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Pesiome

AKTyanbHOCTb. B CTpyKType paHHero CKpuHuWHra Mono4Hom xenesbl (MX) 6onbluoe 3HaueHne nmeeT npobne-
MaTuKa ee NAOTHOCTK. Y XeHLWMH ¢ nnoTHocTblo M)XK TunoB Cu D no knaccudumkaumm AMeprKaHCKON Konnermm
pagmonoros (American College of Radiology, ACR) puck pa3suTtus paka noBblllaeTcs B 4-6 pas no cpaBHe-
HUIO C XKEeHLWMHAMK ¢ NNoTHOCTBIO MXK Tuna A. lMpu TakoM Trne NAoTHOCTU 3PHEKTUBHOCTb AMArHOCTUYECKOW
Mammorpadpumm (Ml 3HaunTENbHO CHWXKAETCS. Ha ceroaHsWwHMM AeHb MOXHO pacCMOTPETb TEXHOOTUIO aBTO-
MaTM3MPOBAHHOIO TPEXMEPHOTO YNbTPa3BYKOBOro nccnenoBanus (3D-Y3M) MX B kauecTBe LONONHUTENBHOMO
MeTofa CKPUHMHIA Y keHWMH ¢ Tunamm Cn D ctpoeHns MX no ACR.

Lenb: npoBeCcT CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHANU3 AMArHOCTMYeCcKoM 3 dekTMBHOCTU 2D- 1 3D-Y3U y )eHWmH B BO3-
pacTHo rpynne 40 neT 1 cTapLue ¢ BbICOKOM MAIOTHOCTbIO TKaHen MXK.

Marepuan u metoabl. [TpoBeneHO peTpo-NpocnekTMBHOEe HabnoaaTeNbHOe OfHOLEHTPOBOE UCCEeA0BaHME.
C despana 2019 r. no man 2023 r. uccnepoBanbl 1283 naumeHTkun B Bo3pacte 40 net u cTtapuie, KOTopble
6b1nM pasaeneHbl Ha ABe rpynnbl. B rpynne A xeHwmHbl npoxoannun 2D-Y3W v MI, B rpynne B gononHuTensHo
K 3TMM MeTodaM BbinonHanocb 3D-Y3M. B obenx rpynnax pesynsbtaTbl OLEHMBANM MO CUCTEME OTYETHOCTU
0 pucke pa3BuTua paka MX (Breast Imaging-Reporting and Data System, BI-RADS). Mo ntoram uccnegosaHms
onpeaensnun nonoxutenbHyto (ML) n otpuuatensHyto (OMMLL) nporHOCTUYeCKyH LeHHOCTb, YyBCTBUTENBbHOCTD,
CNeundUYHOCTb U TOYHOCTb METOLOB, @ TaKXKe BblUMCNAAM NAoWaab noL Kpueor (area under curve, AUC)
pabouel xapakTepucTnku npueMHuka (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) npenckasarensHor mogenu
ansa 2D-u 3D-Y3W.

Pesynbtatbl. MeTog MIM npogemoHcTpuposan MM, 0,89, OML, 0,93, uysctButensHocTb 0,53, cneunduyHOCTb
0,99, otbanaHcMpoBaHHyto TouHocTb 0,76. Mokazatenn gns 2D-Y3W coctasmnum: MMM, 0,8, OML, 0,98, uyscTBU-
TenbHocTb 0,9, cneunduuHoctb 0,97, otbanaHcupoBaHHas TouHoctb 0,93, AUC ROC npeackasatenbHoM Moaenm
0,968. Pesynbtathl ons 3D-Y3U cnepytowme: ML, 0,97, OML, 0,97, uysctButensHocTs 0,9, cneundumyHocts 0,99,
otbanaHcnpoBaHHas TouHocTb 0,94, AUC ROC npenckasatensHon mogenwm 0,98.

3aknuveHune. uarHoctnyeckas 3ddekTMBHOCTb aBToMaTnsmpoBaHHoro 3D-Y3M MX y naunentok 40 net
n cTtapwe conoctaenma ¢ 2D-Y3M no nokasartento YyBCTBUTENbHOCTM M yylle MO NoKa3aTensiM TOYHOCTU
n cneunduyHocTu. MNMporHocTnyeckas mogens Metoaa 3D-Y3U Takxke nyywe no cpaBHeHuto ¢ 2D-Y3W.
KnioueBble cioBa: pak MOn04HOM xene3sbl; PMX; ynbTpassykoBoe nccnenosaxue; Y3M; aBTOMaTM3MpoBaHHOE
06beMHOE CKaHMPOBAHME MONOYHbIX xenes; 3D-Y3U; Monoable XeHLLMHbI.
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Abstract

Background. In early breast screening structure, an important factor is breast density. Women with types
C and D breast density according to American College of Radiology (ACR) classification have 4-6-fold
increased risk of cancer compared to women with type A breast density. With this type of density, the
effectiveness of diagnostic mammography (MG) is significantly decreased. Today, automated breast 3D
ultrasound can be considered as an additional screening method in women with breast structure types
Cand D according to ACR.

Objective: to perform a comparative analysis of the diagnostic efficacy of 2D and 3D ultrasound in women
aged 40 years and older with high breast tissue density.

Material and methods. Retro-prospective, observational, single-center study was conducted. From February
2019 to May 2023, 1283 patients aged 40 years and older were examined. The patients were divided
into two groups. In group A, women underwent 2D ultrasound and MG. In group B, additionally to these
methods, 3D ultrasound was performed. In both groups, the results were evaluated according to Breast
Imaging-Reporting and Data System (BI-RADS). Based on the obtained data, the following indicators were
determined: positive (PPV) and negative (NPV) predictive values, sensitivity, specificity and accuracy of all
methods. For 2D and 3D ultrasound, the predictive model areas under curve (AUC) of receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) were calculated.

Results. MG method showed PPV 0.89, NPV 0.93, sensitivity 0.53, specificity 0.99, and balanced accuracy
0.76. Indicators for 2D ultrasound demostrated PPV 0.8, NPV 0.98, sensitivity 0.9, specificity 0.97, balanced
accuracy 0.93, AUCROC 0.968.The results for 3D ultrasound were as follows: PPV 0.97, NPV 0.97, sensitivity
0.9, specificity 0.99, balanced accuracy 0.94, AUC ROC 0.98.

Conslusion. The diagnostic efficiency of breast automated 3D ultrasound in patients aged 40 years and older
is comparable to 2D ultrasound in terms of sensitivity, and it’s better in terms of accuracy, specificity. The
prognostic model of 3D ultrasound is also better compared to 2D ultrasound.

Keywords: breast cancer; ultrasound; breast automated volumetric scanning; 3D ultrasound; young women.
Conflict of interest. The authors declare no conflict of interest.

For citation: Garanina AE, Kholin AV. Complementing mammography screening with automated 3D ultrasound
in women with high-density breasts. Journal of Radiology and Nuclear Medicine. 2024; 105(3): 130-142
(in Russian). https://doi.org/10.20862/0042-4676-2024-105-3-130-142

For corresponding: Anna E. Garanina, E-mail: anna.garanina.90@mail.ru

Received March 22, 2024 Revised July 11, 2024 Accepted July 15, 2024

BeepeHue / Introduction umm AMepukaHcKom konnernm pagunonoros (American
Pak mono4Ho xenesbl (PMX) otHocuTtcsa k cepb-  College of Radiology, ACR) puck pa3sutus paka no-
€3Hol rnmobasnbHOM NpobnemMe 30pPaBOOXPAHEHNS: 3TO  BblllaeTcs B 4—6 pa3 no CpaBHEHWUIO C XEHLWMHaMM
Hambonee 4acTo AMarHOCTMPYEMbIN BUA, paka B MMpe. € nioTHocTbio M)XK Tuna A [2].
KonnyectBo cnydyaeB PMX, 3apernctpmpoBaHHbIX B HacTosLEee BpemMs NoBbILLEHHAs NAOTHOCTb MK
B 2020 r., cocTtaBmao 2,26 maH [1]. B CTpykType paH-  no anarHoctuyeckorn mammorpadum (Ml asnsetcsa
Hero CKpUHMHra Mono4vHom xeneabl (MXX) 60nbLuoe He3aBMCUMbIM GaKTOPOM pUcka, onpeaenstowmnm
3Ha4yeHue nmeeT npobnemaTrka ee NNoTHOCTU. Y XeH-  PMIK n, BoamoxHo, nporHoa [3]. MnotHaa MX BcTpe-
WuH ¢ nnotHocTblo MXX Tnnos C 1 D no knaccnduka-  4aeTcs AOBOJIbHO YacTO: MPUMEPHO Y 2/3 XEHLMWH
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B npemMeHonayse ninotHocTb MX coctasnset 50% mnu
Bbilwe [4]. Y XeHWMH C NA0THOCTbIO NapeHxmmbl MK
6onee 75% 4wyBcTBUTENBHOCTE MIT COCTABNSIET BCErO
48% [4]. Bonee TOro, HEKOTOPbLIE UCCNEAOBAHNSA MOKa-
3au, 4TO KOSIMYECTBO NMPOMNYLLEHHbIX 3/T0KAYECTBEH-
HbIX HOBOOGpa3oBaHuii npu MI™ BbliLLe Npu NNOTHOW
napexxume MX, yem npm MXX ¢ XnpoBoin napeHxmmMorn.
Takxe CylecTBYIOT UCCNe0BaHMs, yka3blBatoLLme Ha
YBENNYEHME HYAaCTOThl IOKHOOTPULATENBHbIX PE3ysbTa-
TOB MI'-CKpuHMHra, koTopas ysenmymnsaetca B 10 pas
npuv nepexone 0T CaMon HN3KOM K CaMOI BbICOKOW Ka-
Teropum nnotHocTn MX [3].

B pononHeHne k gnarHoctmyeckor MIM npoBoanT-
csl AByxmepHoe (2D) ynbTpa3BykOBOE UCCNEAOBaAHME
(Y3WN) MK, kKOTOpOe XOpoLlOo BU3yannsnpyeT xene-
3ucTyto TkaHb. OgHako 2D-Y3W aBnseTcs onepatopo-
3aBMCUMbIM METOA0M, NPOLECC NCCNEA0BaHNS 3aHU-
MaeT MHOI0 BPEMEHW 1 TPYAHO BOCNPOM3BOAMM [5].

Ha cerogHsWwHmMin AeHb MOXHO PaCCMOTPETb TEX-
HOJIOrMI0 aBTOMaTU3NPOBAHHOIO TpexMepHoro (3D)
Y3U MX B ka4yecTBe AOMOMHUTENBHOIO METOAA CKPU-
HUHra y XxeHwmH ¢ Tunamm C n D ctpoeHnsa MX no
ACR [6]. B otnnune ot 2D-Y3W, oH nmeet ctaHgap-
TU3NPOBAHHbIN NPOTOKON cbopa AaHHbIX, KOTOPbIN
MOXET BbIMOHATLCSH MEANLMHCKMM NEPCOHANOM CO
cpenHnM 06pa3oBaHMeM NOCce KOPOTKOro 0by4eHus,
6e3 HeobX0AMMOCTM y4acTums B 06CenoBaHnM Bbl-
COKOoKBanMduumpoBaHHbIx crneunanmctos. 3D-Y3U
no3BosiseT nony4datb 60JbLUME TPEXMEPHbIE OOBEMBI
OAHHbIX, KOTOPbIE MOTYT ObITb OLlEHEHbI B HECKOJ1b-
KMX MJIOCKOCTSAX: KOPOHAPHOM, MONEPEYHON N CarnT-
TanbHoW. O4yaroBble M3BMEHEHNS MOXHO YBUOETb HA
HEeCKOJIbkMX cpesax, 4To obneryaet Bocnpustue [7].
Mccneposanue TexHonorum 3D-Y3U asngaetcs nep-
CNEKTUBHbLIM HaMpPaBEHNEM YNYYLLEHNS anrOPUTMOB
1 N0AX0A0B Npu CKPpUHUHIe PMDK.

Llenb — npoBECTU CPaBHUTENbHbLIM aHanM3 ama-
rHocTmnyeckom apdekTusHocTn 2D-Y3U n 3D-Y3U
Y XEHLLMH B BO3pacTHon rpynne 40 neT u ctapLue ¢ Bbl-
COKOW NNIOTHOCTbIO TKaHen MK,

Martepuan n metoasl / Material and methods

C despana 2019 . no man 2023 r. npoBeAeHO pe-
TPO-NpoCneKkTuBHOe HabnagaTenbHOe nccneaoBa-
HWe, B KOTOPOM N3y4anncCb AUarHOCTUYECKME aCneKTbl
paHHen gnarHoctmkn PMXK cpeam XeHLUMH B BO3pacTe
40 net n cTapwe. PaccmaTpuBanncb aMarHoCTMYeckme
meTtoapl MI, 2D-Y3W n 3D-Y3W. MNMpoTtokon nccnepoa-
HUs oT 12 okTa6ps 2022 r. N2 9 6611 0406pEeH Ha 3ace-
OaH1M NoKanbHOro atnyeckoro kommteta PreQy BO
«CeBepo-3anagHblii roCyAapCTBEHHbIN MEeANLIMHCKNIA
yHuBepcuTeT um. M.1N. MeyHnkosa» MmnHagpasa Poccuum.

MocnepnoBaresnbHOCTb NPOBEAEHUS
ANarHoCTUKu

Bpau-uccnepnoBatenb 00bACHAN NALWMEHTKaM
Lenn u CTPYKTYPY UCCNenoBaHus, NOCe Yero npoBo-

132

ONN0oCb NOANMCaHNe Cornacus Ha yd4actme B uccneno-
BaHMN. BCce XeHLWNHbI nepes 0OCMOTPOM MPOXOANIN
aunarHocTtuyeckyto MI. lanee naumeHTkn pacnpenens-
JINCb B rpynnbl B NPOM3BOALHOM Nopsake. B rpynne A
XeHwmHbl npoxoannu 2D-Y3U n MI, B rpynne B po-
NOSIHUTENBHO K 3TMM METOAAM BbiNoAHAN0CL 3D-Y3N.
B 06eunx rpynnax pe3ynbTaTtbl OLEHMBAIMCh N0 CUCTE-
Me OTYETHOCTM O pUCKe padeuTma paka MX (Breast
Imaging-Reporting and Data System, BI-RADS). Cxema
NpOBEeOEHNS OANArHOCTMKN NPeACTaBAEHa Ha PUCYHKe 1.
[MaumeHTKam, KOTopbIM Mo pesynstatam 2D-Y3U
Obinu BbicTaBneHbl kateropum BI-RADS 1-2, pekomeH-
[0BaHO fanbHelwee HabnoaeHue. Mpu kateropun
BI-RADS 3 pekomeHaoBaHO HabntogeHne B TeYeHne
3-6 Mec 1M MarHMTHO-pe3oHaHcHas Tomorpadusa
(MPT) ¢ koHTpacTHbIM ycuneHuem (KY). Mpu katero-
pusix BI-RADS 4-5 npoBoaunacb TpenaHoéuoncus nog,
Y3WU- nnn ctepeotakCuyeckmm HaBegeEHNEM U/Unn
NYHKUMOHHAs GMONCKUs B Cllydae HasIMuns XUAKOCTHOrO
KOMMOHeHTa B 06pa3oBaHun (CM. puc. 1). MNMonyyeHHble
006pa3sLbl ONpassav Ha TMCTONOMMYECKOe N UMMYHO-
rMCTOXMMMYECKOE nccnenosaHme. Bece gaHHble pern-
CTPUPOBaNMCb ANs fasibHENLLEro aHanmsa.

OnucaHve BbIOOPKN U rpynn

Bcero B uccnegosanme sownn 1283 naumeHTkm
40 net n cTapLue (megmaHa Bo3pacTta — 49 net [Q1-Q3:
45-56], MnHUManbHbI Bo3pacT — 40 neT, Makcumarb-
HbI — 79 neT. MeguaHa pocTta coctaBuna 166 cm [Q1-
Q3: 164-168], meamaHa macchbl Tena — 65 kr [Q1-Q3:
60-73]. B rpynny A Bknto4eHbl 628 XEHLLUWH, B rpynny
B - 655. OcHOBHble noka3aTenn No rpynnam npmee-
neHbl B Tabnmue 1.

Ipynnbl 6biNM pacnpeneneHbl paBHOMEPHO Mo Mo-
KazaTensm «penpoaykTnBHbIn ctatyc» (p=0,09), «<npu-
€M ropmMoHanbHbix npenapatos» (p=0,08), «<cumnTom
BTSArmBaHus cocka» (p=0,48), «CMMNTOM BblAENEHNS
n3 cocka» (p=0,12) n «tnn cTpykTypbl ACR» (p=0,71).

OnucaHne ANMarHOCTU4eCKNxX MeToL40B

3D-Y3U. Ona 3D-Y3W ncnonb3oBanm Tpexmep-
HYI0O aBTOMAaTU3MPOBAHHYIO YIbTPA3BYKOBYIO CUCTEMY
Invenia (GE Healthcare, CLLIA) 2018 r. Bbinycka. OcHOB-
HOE Ha3Ha4YeHne KOMMbIOTEPHOM CUCTEMbI — OLLEHKA
nnotHon MXK. Busyanuzauunio MXX npoBoamnm B Tpex
npoekunsix (bokoBo, NnepegHe-3agHen n Mmegmanb-
HOW) C aBTOMaTMYECKMM JATYNKOM C IMHENHON MaTpK-
uen ot 6 0o 14 Ml'u, NpUKPENIEHHbLIM K XXECTKOM KOM-
NpPeccuoHHom nnactmHe (nnowaab 15,4x17,0x5,0 cm).
OugeHky nzobpaxeHuin 3D-Y3W BbINoNHAN OAMH Bpay
YNIbTPa3BYKOBOW AMArHOCTUKN CO CTaxeM paboThl 60-
nee 7 net. dukcuporanock obLiee Bpems, Heobxoam-
MOE€ AJ15 NOArOTOBKM NALMEHTKN U NOSTYYEHUS AAHHBbIX.

M. TTaunMeHTKM NPOoLWNn ABYXMNPOEKLUNOHHYIO
umdpposyo MIM 0benx MX B meanonatepanbHoOii KO-
COW 1 KpaHmnokayganbHOM Npoekumsx. Micnonb3osanu
obopyposaHue Planmed Clarity 3D ¢ dyHkumelt Tomo-
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?

[ KoHcynbTaums ruHekonora unu oHkonora /
G t

onsultation with gynecologist or oncologis

1. NpenpunarHocTuyeckuit atan /
Pre-diagnostic stage

( C6op xanob / Collecting complaints )

|

(C60p aHamHe3a / Collecting anamnesis)

l

[ Bu3yanbHblit ocMOTp 1 nanbnauus / j

Visual inspection and palpation

lpoBeneHne AMarHocTuyeckoi
Mammorpaduu / Performing diagnostic
mammography

2. Cornacue Ha uccnepoBaHue /
Consent to the study

MaumeHTKa noAnucbIBaEeT cornacue
Ha nccnepoBanue / The patient signs
a consent form for the study

Puc. 1. Cxema npoBeaeHUs AMarHOCTUKK
B UCCIEA0BAHUM.

Y3W - ynbTpa3sBykoBOe WCCNeAOBaHUE;
MPT ¢ KY - MarHMTHO-pe3oHaHCHas To-
Morpadusi ¢ KOHTPACTHbIM YCUNEHUEM;
BI-RADS (Breast Imaging-Reporting
and Data System) - craHzaptTMsupo-
BaHHAs CUCTEMA OLEHKM pe3y/bTaToB
LMArHOCTUYECKMX  UCCNefoBaHWin Mo
CTeMEeHn pUCKa HannMums 3710Ka4ecTBeH-
HbIX 00pa30BaHUI MOMOYHOM Xenesbl

Fig. 1. Study diagnostic scheme.

CE MRI - contrast enhanced magnetic
resonance imaging; BI-RADS - Breast
Imaging-Reporting and Data System
(standardized scale for assessing the
results of diagnostic examinations in
terms of the risk of malignant breast
tumors)

3. KnuHunueckoe uccnepgosanme / Clinical study

rpy“““”‘l/GﬂLA<Pacnpe,ueneHwe B rpynnbl / Group assignment )2¥na B/ Group B

( Mposenenne 2D-Y3U / 2D ultrasound )

( MNposenenune 2D-Y3U / 2D ultrasound )

( MNposenexune 3D-Y3U / 3D ultrasound )

Y

Da/Yes BI-RADS 1-2 no pesynbtaty Y31 / Her / No
BI-RADS 1-2 according to ultrasound

(ﬂ.aaneﬁu.lee HabnoneHue / Follow-up)

Da /Yes ( BI-RADS 3 no pe3synbraty Y31/

BI-RADS 3 according to ultrasound

] Het/No

Follow-up for 3-6 months or CE MRI

O Habniogenve 3-6 mec uan MPT c KY / BI-RADS 4-5 o pesynbraty Y3¥1 /
BI-RADS 4-5 according to ultrasound

)
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Tabnuya 1
OCHOBHbIE XapaKTEPUCTMKM NaLMEHTOK, BKJIOUEHHBIX B UCC/IEA0BaHUE
Table 1
Main characteristics of patients included in the study
fpynna A/ Group A lpynna B / Group B
Mapametp / Parameter
n (%) | 01-03 n (%) | 01-03
Xanobwl / Complaints
HeT %anob / No complaints 555/628 (88,376) 0,86-0,91 485/655 (74,046) 0,7-0,77
bonb / Pain 31/628 (4,936) 0,03-0,07 22/655 (3,359) 0,02-0,05
Bbinenenus u3 cocka / Nipple discharge 6/628 (0,955) 0-0,02 0/655 (0) 0-0,01
YnnotHenue / Thickening 36/628 (5,732) 0,04-0,08 148/655 (22,595) 0,19-0,26
PenpodykmugHsili cmamyc / Reproductive status
PenpoayktuBHbii Bo3pacT / Reproductive age 135/628 (21,497) 0,18-0,25 152/655 (23,206) 0,2-0,27
MpemeHonaysa / Premenopause 201/628 (32,006) 0,28-0,36 234/655 (35,725) 0,32-0,4
MeHonay3a go 5 net/ Menopause <5 years 138/628 (21,975) 0,19-0,25 99/655 (15,115) 0,13-0,18
2";;’::?33 Gonee 5 nier / Menopause 150/628 (23,885) 0,21-0,27 170/655 (25,954) 0,23-0,3
222%1?;:‘” Mewonay3a / Operative 4/628 (0,637) 0-0,02 0/655 (0) 0-0,01
Onepayuu Ha Mono4Holi #enese / Breast surgery
Na/ Yes 11/628 (1,752) 0,01-0,03 0/655 (0) 0-0,01
Het / No 617/628 (98,248) 0,97-0,99 655/655 (100) 0,99-1
lpuem 2opmoHansHbix npenapamos / Hormonal medications
Na/ Yes 142/628 (22,611) 0,19-0,26 123/655 (18,779) 0,16-0,22
Het / No 486/628 (77,389) 0,74-0,81 532/655 (81,221) 0,78-0,84
HacnedcmeeHHas npedpacnonoxeHHocms / Hereditary predisposition
Na/ Yes 249/628 (39,65) 0,36-0,44 218/655 (33,282) 0,3-0,37
Het/ No 379/628 (60,35) 0,56-0,64 437/655 (66,718) 0,63-0,7
Mymauus BRCA / BRCA mutation
BRCA1 /BRCA1 0/8 (0) 0-0,4 0/34 (0) 0-0,13
BRCA2 / BRCA2 0/8 (0) 0-0,4 4/34 (11,765) 0,04-0,28
g:é‘:‘;g‘;?t‘i’\’/"e”e”b”b'” pesynerar / 0/8 (0) 0-0,4 4/34 (11,765) 0,04-0,28
MyTauuit He BbisiBneHo / No mutations 100% (8/8) 0,6-1 15/34 (44,118) 0,28-0,62
ggfi?fusaal:‘z”;‘z'Lenshjéya”m”pyem Ha M/ 0% (0/8) 0-04 11/34 (32,353) 0,18-0,51
Cumnmom emseusaHus cocka / Symptom of nipple retraction
Na/ Yes 28/628 (4,459) 0,03-0,06 23/655 (3,511) 0,02-0,05
Het/ No 600/628 (95,541) 0,94-0,97 632/655 (96,489) 0,95-0,98
Cumnmom geideneHus u3 cocka / Symptom of nipple discharge
Het / No 625/628 (99,522) 0,98-1 644/655 (98,321) 0,97-0,99
Csetnble / Clear 0/628 (0) 0-0,01 8/655 (1,221) 0,01-0,02
KpossHuctbie / Bloody 3/628 (0,478) 0-0,02 3/655 (0,458) 0-0,01
Tun cmpykmypel ACR / ACR structure type
Tun C/ Type C 549/628 (87,42) 0,85-0,9 580/655 (88,55) 0,86-0,91
Tun D / Type D 79/628 (12,58) 0,1-0,15 75/655 (11,45) 0,09-0,14

pumeyarue. BRCA (breast cancer gene) - reH paka Mono4Hoii xenesbl; M- mammorpadws; ACR (American College of Radiology) - knaccudukaums

AMepMKaHCKOﬁ Konnernn pagmonoros.

Note. BRCA - breast cancer gene; MG - mammography; ACR - American College of Radiology classification.
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cuHTesa (Planmed, ®uHnanaous). OueHky naobpaxe-
HWIA BbINOJTHAN OOWH PEHTIEHONOr CO CTaXeM PaboThl
6onee 10 net.

2D-Y3U. Onsa nposeaeruns 2D-Y3UN npumeHsanm
ycTponcTea Logiq S8 (GE Medical Systems, CLLA),
Toshiba Aplio 300 (Canon, AnoHunsa) — ynbTpas3ByKo-
Bble CMCTEMbI 9KCMEPTHOrO Kacca.

CraTuncrnyeckuii aHaan3s

Cratuctuyeckyto 06paboTKy AaHHbIX NPOBOANIN
C nomMolLblo Nnporpammel Statistics 12 (StatSoft Inc.,
CLUA). ina onpeneneHuns ynucna HabntoaeHuin npu Kax-
OOM Tune BO3AENCTBMS B KaXKAOW rpynne BbINOAHAAN
pacyeT MOLLHOCTM NPONOPLMIA NP YPOBHE 3HAYMMO-
c1 95% 1 mowHocTn 0,8. [laHHble, HeOOX0AMMbIE OJ1S
pacyeTa BenmimHbl apdekTa, Obln B3SThbl U3 UCCNENO0-
BaHuma Y. Xin et al. (2021 r.) [8].

[na onncaHnsa KONMYECTBEHHbIX NOKa3aTenen
OCYLLLECTBASANM OLLEHKY HA HOPMalbHOCTb pacnpe-
OEeneHus, B Ka4eCTBE METOAA UCMONb30BaN KpUTE-
pui LLanupo-Yunnka. na onpenenennsa ctatuctm-
YECKN 3HAYNMOW Pa3HULLbI HEMPEPDLIBHbBIX BESIMYMH
NPUMeEHANn Kkputepuin MaHHa—YTHM ansa He3aBu-
CUMbIX HenapameTpUYeCcKnx BbIBOPOK NpM HEHOP-
MasnbHOM pacnpegenennu n t-kputepun CTiogeH-
Ta o1 HE3aBUCUMbIX NapaMeTpPUYeCKnX BbiIOOPOK
npw HopManbHOM pacnpegeneHum. CtTaTtmcTnyecku
3HAYNMYIO Pa3HULY HE3ABUCUMbIX KQ4ECTBEHHbIX
BENNYUNH OMNpeaensany ¢ nomoLLbio X2 MupcoHa nnm
To4yHoro kputepusa @uwepa. Ansa pacyera 4yBCTBU-
TENbHOCTU, CNEeUNnPUIYHOCTN N TOYHOCTU UCNOSb-
3oBann GyHkumio confusionMatrix s 6ubnuoTekmn
Caret (Bepcusa 3.45, a3bik nporpammMmupoBaHus R
(cpena paspaboTkm RStudio)).

MocTpoeHue npenckasatesnbHOM MOAENN Bbl-
MOJSIHANIN HA OCHOBaHUW AAHHbIX IOTMCTUYECKON pe-
rpeccun ¢ noMoLLpelo dyHkumi glm, predict n3 nake-
Ta Stats (Bepcusa 3.6.2, a3blk nporpaMmmmpoBaHuns R).
[nga oueHkn Noay4eHHOM NpeackasaTenibHOn Moae-
JIM 1 NOCTPOEHUS KPUBOW paboyeit xapakTepucTUKn
npuemHuka (receiver operating characteristic, ROC)
C pacyeToM naowaanm nog Kpueo (area under curve,
AUC) npumeHsanun naket pROC (Bepcua 1.18.4)
C dyHKUMeN roc.

Pe3ynbraTtbl / Results

lucronornyeckoe n UMMYHOIrMCToXuMmm4eckoe
uccecsiegoBaHus

Mo gaHHBbIM FMCTONOMMYECKOro NCCNeaoBaHmns
Obln NOCTaBJfIEH AMArHo3 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOro obpa-
30BaHua B rpynne A B 31 cnyyae (4,93%), B rpynne B
B 142 cnyyasax (21,68%). OcHOBHble pedynbTaThbl M-
CTONIOMMYECKOr0 1 UMMYHOIMCTOXUMWNYECKOrO UCChe-
[OBaHNI, a Takke ONpeneneHns CTeNeHmn 3nokave-
CTBEHHOCTM N0 pe3ybTraTam NpoBeaeHHOoN buoncum
npencTaBieHbl B Tabnmue 2.
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2D-y3un

Mo pesynsratam BbiNoAHeHUs 2D-Y3W 6bin no-
CTaB/EH AMarHo3 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOr0 06pa3oBaHNs
B rpynne A B 48 cnyyasax (7,64%), B rpynne B B 146
cnyyvasx (22,29%). PacnpegeneHue no kateropmsm
BI-RADS npeacTtaBneHo Ha pUCYHKe 2.

OnpepgeneHne 4yBCTBUTEJIbHOCTH,
cneyn@nyHOCTN U TOYHOCTU METO40B

MoapoObHble AaHHble CPaBHEHMS MO MeToAaM
npuBeneHsbl B Tabnuue 3. N KOPPEKTHOCTM cpaB-
HEHWNS NMpeacTaBNeHbl Pe3ynbTaTbl TObKO U3 Fpyn-
nbl B. MI" BbiIiBMNa MEHbLLE 3N10Ka4eCTBEHHbIX 00-
paszoBaHuii No cpaBHeHuto ¢ 3D-Y3UMN n 2D-Y3U,
onpepesieHa CtTaTUCTUYECKM 3HaA4YMMas pasHuua
(p<0,01). Mpwn cpaBHeHMN Mexay meTogamu 3D-Y3U
n 2D-Y3WM no nokasartento «paamep» He obHapyxe-
HO CTaTUCTUYECKM OOCTOBEPHOW padHuubl (p=0,92),
B TO BpeMs kak MI™ Mo cnocoBHOCTM HaxoXaeHns
0b6pa3oBaHMin MeHbLLEro pasaMmepa okasanacb 3Ha-
ynmo xyxe (p<0,01).

O6Lwme pesynbTaThl CPaBHEHWS METOO0B B rpyn-
nax A n B oTpaxeHbl B Tabnunue 4.

lMporHocTnyeckas oyeHka MeTo40B

Ha oCHOBaHWM MNOAYYEHHbIX OAHHbIX MOCTPOEHbI
npenckasarenbHble mogenu ansa 2D- n 3D-Y3W. Pac-
cumTaHbl 3HadeHns AUC ROC, 4To NO3BONUIO OLEHUTb
npeackasaTesibHylo CnoCOOHOCTb METOA0B B NEPCMNEK-
TuBe (puc. 3, Tabn. 5).

Knununyeckwnii cny4ai

Mauwentka ., 62 roga. YnnotHeHue B neson MX.
AHaMHeS3 He OTaroweH. B BepxHeHapy>KHOM KBagpaHTe
(BHK) nesoit MXX nanbnupyeTtcst 30Ha ynioTHeHUs 6e3
YETKUX KOHTYPOB, MO CTPYKTYPE CXOXErO C XXENE3NCTOMN
TKaHblO, pasmepammn 2,5x2,0 cm. PeaynbTtatbl peHTre-
HOBCKOV MaMmorpagum npeacTtaBneHbl HA PUCYHKE 4.

OTMeYeHbl PEHTIEHOIOMMYECKME MPU3HaKK and-
dys3Horo pubpoageHomartosa MX, B nesoi MX — 06-
pa3oBaHUs (KUCTbI? noKanM3oBaHHbIN aaeHod?). Tun C
no ACR. MD BI-RADS 2, MS BI-RADS 3.

[MpoBeneHo aBToMaTndmposaHHoe 3D-Y3U MX
(puc. 5). MNpun ckaHMpPOBaHMM B TPEX MPOEKLMAX B HA-
PY>XHbIX KBaJpaHTax BbISIBIEHO TPW 04aroBbix 06pa3o-
BaHMsa ¢ cumnTomMom peTpakumm. MD BI-RADS 2, MS
BI-RADS 4c.

Oxorpammbl nesot MK nprBeaeHbl Ha PUCYHKe 6.

Takum 0b6pa3om, obHapyxeHbl Y3W-npunaHaku 06-
pasoaHuii B BHK neson MXX. Y3UN-oueHka BI-RADS:
cnpaea 2, cnesa 4b. [ing onpeneneHuns pacnpocTtpa-
HEHHOCTMK Npouecca pekomeHgosaHa MPT MX ¢ KY
(pwuc. 7), koTopas nokasana MynbTMoYaroBoe nopaxe-
Hune B BHK nesonn MK (MD BI-RADS 2, MS BI-RADS 5).

Mo pesynbTatam rmcToN0rM4eckoro nccnenosa-
HWS BbISIBIEH MHBA3MBHbIN A0/1bKOBLIV pak MX (G2).
HasHayeHO onepaTnBHOE IEYEHME.
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Tabnuya 2

OcHOBHbIe pe3ynbTratbl rMCTONIOrMYE€CKOro, UMMYHOIrMCTOXUMUYECKOro uccnepoBaHui U onpeaeneHnsa CteneHu 3/10Ka4eCTBeHHOCTU
Onyxosu no AaHHbIM 6uoncumn

Table 2

Main results of histological and immunohistochemical studies and determining the malignancy degree based on biopsy data

. fpynna A/ Group A [pynna B / Group B
Moka3atens / Metric
n (%) | 95% [ /95% Cl n (%) | 95% M /95% Cl
lucmonoeuyeckoe uccnedosarue / Histological examination
MHBa3MBHbIV LONbKOBbIN pak / Invasive 0/31 (0) 0-0,14 8/142 (5,634) 0,03-0,11
lobular cancer
MIHBa3VIBHbI paK HecreuyansHoro na / 28/31 (90,323) 0,73-0,97 109/142 (76,761) 0,69-0,83
Invasive cancer of non-special type
EPS‘;;SKOB*"” pak in situ / Ductal carcinoma 3/31 (9,677) 0,03-0,27 25/142 (17,606) 0,12-0,25
MmmyHo2ucmoxumuyeckoe uccaedogarue / Immunohistochemical examination
Heratue / Negative 3/31(9,677) 0,03-0,27 10/142 (7,042) 0,04-0,13
Her2/neu 0/31 (0) 0-0,14 7/142 (4,93) 0,02-0,1
P3 + PN + Her2/neu // ER + PR + Her2/neu 6/31 (19,355) 0,08-0,38 21/142 (14,789) 0,1-0,22
P> + Pl + Her2/neu Heratus // _ _
ER + PR + Her2/neu negative 22/31 (70,968) 0,52-0,85 104/142 (73,239) 0,65-0,8
CmeneHsb 310kayecmeenHocmu / Grade of malignancy
| (Hm3kas, 3-5 6anos) / | (low, 3-5 points) 4/31 (12,903) 0,04-0,31 15/142 (10,563) 0,06-0,17
Il (ymepeHHas, 6-7 6annos) / B _
Il (moderate, 6-7 points) 20/31 (64,516) 0,45-0,8 99/142 (69,718) 0,61-0,77
Il (BbICOKaSs, 8-9 6annos) / _ _
lll (high, 8-9 points) 7/31 (22,581) 0,1-0,42 28/142 (19,718) 0,14-0,27

lMpumeyanue. QN - noBepuTenbHbiit nHTEepBan; Her2/neu (human epidermal growth factor receptor 2) - peuentop anuaepManbHoro ¢akropa pocta

yenoseka 2; P3 - peuenTop K 3cTporeHy; Pl - peuentop K nporectepoxy.

Note. Cl - confidence interval; Her2/neu - human epidermal growth factor receptor 2; ER - estrogen receptor; PR - progesterone receptor.

O6cyxaeHue / Discussion

MnoTtHas TkaHb MK 03HavyaeT 6onbLLOEe Konnye-
CTBO pPaanonornieckn onpeaensemMont Gubpo3Ho-xe-
ne3ncTon TkaHn [9]. 9To ¢BA3aHO CO 3HAYUTENbHbLIM
CHUXEHWEM YYBCTBUTENBHOCTU MI™ 1 BbICOKMM YPOB-
HEM onpeneneHns nHTepsanbHoro paka [10, 11].

AHanuns pasnnyHbIX UCCneaoBaHuii nokasan 6o-
Jlee BbICOKME WM PaBHbIE Pe3ybTaTbl 0OHAPYXKEHUS
nopaxeHuin MXX ¢ nomouupto 3D-Y3W no cpaBHEHMIO
c 2D-Y3W. MNMokasaTenn BbIIBAEHNSA C NPUMEHEHMU-
em 3D-Y3U Bapbupytotcsa ot 84,8% no 100%, tor-
[a Kak COOTBETCTByOLWME 3HaYeHnsa ana 2D-Y3U —
o1 60,6% g0 100% [12, 13]. B nutepartype takxe
BCTpeYaeTcs A0CTaToOYHOe KOInM4ecTBO paboT, no-
CBSILLEHHbIX AnddepeHumaymm 310Ka4eCTBEHHbIX
1 nobpokayecTBeHHbIX 06pasoBaHuin MXX ¢ nomo-
wbto 3D-Y3U [14, 15].

Bnaropaps xopowuern sBudyanndaumm MK 3D-Y3U
BNSETCHA HOBbIM METO40M ONeEpPaTUBHOIO NMaaHMpPo-
BaHMA [16] — pasmep nopaxeHus, onpeaeneHHbIn
C ero noMoLbo, XOPOLLO KOPPENNPYET C pesynbTa-
Tamu MPT [17] n ructonatonorm4eckMmMmm n3mMeHe-

136

HusMuK [18]. KopoHapHas NiocKocTb MMeeT ocoboe
3Ha4YeHne s XMPYpPrmyeckoro nnaHMpPoBaHUs mn3a-
3a fy4ywen Bndyanmsaumm CerMeHTapHoOro gocrtyna
1N CXOXEN OpPUEHTaLMU NMPU MO3MLUMOHMPOBAHMN Na-
LumMeHTKn Bo Bpems onepauum [19]. 3D-Y3U nossons-
€T BM3Yyann3npoBaTb CATENUTHbLIE O4arn pasmepom
MeHee 1 CM, 4TO O4Y€EHb LIEHHO B OLEHKE MHOro04aro-
BOro paka. Metog, MOXeT NPMMEHSTLCS NMPU OLEHKE
pesynstatoB MPT B kayecTBe yTouHsowero [20, 21].
Tak, 3D-Y3W npes3owno 2D-Y3W npm BTOPUYHOM UC-
cnepoBaHnu nocne nposeaeHns MPT MK, BbisiBuB
[ONONIHUTENbHbIE o4aru [22].

B paboTax 0TeHeCTBEHHbIX CCNiedoBaTeNen nay-
4yanncb BO3MOXHOCTM aBTOMATMYECKOro 06 bEMHOIo
CKaHMpOBaHUA B onpeneneHnm tmna ctpoerHmns MK
cpeav XEHLWMH pasHbiXx BO3PACTHbIX rpynn, MMeto-
LWMX pasnnyHyto natonoruto. NoayvyeHHble gaHHbIe
CBMOETENLCTBOBAN O 3HAYNTENBHOM YBENYEHUN
cneyndnyHOCTM JaHHOro metoaa (4o 96%) y naum-
eHTok ¢ Tunamu C n D ctpoenuna MK no ACR, 4To mo-
XeT MMeTb 60JIbLLIOE 3HAYEHWE NPU CKPUHUHIE XEeH-
LVH AaHHoM kaTteropum [23].
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Puc. 2. Pacnpenenenune nocraBneHHbix kateropuii BI-RADS nocne sbinonHenuns 2D-Y3U (a) u konmM4ecTBo NaumMeHTOK, KOTOPbIM Bbina

BbinosHeHa 6uoncus (b)

Fig. 2. Distribution of BI-RADS categories after 2D ultrasound (a) and number of patients who underwent biopsy (b)

BaxHbIM acnekTom naydeHuns texHonorum 3D-Y3U
ABNSIETCSA BPEMS, HE0OX0ANMMOE A5 BbINOSHEHWS
1 n3yyeHuns n3obpaxeHuin. B pasnuyHbix nccneno-
BaHMAX OHO kKonebnetcs oT 12 0o 25 muH [24]. 310
00ycnoBnMBaeT akTyasbHOCTb U3Y4EeHNS KPUBOWN 00Y-
YEeHUS CNeUVannCcToB, a yXXe B 4aHHOM KOHTEKCTE
TpebyeTcs yTouyHeHne nHpopmaumm ob adpdekTmnB-
HOCTW METOAA B CTPYKTYpe CKpuHuHra. A. Arslan et al.
[25] B 2019 r. BbIABNAM COKPALLLEHNE BPEMEHU OLLEH-
K1 no mepe HakonneHus onbita. N. Brunetti et al. [26]
B 2020 r. otmeTuNM Npobnemy 6onee ANNTENbHOWN
mHTepnpeTaumun, a N. Glldogan et al. [27], nayyas-
wne a1oT oT4eT B 2023 I, NPULLAN K MHEHUIO, 4TO
npobnema cBsi3aHa ¢ pas3iMiMeM B OnbiTe paboThl
PEHTreHoN0roB ¢ cuctemon. OgHako B gpyrux nccne-
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noBaHuax [28, 29] Bpemsa nHtepnpeTtauumn 3D-Y3U
Obl/I0 HAMHOIO MeHbLLE BPpeEMEHM, HEOOXOANMOro
onsa 2D-Y3W.

Hawe nccnepoBaHme MMeEET HEKOTOPbIE Orpa-
HUYeHMs. B HeEM He y4uTbiBaeTCcst NpobnemMa KpuBbIX
0by4yeHuns cneunanncToB, BKJIIOYEHHbIX B MPOLLECC
CKPUHUMHra. JaHHblin pakTop MOXET CHM3UTb NoKa-
3atenn adpdekTnBHOCTUN. ccnegoBaHme saBnsieTcs
MOHOLEHTPOBLIM. LLeHTP, B KOTOPOM OHO NPOBOAN-
10Cb, UMeeT crneunduky paboTbl C NaUNEeHTKaMun
npencTaBNeHHOro NPOduANA, U OLEHUTb BO3SMOXHO-
ctn metoaa 3D-Y3U B gpyrux MHOronpoduibHbIX
LEeHTpax eLe npeacTout. Takke 0gHUM N3 BaXHbIX
nokasatenemn apdekTMBHOCTM NpeanaraemMom me-
TOAVKM SBASIETCS OLLEHKA CMEPTHOCTU, @ UMEHHO
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Tabnuua 3
[aHHble CpaBHEHMS MO AMArHOCTUYECKUM MeToAaM B rpynne B
Table 3
Comparison data on diagnostic methods in Group B
Mokasatenb / Metric Bcero / Total 2D-Yy3n /2D US 3D-Y31 /3D US Mr/ MG
HamgeHo 3/10Ka4€eCTBEHHbIX HOBOOOPA30BaHMI / 147 128 125 76
Malignant neoplasms found
MmmyHoaucmoxumuyeckoe uccaedogarue / Immunohistochemical examination
MHBa3MBHbIM A0ONbKOBbLIN pak / Invasive lobular cancer 8 4 8 0
MHBa:a’MBHbIM PaKk HecneLyanbHoro Tna / 109 102 95 62
Invasive cancer of non-special type
MpoTokoBbIi pak in situ / Ductal carcinoma in situ 25 22 22 14
CmeneHsb 310kavecmeeqHocmu / Grade of malignancy
| (Hn3kas, 3-5 6anos) / | (low, 3-5 points) 15 15 15 11
Il (ymepeHHas, 6-7 6annos) / Il (moderate, 6-7 points) 99 87 86 51
Il (BbIcOKas, 8-9 6annos) / Il (high, 8-9 points) 28 26 24 14
Pasmep / Size
0,5-1,0cm/0.5-1.0 cm - 28 28 16
1,1-1,5ecm/1.1-1.5cm - 34 37 24
1,5-20cm/1.5-2.0cm - 37 38 19
2,1-25em/21-25cm - 17 13
2,5-30cmM/2.5-3.0cm - 9 6
>3¢cmM/>3cm - 3
lpumeyarue. Y3W - ynsTpassykoBoe uccnenosatmne; M- mammorpadums.
Note. US - ultrasound; MG - mammography.
Tabnuya 4
06Lwue pe3ynbTaTbl CpaBHEHUS MeTOAOB B rpynnax Au B
Table 4
General results of comparing methods in Groups A and B
KK/ ™/ nnw/ | ony/
MeTop / Method T/A p KC MT PPV NPV Y/Sen | C/Sp | OT/BT
Mr B rpynne A/ MG in Group A 0,96 0,05 0,57 0,14 0,70 0,98 0,52 0,99 0,75
MI o ceit suibopie / 0935 | 000 | 0635 | 000 | 08 | 093 | 053 | 099 | 076
MG in the whole sample
Mr B rpynne B /MG in Group B 0,89 0,00 0,63 0,00 0,95 0,89 0,54 0,99 0,76
2D-Y3M & rpynne A/ 096 | 008 | 069 | 000 | 058 | 099 | 090 | 097 | 0093
2D ultrasound in Group A
2D-Y3W & rpynne B/ 095 | 000 | 08 | 060 | 088 | 097 | 090 | 09 | 093
2D ultrasound in Group B
2D-Y3M B0 scet sbibopke / 096 | 000 | 085 | 001 | 08 | 098 | 090 | 097 | 0093
2D ultrasound in the whole sample
3D-Y3 & rpynne B/ 097 | 000 | 090 | 001 | 097 | 097 | 09 | 099 | 094
3D ultrasound in Group B

lpumeyarue. MI = mammorpadus; Y31 - ynbTpaszsykoBoe uccnenoBanue; T — TouHocTb, KK - koadduumeHnT kanna; TM - Tect MakHeMapa;

MML - nonoxuTenbHas MPOrHocTn4yecKasn LeHHOCTb, onu - oTpuuaTenbHaa NporHocTnyeckasa LeEHHOCTb, Y- YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb; C- CI'IELLMqu/I“IHOCTb;

OT - otbanaHcMpoBaHHas TOYHOCTb.

Note. MG - mammography; A - accuracy; KC - kappa coefficient; MT - McNemar test; PPV - positive predictive value; NPV - negative predictive

value; Sen - sensitivity; Sp - specificity; BT - balanced accuracy.
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Puc. 3. ROC-kpuBble npeackasatenbHbiX MoAenei:

a - pna metona 2D-Y3M no paHHbIM, nonyyeHHbIM B rpynne A; b — dns memoda 2D-Y3W no paHHbIM, MoayyeHHbIM B rpynne B;
¢ - ona metoaa 3D-Y3M no maHHbIM, nonyveHHbIM B rpynne B; d — ana metopa 2D-Y3M no gaHHbIM, NoNy4YeHHbIM B BblIOOpKe na-
umeHTok 40 net u crapuwe

Fig. 3. ROC curves of the predictive models:

a - for 2D ultrasound based on data obtained in Group A; b - for 2D ultrasound based on data obtained in Group B; ¢ - for
3D ultrasound based on data obtained in Group B; d - for 2D ultrasound based on data obtained in a sample of patients aged
40 years and older

Tabnuya 5
Mokasatenu nnowaau non KpUBOWH NpeacTaBNAeHHbIX NpeAcKasaTenbHbiX Moaenei B rpynnax Au B
Table 5
Area under curve of presented predictive models in Groups A and B
Metop / Method Mnowagnb noa kpueoi (95% M) / Area under curve (95% Cl)

2D-Y3W 8 rpynne A/ 2D ultrasound in Group A 0,958 (0,922-0,994)
2D-Y3W B rpynne B / 2D ultrasound in Group B 0,945 (0,921-0,970)
2D-Y3M Bo Bceit Bbibopke / 2D ultrasound in the whole sample 0,946 (0,924-0,968)
3D-Y3M B rpynne B/ 3D ultrasound in Group B 0,958 (0,937-0,98)

lMpumeyarue. Y3U - ynsTpa3BykoBoe uccienoBaHue; AN - noBeputenbHblit HTEpBan.
Note. CI - confidence interval.

3aknoyeHume / Conclusion
OXMOAEMOE €€ CHUXEHNE U3-3a paHHEro obHapyxe-

HWS1 HOBOOOpa3oBaHMs. Bce 3TO roBOpUT O TOM, 4TO CornacHo nofsy4eHHbIM OaHHbIM ONArHOCTU-
TpebytloTCcsa AanbHenmne UCCNeaoBaHns TEXHONOrmn — vyeckas apPeKTUMBHOCTb aBTOMaATU3MPOBAHHOIO
3D-Y3W ons onpepenenuns Hanbonee ahOekTUBHbIX 3D-Y31 MXy naumneHTok 40 neT 1 ctapLle conocra-
aNropuTMOB CKPUHWHIA C €€ UCMOJIb30BAHNEM. Buma ¢ 2D-Y3WM no nokazaTtento YyBCTBUTENBHOCTA
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Puc. 4. Undposas Mmammorpadus obemx MONOYHbIX Xenes:
a - Kocas npoekuus; b - MeguonatepanbHas Npoekuus; ¢, d — KpaHWOKaydanbHas Npoekuus

Fig. 4. Digital mammography of both breasts:
a - oblique projection; b - mediolateral projection; ¢, d - craniocaudal projection

‘ Puc. 5. Cuctema 3D-Y3U. AHanu3 3D-maHHbIX Ha yNbTPa3BYKOBOM annapare (a-j)

Fig. 5. 3D ultrasound system. Analysis of 3D data on an ultrasound machine (a-j)
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Puc. 6. OxorpaMMbl N1eBOV MOJIOYHOM Kene3bl:

a - B BEPXHEHAPYXXHOM KBaZpaHTe onpenensercs o6pasoBaHue HeMpaBunbHON GOPMbI; b — B BEPXHEHAPY)KHOM KBaapaHTe orpe-
[eNaeTca rMno3XoreHHbIN y4acToK HapyLeHUs apXUTEKTOHUKK; ¢, d — B pexuMe snactorpadmm kaptupyetcs anactotun N4 opHo-

TOHHbIN CUHWIA, KO3 durumeHT nedopmaumnm 4,1

Fig. 6. Left breast echograms:

a - in upper-outer quadrant, an irregular mass is determined; b - in upper-outer quadrant, there is a hypoechoic area of archi-
tectonics disturbance; ¢, d - in elastography mode, the N4 monochromatic blue elastotype is mapped, strain coefficient is 4.1

Puc. 7. Pe3ynbtatbl MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHOW ToMorpadumn Mo-
JIOYHBIX Xene3 C KOHTPACTHbIM yCuneHueM (a, b)

Fig. 7. Contrast-enhanced breast magnetic resonance imag-
ing (a, b)
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M NydLLIEe No nokas3aTensaMm TOYHOCTU, CneumdnyHOCTH.
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OrpannyerHuna Ml y nauyeHTok ¢ Tunamm C n D
cTpoeHunst MK no ACR mMoryT 6bITb KOMMEHCUPOBa-
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