuit curHan Ha [BU u Ha kapte VK[, yto cBU-
[eTenbcTByeT 06 OTCYTCTBMM orpaHuyeHus audadysuu. Ouexka c yyetom OBU: TRG2

Fig. 1. Example of tumor response evaluation using diffusion-weighted images (DWI):

a - T2-weighted image (T2WI);

b - DWI;

¢ - apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) map.

The T2WI score corresponds to TRG2 - thick fibrosis. In the fibrosis zone: a low signal on DWI and ADC map, which indicates that
there is no diffusion restriction. DWI score: TRG2

' .
™ HIL
_ '4‘1 !
| %
Puc. 2. MpumMep oLeHKKM OTBETA OMyXonu C ucnonb3osaHuem [BU:
a - T2-BU;
b - 1B,
¢ - kapta UK.

OueHka no T2-BU cooteetctByeT TRG2 - ToncTbit ¢pnbpo3. B cTpykType dubpo3a onpenensercs y4actok orpaHuyeHus aubaodysmm
C BbICOKMM curHanom Ha [BU u Hu3kuM curHanom Ha kapte MK[, (ctpenku). OueHka c¢ yyetom [BU: TRG3

Fig. 2. Example of tumor response evaluation using DWI:

a-T2WI;
b - DWI;
¢ - ADC map.

The T2WI score corresponds to TRG2 - thick fibrosis. In the structure of fibrosis: a site of diffusion restriction with a high signal
on DWI, and a low signal on ADC map (arrows). DWI score: TRG3

OnyxoneBbIx KNeTok; |l CT. (yMepeHHbIi natomopdo3) —  natomopdo3) — OOLWMPHbIE MNOAS Hekpo3a, pes-
NosiBIEHNE 04aroB HEKPO3a N ANCTpOodUYECKNE n3- KO BbIPaXEHHbIE OUCTPOPUYECKME USMEHEHUS Ory-
MEHEHMSA onyxoneBblx kNeTok; Il CT. (BblpaXeHHbIN XONEBbIX KNETOK, €OVHWYHbIE OMyXoseBble KIEeTKN,
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COXpaHsiloLLMe XM3HECNOCOOHOCTb; IV CT. (pe3Ko Bbl-
PaXKeHHbIM, NOMHbIM NaTOMOPHO3) — OTCYTCTBME Ony-
XOJIEBbIX 3/1IEMEHTOB.

MaumeHTbl ObiNM pa3aeneHsbl Ha ABe rpynmnbl: OTBe-
TUBLLUX N He 0TBeTMBLUMX Ha HXJIT. Mo gaHHbIM MPT Mbl
cyuTanu OTBETMBLLUMMU BONbHbIX, nMelowmx mrTRG1
1 mrTRG2, HeoTBETUBLLUMMM — NaumeHToB ¢ mMrTRG3-5.
Mo pgaHHbIM NaToOMOP@ONOrMYeckoro NCcneaoBaHns
OTBETUBLLMMU cunTany naumeHToB ¢ Il v IV cT. nato-
Mopdo3a, HeoTBeTUBLLMMU — C I n Il CT.

CratucTtuyeckass obpaboTka AaHHbIX BKJOYana
onpeaeneHne coracoBaHHOCTM OLLEHOK PaAMOIoroB
M pesdynbTaToB ABYX METOAOB UCCNEA0BaHUSA C Npu-
MeHeHneM KoadpduumnenTa k KoaHa [16]. NMokasaTenu
anarHoctmyeckon 3pdEKTUBHOCTU: YYyBCTBUTESb-
HOCTb, CNeundUYHOCTb, MPOrHOCTUYHOCTb MOSO-
XUTENbHOrO M OTPULUATENBHOIO Pel3ynbTaToB onpe-
OEenann ¢ NOMOLLbIO Tabnuu, COMPS)KEHHOCTN 2 X 2,
[ns cpaBHeHUs aAnarHOCTU4eCKon 3pEPOEKTUBHOCTN
cuctembl MrTRG ¢ ncnonb3oaHnem ABW n 6e3 Hux
MCMOMb30BaNN KPUTEPUIA % C NONPABKOI Ha NPaBLo-
nonobue.

Pe3ynbraTthl

CornacoBaHHOCTb OLEHOK cuctembl MrTRG
OBYMsI pagunonoramu no 36 60nbHbIM NpeacTaBneHa
B Tabnuue 1.

Bonee nonosuHbl cnyyaes (58% n 52%) kaxgpim
pagnonorom 6uino oTHeceHo kK MrTRG2, 3HauynTeNb-
HOE KOnM4yecTBO cny4vaeB (27% n 33% COOTBETCT-
BEHHO) — Kk MrTRG3. 3HayeHne k KoaHa cocTtaBmnio
0,83, 4TO COOTBETCTBYET XOPOLLUEMY YPOBHIO corna-
CU1S OLEHOK.

MNpw conoctaBneHnn aaHHbix MPT ¢ pesynbratamm
naTomMopdON0rM4ecKor OLEHKM Mbl 0ObeOMHWIN FPY-
nbl MrTRG4 n mrTRG5, conoctasnsas nx ¢ natomopgdo-
30M | cT. Takum 06pasom, NONyYUIn YeTbipe rpynmbl
COMOCTaBJIEHUNs], NpeacTaBfeHHbIe B Tabnuue 2.

3HayeHune k¥ KoaHa ang aByx MeTogoB COOTBET-
CTBOBANO yOoBAeTBOpPUTENLHOMY cornacuio — 0,21,
OpHako 13 Tabnnubl BUAHO, 4TO No pedynstatam MPT
©onee NoNoBMHbI NAUMEHTOB (54%) OblIM OTHECEHDI
K mrTRG2, npniem 67% M3 HUX MMeNn naToMop-
do3 Il n IV CT., TO eCcTb OTBETUAM HA NleyeHune. BTo-
pyto no BenndnHe rpynny (35%) coctaBunm 60sbHbIE

Tabnuua 1
PesynbTaTbl He3aBMCMMBIX OLLeHOK MrTRG aBymMs paguonoramu
Table 1
Results of independent mrTRG assessments by two radiologists
Panunonor 1 / Radiologist 1 Panunonor 2 / Radiologist 2
mrTRG
mrTRG
1 2 3 4 5 Bcero / Total
1 1 0 0 0 0 1
2 1 18 2 0 0 21
3 0 9 0 0 10
4 0 1 3 0 4
5 0 0 0 0 0
Bcero / Total 2 19 12 3 0 36
Tabnuya 2
ConocraBneHue pesynbratoB mrTRG u creneHu natomopdosa no E.d. JlywHukoBy
Table 2
Comparison of mrTRG results and pathomorphosis degree by Lushnikov method
CreneHb natomopdo3a / Pathomorphosis degree
mrTRG
| 1 1 vV Bcero / Total
4+5 0 2 4 0 6
3 1 23 7 2 33
2 1 16 20 14 51
1 0 0 1 4 5
Bcero / Total 2 41 32 20 95
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Tabnuua 3

ConocraBneHune oLEHOK OTBETa Ha HE0AAbIOBAHTHYIO XMMMONYYEBYIO TEPanuio N0 AAHHbIM
MarHuUTHO-pe3oHaHcHoi Tomorpadum (MPT) u natomopdonoruu

Table 3

Comparison of neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy response assessment according
to magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) and pathomorphology

[NanHble natomopdonoruu / Pathomorphology data

[aHHble MPT / MRI data

OTBetuBlne /
Responding patients

HeotsetuBLume / Bcero / Total

Non-responding patients

OtseTuBwue / Responding patients 39
HeotseTtnBwue / Non-responding patients 13

17 56
26 39

Bcero / Total 52

43 95

Tabnuya 4

AnarHoctuueckas adpdexkrmeHoctb mrTRG B anddepeHuMaLmMm naumeHToB, OTBETUBLLUMX U HE OTBETUBLUMX
Ha He0aAbIOBAHTHYIO XUMUONYUYEBYIO TEpanuio

Table 4

Diagnostic efficiency of mrTRG in differentiating patients responding and non-responding to neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy

[MapameTpbl AMarHOCTUKK /

HwxHas rpaHmua BepxHss rpaHuua

Diagnostic parameters e, el 95% glsl%veevrl {Jound 95% 3|5ﬁ§evrl éound
YyBcTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity 75 65 84
CneunduuHocTb / Specificity 60 49 71
[MpOrHOCTUYHOCTb MONOXMTENBHOTO 70 61 78
pe3ynbTaTa / Positive predictive value
[MpOrHOCTUYHOCTb OTPULLATENBHOIO 67 54 78

pe3ynbTaTa / Negative predictive value

lMpumeyarue. 95% ON - 95% pnosepuTenbHbIM MHTEpBan.
Note. 95% Cl - 95% confidence interval.

¢ mrTRGS3, n3 kotopbix 73% wnmenn natomopdos
[ vl cT., TO ecTb OTCYTCTBYIOLWMIA 1/Unun cnabblii oT-
BET Ha JIe4YeHune.

Pesynbratel MPT-anddepeHumaumm naumeHTos,
OTBETUBLUMX M He oTBeTMBWMX Ha HXJIT, nokasaHbl
B Tabnuue 3.

lMokadaTenu amarHoctTnyeckom apEdeKTMBHOC-
™ MPT Ha ocHoBe mrTRG B anddepeHumaumn na-
LMEHTOB, OTBETUBLLUUX N HE OTBETUBLLUNX Ha HXJIT,
npencTaBeHbl B Tabnmue 4.

[MonyyeHHble 3HA4YeHUs1 COOTBETCTBOBAsIM XOPO-
LIEN YyBCTBUTENBbHOCTU W YAOBAETBOPUTENBHOM NPO-
FHOCTMYHOCTM NONIOXUTENBHOIO pe3ynbrara npu no-
CPEACTBEHHbIX CNEeun@PUYHOCTN, MPOrHOCTUYHOCTH
OTpULATENBHOrO pesysnbTaTta U 00Lein TOYHOCTH, COo-
ctaBmBwen 68% (npu 18% NOXHONONOXUTENBHBLIX
1 14% NOXHOOTPMLATENBHbIX OLEHOK).

JNoxHononoxutenbHble pesyneratbl MPT xapak-
TepusoBanmcb nokasatenamm mrTRG2 n 1 n ll cT. nato-
Mop@do3a. B 60/bLIMHCTBE Cy4aeB OHU HAbNaannchb

npwv NepBUYHbIX ONYXONsSX C HEOONbLLMM 3KCTpamy-
panbHbIM PacnpPOCTPaHEHMEM, OEMOHCTPMPOBABLLNX
Ha nocTtTepaneBTUYeckmx T2-BU wmnpoknin Gnbpos-
HbIl pybeL, (puc. 3).

Ana noxHooTpuuaTenbHbix pedynstatoB MPT
Oblnn xapakTepHbl nokasaten mrTRG3-4, Il n IV cT.
natomopdo3a, TO €CTb MOJSHbIA UAN MOYTU MOSHbIN
OTBET. B 60/1bLUMHCTBE Cily4aeB OHM Oblnv 00ycnoBne-
Hbl ONYX0SIMU C MACCUBHbIM 9KCTpamMypasbHbIM KOM-
NOHEHTOM, cokpaTmwmmcs nocne HXJIT, HoO ¢ yyacT-
KaMn cCpegHen WMHTEHCUBHOCTM CUrHana, KOTOpbIM
npyv natoMopdonorn4eckoMm mccnegoBaHnm cooT-
BETCTBOBA/IN HEKPOTMYECKME 1 BOCNANNTENbHbIE N3-
MeHeHUs (puc. 4).

Pesynbratbl conoctasneHns 3HadeHnin mrTRG
c ydyetom IBW n cteneHn natomopdo3a Oonyxonu
npencTaBieHbl B Tabnmue 5.

Mpn yyvete paHHbiXx [OBW cteneHb cornacus
no rpynnam ocTanacb YOOBNETBOPUTENLHOM, XOTS
KoadpPpuumeHT k¥ Koana ysennunnca go 0,35.
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Puc. 3. MpuMep NOXXHOMNONOXMUTENbHOTO 3akntouyeHus MPT, T2-BM B kocoakcManbHOM MAOCKOCTH:

a - cybUMpKyNapHas onyxoNib HUXKHEeAMMYNSPHOro OTAeNa NPAMON KULLKK A0 NeYeHus;

b - nocne HeOaAbIOBAHTHOW XMMMONYYEBOM TepanuM ONyXoNb YMEHbLUWAACh B pa3Mepax, 3amelleHa ¢rbposom (ayra), 4to pacue-
HeHo Kak mrTRG2.

Mo AaHHbIM NAaTOMOPdONOrNYECKOro UCCIIEA0BaHUS COXPAHSETCS OCTaTouHas onyxonb, Il cT. natomopdosa

Fig. 3. Example of MRI false positive conclusion, T2WI oblique axial plane:

a - lower ampullary rectum sub-circular tumor before treatment;

b - after neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy, the tumor decreased in size and was replaced by fibrosis (arc), which was regarded as mrTRG2.
According to the pathomorphological study, a residual tumor remains, the pathomorphosis degree |

Puc. 4. MpumMep NoxHoOTpuLUATENbHOIO 3aktoueHns MPT, T2-BM B KOCOaKCHanbHOM NAOCKOCTU:

a — UMPKYNSpHas omnyXosb HUKHEeaMNyNsipHOro OTAeNa NpsiMoi KMLWIKM C MaCCUBHBIM 3KCTPaMypasibHbIM pacnpoCTpaHEHUEM [0 NeYeHUs;
b - nocne He0aLbIOBAHTHOM XMMMONYYEBOM TEpPanuUK OMyXo/b YMeHbLUMNACch B pa3Mepax, 3amelleHa ¢tpubpo3oMm, 0HAKO COXPaHs-
I0TCS Y4aCTKM IKCTPAaMypanbHOr0 pacnpoCTPaHeHus (CTPenku) co cpenHei MHTEHCUBHOCTbIO MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOTO CUrHana, uTo
pacueHeHo Kak mrTRG3.

o AaHHBIM NATOMOPdONOrMYECcKOro UccnefoBaHus, natoMopdos |1l CT. ¢ eAUHUYHBIMU XM3HECTOCOBHBIMU OMYX0NEBbIMU KNETKaMu

Fig. 4. Example of MRI false negative conclusion, T2WI oblique axial plane:

a - lower ampullary rectum circular tumor with massive extramural spread before treatment;

b - after neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy, the tumor decreased in size and was replaced by fibrosis, but areas of extramural
distribution (arrows) with an average intensity of the magnetic resonance signal remained, which was regarded as mrTRG3.
According to the pathomorphological study, the Il degree pathomorphosis with single viable tumor cells

PacnpeneneHne nauMeHToB Ha OTBETUBLUNX U HE JononHutensHoe ncnonb3osaHne OBW npu aHa-
oTBeTUBLUMX HA HXJ1T npmBeneHo B Tabnunue 6, a na-  nM3e gaHHbIXx MPT no3BosiMn0 AOCTUYb XOpOoLLen ad-
pameTpbl amarHocTudeckor adpdekTnsHoct MPT  GEKTMBHOCTM OJ1 BCEX ANArHOCTUYECKUX KPUTEPUEB
¢ yqyetom [1BN - B Tabnmue 7. 1 LOCTOBEPHO MOBbLICUTL AMArHOCTUYECKYIO TOYHOCTb
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Tabnuya 5

ConocraBneHune pesynsratoB mrTRG ¢ yuetom anddysmoHHo-B3BeLLEHHbIX U306paxkeHuit ([BA)
u cTeneHun natomopdosa no E.®. JlywHukosy

Table 5
Comparison of mrTRG with diffusion-weighted images (DWI) results and pathomorphosis degree by Lushnikov method

CreneHb natomopdo3a / Pathomorphosis degree

mrTRG (MPT + [1IBM) / mrTRG (MRI + DWI)
| Il I Y Bcero / Total
4+5 4 2 0 0 6
3 2 5 1 1 9
2 0 2 5 7 14
1 0 0 0 1 1
Bcero / Total 6 9 6 9 30
Tabnuya 6

ConocraBneHue oueHoK 3(pPeKTMBHOCTU HEOAAbIOBAHTHON XMMUOTY4EBO Tepanum no aaHHbiM MPT ¢ 1IBU 1 natomopdonorumn

Table 6
Comparison of neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy efficiency assesments according to MRI with DWI and pathomorphology

Matomopdonorus / Pathomorphology

MPT + 1IBM / MRI + DWI

OTBeTuBlUMe / HeotBeTuBLIne / Beero / Total
Responding patients Non-responding patients
OtsetuBLlume / Responding patients 13 2 15
HeotseTuswue / Non-responding patients 2 13 15
Bcero / Total 15 15 30
Tabnuua 7
Dumarnoctuyeckas apdektusHoctb mrTRG (T2-BU + 1BU) B auddepeHumaumm naumeHTos,
OTBETUBLUMX U HE OTBETUBLLMX HA HEOAALIOBAHTHYI0 XMMUOJTYHYEBYIO TEPAMNMUIO
Table 7
Diagnostic efficiency of mrTRG (T2WI + DWI) in the differentiation of patients responding
and non-responding to neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy
MapaMeTpbl AMarHOCTUKM / 3HaueHue, % / H”)KH”:' rpaHuua BEPXHFAFI rpaHuLa
Diagnostic parameters Value, % 95% [/ 95% M/

9 P P 95% Cl lower bound 95% Cl upper bound
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity 87 66 97
CneunduuHoctb / Specificity 87 66 97
[MpOrHOCTUYHOCTb MONOXUTENBHOTO pe3ynbTaTa / 87 66 97
Positive predictive value
[MpOrHOCTMYHOCTb OTPULIATENBHOIO pe3ynbTaTa / 87 66 97

Negative predictive value

€ 68% po 87% (p=0,040). KonnyecTtBo Kak JI0XXHOMO- B KaXX[10M KOHKPETHOM CJly4ae peannsyeTcs no-pas-
NIOXUTENbHbBIX, TaK M JIOKHOOTPULATENBHbIX 3aK/l04e-  HOMY U MOXET BapbMpOBaTb OT MNOSAHOro NnaToMopdo-
HWI cokpaTnnochk Ao 6%. JIOrMYecKoro OTBETa 40 NOSIHOrO ero OTCyTCTBMA. [ANns
npeaonepaunoHHon oueHkn adpdektTnaHocTn HXJTT
pekomeHgyeTca ncnonbdosatb MPT [18, 19], ogHako

Cnoco6HocTb HXJ1T ymeHbLLaTb 0ObEM OMYX0/IM  OCTaeTCs OTKPbITbIM BOMNPOC 06 ONTUMasIbHOM CMOCO-
y NAUMEHTOB C MECTHOPacNpPOCTpaHeHHbiM PIMNK [17] Oe uHTepnpeTaumm ee AaHHbiX. MopdomMeTpuyecknii

OGcyxaeHue
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MeTop, ¢ ucnonb3osaHmem kputepnes RECIST nnoxo
NOAXOOUT 4SS ONYyXOJSIEN NOJbIX OPraHoB, B TOM YMC-
ne PTIK. BontomeTtpuyeckas oueHka, OCHOBaHHag Ha
n3mepeHnn oobema onyxosam no MPT-n3o06paxeHn-
am [20-23], Tpyooemka 1 BpemMssatpaTtHa, 4To orpa-
HMYMBAET €€ NPUMEHEHME Ha NpakTuke. B kavyecTse
anbTepHaTuBbl 3TM metogam U.B. Patel et al. npen-
JIOXWAN KaTEeropuanbHYIO LWKany perpeccmm onyxo-
am (mrTRG) Ha ocHoBe T2-BW no aHanorumn ¢ nato-
Mopdonorndyecknmmn wkanamu [5, 24]. BHegpeHue
ee B KJIMHNYECKYIO NMpakTuKy TpebyeT A0CTOBEPHbIX
nokasaTenbcTB 6€30NacHOCTU U KIIMHUYECKON 3d-
dekTnHocTM MPT-0pMEHTUPOBAHHOIO IeYeHns na-
umeHToB. C aTon uenbto B EBpone npoBOAUTCSA MHO-
rOUEHTPOBOE PaHAOMU3NPOBAHHOE MCCNeaoBaHme
TRIGGER [25], nepBble pe3ynbtaTbl KOTOPOro OXu-
patotca nocne 2020 r.

Mpu KNMMHUYeckoMm mcnonb3oBaHum MPT 601b-
LLIOe 3Ha4YeHne nNpnobpeTaeT COrMacoBaHHOCTb OLe-
HOK pa3HbIX cneumanncToB. B Hawem nccnegosaHmm
cornacoBaHHOCTb B oueHkax mrTRG gsymsa guarHo-
cTamu 6bina xopouwen n coctasuna 0,83. Mo aaHHbIM
MTepatypbl, NokasaTenm cornacoBaHHOCTM OLEHOK
mrTRG Ha ocHoBe Tonbko T2-BW BapbupytoT B LUMPO-
KVX npeaenax, OT N0XMX 40 NOYTU OTANYHbIX [26, 27],
YTO, BEPOSATHO, OTHYACTM CBSA3AHO C Pa3HON cTene-
HblO NOArOTOBIEHHOCTM cneunanmcToB. B Hanbonee
KPYMHOM 1ccneaoBaHum Obls10 NPOBEAEHO CPaBHEHNE
oueHok 35 ny4yeBbix AMArHOCTOB, NPOLUEALNX KOPOT-
Kunin nepuop, obyyeHns cucteme mrTRG, 1 nokasaHo,
4YTO GONBLUMHCTBO M3 HUX CMOMM MPaBWUIbHO Pas-
0ennTb OTBETUBLLUNX U HEe oTBeTmBLIMX Ha HXJIT [9].
MeamnaHa k Koana coctasuna 0,57, 4To aBTOpbI pac-
LLEHNBAIOT KaK KIMHUYECKM MPUEMIEMBIN YPOBEHb CO-
rnacoBaHHOCTM OLEHOK. MIHTEPECHO, YTO B 3TOM UC-
cneposaHnn 90% cneunanMcTtoB CMOMM NPaBUIbHO
onpegenntb He otBeTmBlWKMX HAa HXJIT (mrTRG3-5),
HO TOJIbKO 66% 13 HUX BbISIBUM OTBETUBLLMX, TO ECTb
npocnexveanacb TEHAEHUNSA K HEBEPHOMY UCTONKO-
BaHWiO GnbpPO3a kak octaTodHON onyxonum [9]. Boc-
nanuTenbHble SIBNeHns B GUbpo3HOM pybLe 1 cnun-
3UCTblE BKJIIOYEHNS PACCMaTPUBAIOTCS Kak OCHOBHbIE
NPUYUHBI TUNOANArHOCTUKM NOIHOro NaToMopdOono-
rMyeckoro oTeeTta onyxonm [28].

B Hawem nccnenoBaHum, HanNnpoTmB, Npeobnana-
NN NTOXHOMONOXUTENbHbIE oueHkM (18%), obycnoB-
JIeHHbIE LIMPOKMM GUOPO3HBIM 3aMeLLLEHNEM LIMPKY-
NIAPHBIX MM NOAYLMPKYASPHbIX ONyXonen. Mo gaHHbIM
nvTepatypsbl, Takor nattepH Ha T2-BW nocne HXNT
BCTpeyvaeTcs Hanbosnee yacto [29]. B uenom ncnonb-
30BaHue cuctembl MrTRG B Hallen paboTe xapakTe-
pP130BaNoCh XOPOLLEN YyBCTBUTENBHOCTbIO, YAOBMET-
BOPUTENBHOM MNPOrHOCTUYHOCTLIO MOOXUTENIBHOIO
pesynbrata M NOCPEACTBEHHBIMN CNELNDUYHOCTbIO

M MPOrHOCTUYHOCTBLIO OTPULATENIBHOIrO pedynbraTa
B pa3rpaHnyeHnn naunmeHToB, OTBETUBLLMX N HE OTBE-
TMBLUNX HA HEOAObIOBAHTHOE NIEYEHME.

CnoxHocTb anddepeHumaumm pmnbposa n octa-
TOYHOI OMNyX0NM Kak OCHoBHas npobnema T2-BU
OTMeYeHa MHormmmu uccnegoatensmu. Onyonmko-
BaHHble pe3yfbTaTbl YOeauUTenbHO CBUOETENbCTBY-
IOT, YTO MHTEHCMBHOCTb cUrHana Ha T2-BU aengaetcs
MeHee HagexXHbIM BU3yann3auMoHHbIM MapKepoMm
onyxonu, 4yem OB-MPT. 1B, HecMmoTpsa Ha HEBOS3-
MOXHOCTb BbISIBIEHUS MUKPOCKOMUYECKOrO Ony-
XOJIEBOr0 MopaxeHus, 06nagatoT BbICOKOW crneum-
GUYHOCTBIO, MO3BOMSAIOLLLEN JOCTOBEPHO NCKIOYNTD
NOHbIN NATOMOPdONOrMYECKNA OTBET NPU HANNYUN
curHana B noxe onyxonu [30, 31]. JlornyHbiM BbI-
rMaQMT CTPEMAEHME pPa3NnYHbIX MUCCeaoBaTenen
[ononHaTb cuctembl MPT-0OLEHOK ONYyX0EBOro OT-
BeTa 3a cuyet ABW. Tak, E. lannicelli et al. Bkntounnn
OBW ¢ BbiICOKMM 3HaveHnemM b-dakTtopa B CUCTEMY
mrTRG [10]. AHanornyHbli NOAX04, YYUTbIBAIOLWLMIA
OBW npu ncnonb3oBaHnn mMoanduumpoBaHHON Cu-
ctembl MrTRG, pgoka3an cBolo 3bdEKTUBHOCTb
B NPOrHo3npoBaHuun 3-netHel 6e3peumanBHON Bbl-
xunBaemoctn [13]. Opyroin metond, paspaboTaH-
HbIA HA OCHOBE MAaTTEPHOB MArHUTHO-PE30HAHCHbIX
n300paxeHuin, Takxe BKO4YaeT coyeTaHne T2-BU
n OBW [22]. B Hawem nccnegoBaHnum, HECMOTPS Ha
HebonbLoe Yncno naumeHTos ¢ B-MPT, nonyyeHo
OOCTOBEPHOE MNOBbILWEHNE [MArHOCTUYECKON 3d-
dekTnBHOCTM cmucTeMbl MITRG 3a cYeT BKIIOYEHMS
B Hee [IBWN. [1OoCTUrHYTO NOBbILLIEHME CMELNPUYHO-
CTM N NPOrHOCTMYECKON 3HAYMMOCTUN MOSOXUTENb-
HOrO M OTPULLATENBHOIO PE3YNLTATOB, NPY 3TOM yaa-
JI0OCb COKpPaTUTb YMCAO KakK JIOXXHOMONOXNTENbHbIX,
Tak M IOXKHOOTPULATENbHbBIX 3aknovyeHnin o 6%.
B cBA3M C 3TMM Mbl cyMTaeM 060CHOBAHHbIM BKJIO-
yeHue BW B cuctemy mrTRG Ha ocHoBe T2-BU npu
MPT-oueHke oTBeTa onyxonu Ha HXJ1T.

3aknioyeHue

OueHka apdpekTnBHoCcTH HXJIT ¢ nOMOLLbLIO CU-
cteMbl MITRG AByMS cneumanucTaMmm, paboTaoLLmMm
B 0QHOM MEAMLMHCKOM YYpPEXAEHNM, MOKasana Xxopo-
LUYIO COrNacoBaHHOCTb PE3YbTATOB.

MpocnekTrBHasa guddepeHumaums NnauneHTos,
OTBETUBLLMX U He 0TBeTUBLUMX HA HXJTT, ¢ nomMoLLblO
onpegeneHnsa nokasatenen mrTRG nmeet nocpea-
CTBEHHYIO TOYHOCTb (68%) ¢ 18% NOXHONONOXNTEN-
HbIX 1 14% NOXHOOTPULATENbHBIX PE3YNLTATOB.

OBV no3BonsioT 4OCTOBEPHO MOBbLICUTb TOYHOCTb
MPT-oueHkn oTBeTa onyxonu Ha HXJ1T ¢ ncnonb3osa-
Hrnem cuctembl MrTRG 0o 87% vn CHN3UTb KOMYECTBO
JIOKHOMONOXMUTENBHBIX U JIOXHOOTPULATENbHBIX pe-
3ynbTaToB A0 6%.
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