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AHHOTaUMA

BeBegeHwme. /13yyeHue NpejnKTopoB, BANSIOLLMX Ha MOoKasaTe I BbKMBAEMOCTY NaLneHTOB C MOYeYHOKIETOYHbIM
pakom (MKP) npy meTacTaTU4ecKoM NopaxeHUn nMMmdaTtmyeckmnx y3nos (J1Y), npeacTaBaseTcs BaXKHbIM acrekToMm
ANA MPUVHATUA PeLLeHNi B KNMHUYeCKON NpakTuke 1 nepcoHann3npoBaHHOM JleYeHUN.

Lienb nccnepoBaHus. BeisBUTb NporHocTnyeckne GpakTopbl, BAVSAIOLWME Ha NokKasaTenu obLeli BbXX1MBaeMoCTy
(OB) naymeHToB ¢ meTacTasamu MKP B J1Y.

MaTtepuansl n meTofbl. [poBeséH PeTPOCNeKTVBHbIA aHaNn3 JaHHbIX 332 nauMeHToB C MeTactasamu J1Y npu
MKP, nony4asLLmx neveHuve B N'bY3 «MIOb Ne 62 3M» 1 CM6 I'bY3 «KO/J» B nepnog 2006 - 2022 rogos. K rpynne
NPOMEXYTOYHOro NporHo3sa 6binn otHeceHbl 110 (33,0%) 60/bHBbIX, K Fpynne HebnaronpuATHOro nporHosa — 160
(48,0%). B nccnefoBaHnmM U3ydeHbl KTMHUKO-MOpdonormnyeckme GakTopbl NPOrHo3a, BAVsLLMe Ha nokasaTtenn OB
y 60/1bHbIX C MeTacTazamu MKP B J1Y.

PesynbTaThl. [Moka3atenn 3-netHeli n 5-netHeli OB y 60/bHbIX C MeTacTasamu B JTY TKP (n = 332) coctaBunun
35% (95% AW 27 - 44) n 21% (95% AW 15 - 29) cooTBeTCTBEHHO, NpWV 3TOM MeamaHa OB coctasuna 21,9 (95% AN
14,9 - 29,9) mecaua. Mpn o4HOGaKTOPHOM aHanM3e YCTaHOB/IEHO, UTO OTpMLATeIbHOE BAVSIHWE Ha MoKasaTenu
OB 60/bHbIX ¢ MeTacTazamu MKP B JTY okasbiBatoT cTaTyc no ECOG (p < 0,001), rmcTonornyeckmnii NoATMN OMyxXoan
(p <0,001), cteneHb anddpepeHLMpoBKK onyxonun no Fuhrman (p < 0,001), Tmn meTactasos (p < 0,001), meTacTasbl
B kKocTu (p = 0,001) n neveHb (p < 0,001), nporHo3 no IMDC (p < 0,001), npoBeaeHVe HeGPIKTOMUN 1 METACTa3IKTO-
Mum (p < 0,001). MHorodakTOpHbIM aHanu3 nokasan, YTo NpeankTopamMu HU3Kom OB ABNSKOTCA MMCTONOrMYECKNiA
noatmn onyxonu (OLL 1,50; 95% AW 1,01 - 2,23), cteneHb gnddepeHLmpoBKM onyxoam no Fuhrman (OLW 1,74; 95%
[N 1,00 - 3,03), nporHo3 no IMDC (OP 2,60; 95% AW 1,46 - 4,62), a Takxke npoBefeHne HedppakTomum (OLU 2,39; 95%
AN 1,51 - 3,79) u meTacTasaktomum (OLL 0,61; 95% AW 0,39 - 0,95).

3akno4yeHme. Y naumeHToB C MeTacTasaMuy paka nodku B JIY dakropamum He61aronpUSATHOrO NPOrHO3a BbIXW-
BaeMoCTU ABASAOTCA rmcrtonornyveckmnii nogtun MNKP, cteneHs gnddepeHumposky onyxoan no Fuhrman, nporHos
no IMDC, a Takxe nposegieHne Hepp3KTOMUN 1N METACTazaKTOMUN. HeobxoAnMbI AanbHelLlne nccaefosaHmsa no
N3yYeH Mo MPOrHOCTNYECKMX GaKTOPOB C Lie/ibto NoBbIleHNSA 3GPeKTUBHOCTN NePCOHANIN3MPOBAHHOIO 1leYeHs
1 noBblleHMs nokasaTteneri OB nayyeHToB ¢ MKP.

KnioueBbie c/10Ba: NOYEUYHOKIETOYHbI paK; MeTacTasbl B IMMdaTUYecKIe y3/bl; 06LLas BbKMBAEMOCTb;
NporHocTMyeckre GpakTopbl
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Abstract

Introduction. The comprehensive analysis of prognostic factors influencing survival outcomes in patients with renal
cell carcinoma (RCC) and metastatic lymph node (LN) involvement represents a critical component for evidence-based
decision-making in clinical practice and the development of personalized treatment strategies.

Objective. To systematically identify and evaluate prognostic factors impacting overall survival (OS) in patients
diagnosed with lymph node metastases of renal cell carcinoma.

Materials & methods. A comprehensive retrospective analysis was conducted on a cohort of 332 patients with RCC
metastases to LN, who received treatment at the Moscow City Oncological Hospital No. 62 and St. Petersburg City
Clinical Oncological Dispensary between 2006 and 2022. The patient population was stratified into prognostic groups
as follows: 110 patients (33.0%) were categorized into the intermediate prognosis group, while 160 patients (48.0%)
were classified into the unfavourable prognosis group. The study systematically evaluated clinical and morphological
prognostic factors that potentially influence OS indices in patients with RCC metastases to LN.

Results. The 3-year and 5-year OS rates in patients with RCC metastases to LN (n = 332) were 35% (95% CI 27 to 44)
and 21% (95% CI 15 to 29), respectively, with a median OS of 21.9 months (95% CI 14.9 to 29.9). Univariate analysis
revealed several factors with a statistically significant negative impact on OS in patients with RCC metastases to LN:
1) ECOG performance status (p <0.001), tumour histological subtype (p < 0.001), tumour differentiation according to
Fuhrman grading (p <0.001), type of metastases (p <0.001), bone metastases (p = 0.001), liver metastases (p <0.001),
IMDC prognostic score (p <0.001), nephrectomy (p <0.001), metastasectomy (p <0.001). Multivariate analysis identified
the following independent predictors of poor OS: tumour histological subtype (OR 1.50; 95% CI 1.01 to 2.23), tumour
differentiation grade according to Fuhrman (OR 1.74; 95% CI 1.00 to 3.03), IMDC prognostic score (OR 2.60; 95% CI
1.46 to 4.62), nephrectomy (OR 2.39; 95% CI 1.51 to 3.79), metastasectomy (OR 0.61; 95% CI 0.39 to 0.95).
Conclusion. In patients with renal cell carcinoma (RCC) metastases to lymph nodes, several key factors have been
identified as adverse predictors of survival: histological subtype of RCC, degree of tumour differentiation according
to Fuhrman grading, IMDC prognostic score, nephrectomy, metastasectomy. These findings underscore the necessity
for further comprehensive research to elucidate additional prognostic factors. Such investigations are essential for
enhancing the efficacy of personalized treatment strategies and ultimately improving OS outcomes in patients with
RCC.
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BeBepeHue Hble meTacTasbl [1 - 4]. MopaxeHwne numbaTn-
MoueyHokneTouHbIN pak (MKP) coctaBnseT  ueckmx y3noB (/1Y) aBnseTca OAHOMN U3 Hau-
90% cnyyaeB MepBUYHbIX 3/I0KaYeCTBEHHbIX  60nee YacTbix 1oKanusaunii metactasos [KP
onyxosnew noyku [1, 2], okono 30% nauymeHToB  [3, 5] n accounmpyeTcsi € NAOXUM NPOrHO30M
Ha MOMeHT anarHocTuku NKP nmeet otganéH-  [6 - 10]. MopaxeHwne J1Y yaBaviBaeT pUcK pas-
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BUTUA OTAANEHHbIX MeTacTa3oB Y MaLuyieHToB
MNKP v oka3biBaeT 3HaunTeIbHOE HeraTMBHoe
B/IVSIHME Ha NoKa3aTenn BblXmBaemoctu [11].
C 6bICTPbIM Pa3BUTUEM MHOFOUYNCIEHHbIX Me-
TOA0B BM3yanm3aumm ynydinnace NAeHTUGU-
Kaumsa v BbigBneHMe MeTtactasos B J1Y, ogHako
MUKPOMeEeTacTasbl 4YaCcTO OCTAlOTCA He3ame-
YeHHbIMU. B HacToALee BpeMAa NMPOBOAATCA
nccnefoBaHMA NO BbIABAEHNIO MPOrHOCTU-
yecknx GpakToOpoB y 60NbHbIX C MeTacTa3amm
MNKPBNY [12-17].

Mo3ToOMy M3y4yeHne NPOrHoCTUYecknx dak-
TopoB ¥ BbigBneHne naymeHToB [MKP ¢ Bbico-
KM pUCKOM MeTacTa30B B J1Y npeacTaBnseTcs
BaXXHbIM acnekToM AN NMPUHATUA KINHNYe-
CKUX peleHur 1 NnepcoHann3npoBaHHOIo
neyeHus.

Llenb nccnesoBaHua: N3yynTh NokasaTtenu
BbDKMBAeMOCTV Y 60NbHbIX C MeTacTaszamm
paka noyku B J1Y 1 BbIsBUTb daKTopbl, Hera-
TVUBHO B/INSAIOLLLEE HA MPOrHO3 XU3HN.

MaTepunanbl U MeToAbl

MpoBeAéH peTpOCNeKTUBHbIN aHann3
AaHHbIX 332 NayneHToB C AMMbaTUYECKUMU
mMeTacTasamu [NKP, KoTopbIM NpoBeAEHO KOM-
6VHNPOBaHHOE fleyeHie Ha 6aze MOCKOBCKOW
ropoACKOM OHKoNorn4yeckor 6onbHMLbI Ne 62
1 FOpPOACKOro KAMHUYECKOro OHKOJIOrM4ecKo-
ro gmcnaHcepa (CaHkTt-lMeTtepbypr) ¢ 2006 no
2022 roga.

CpefHunIA BO3pacT 60/bHbIX COCTaBUA
61,5 (28 - 95) roga. Bce nauyneHTbl nonyyanu
CUCTEMHYHO MPOTMBOOMYXO/IEBYIO TEPAnMIo.
MozapobHasa xapakTepmncTmka naLmMeHToB Npu-
BeZeHa B Tabnunue 1.

CTaTucTmnyecknin aHanms. B uccnegoBanun
N3yYeHbl KIVHUKO-Mopdonornyeckme Gpakro-
pbl NPOrHo3a, BndaoLme Ha nokasarenm OB
y 601bHbIX C MeTacTazamu B J1Y MKP. JaHHble
nauneHToB 6bIIN KOHCONVANPOBAHbI B BUJeE
3NEeKTPOHHbIX TabnL N aHannU3npoBaanNCb
C nomMoLlblo nporpammebl Statistica v.12.0
(StatSoft Inc., Tulsa, OK, USA). HopmanbHoOCTb
pacnpejesieHna oLeHBaNMN C MOMOLLbIO Te-
cta Shapiro-Wilk. MpoaomKnTenbHOCTb XU3HN
paccunTbiBanu OT AaTbl AMArHo3a A0 AaTbl
nocneAHero HabnwAeHNS UK cMepTun. Bbl-
XVBaeMoCTb oLeHmnBanu rno metogy Kaplan-
Meier, pa3nuyns BbIXX1NBaeMOCTV onpeaensnm
¢ nomoLbto log-rank Tecta; Ana NCKNOYEHUS
$aKToOpoB, He VMeKLLNX CaMOCTOATEIbHON
MPOrHOCTUYECKOW 3HaUYMMOCTW, UCMONb30-
Ba/IN perpeccnoHHbIn aHanns Cox. Kateropum-
a/lbHble JaHHble ONNCbIBa/INCL C YKa3aHNEM
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Ta6bnuua 1. Xapaktepuctmka 60bHbIX
Table 1. Patient demographics

Konunyectso
Mokasatenu 60/1bHbIX, N (%)
Values Number of
patients, n (%)
Mon | Gender
MY>XCKoii | male 256 (77,1)
XeHCKwii | female 76 (22,9)
Bospacr, nert | Age, years
18- 44 22 (6,6)
45-59 145 (43,87)
60 -74 144 (43,4)
>75 21(6,3)
Cratyc no wkane ECOG | ECOG scale status
0 15 (4,5)
1 119 (35,8)
2 115 (34,7)
3 83(25,0)

Jlokanu3auus nepeuyHoit onyxonu | Localization of the primary
tumor
cnpasa | right
cnesa | left
ABYcTOpOHHee | bilateral
TmucTonornyeckuin BapuaT | Histological type
CBETNIOKNETOUHbIV paK | clear-cell carcinoma 285 (85,8)
HEeCBETNIOKIeTOUHbIV pak | non-clear-

151 (45,5)
170 (51,2)
11(3,3)

. 47 (14,2)

carcinoma
CreneHb gnddepeHumposkm | Differentiation grade

G1 42(12,7)

G2 105 (31.6)

G3 185 (55,7)
Tun metactasos | Metastasis type

MeTaxpoHHble | metachronous 175 (52,7)

CUHXPOHHBbIe | synchronous 157 (47,3)
Konnuectso metactazoB | Number of metastases

conutapHsle | solitary 2(0,6)

efiMHNYHbIe | single 28(8,4)

MHOXeCTBeHHble | multiple 302 (91,0)
MporHo3 no IMDC | IMDC prognosis

bnaronpusTHelii | favorable 62 (18,7)

NPOMEeXYTOUHbIi | intermediate 110 (33,1)

He6naronpusTHbINA | poor 160 (48,2)
Jlokanu3auus metacrasos | Metastases

Koctn | bones 97 (29,2)

nérkue | lungs 236 (71,1)

nevens | liver 56 (16,9)

rON0BHOV MO3T | brain 10 (3,0)
Mpegbiaywas Hedpaktomus | Prior nephrectomy 290 (87,3)
Mertacra3aktomus | Metastasectomy 52(15,7)
JlyyeBas Tepanws | Radiation therapy 27 (8,1)

MpumeyaHme. IMDC — MexayHapoAHbIii KOHCOPLWYM 6a3 AaHHBIX MO MeTa-
CTaTM4ecko NoYeyHoKeTouHoM kapuynHome; ECOG — BoctouHas koonepaTiBHas
rpynna oHKoN0roB

Note. IMDC — International mRCC Database Consortium; ECOG — Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group
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abCoNOTHbBIX 3HaYeHU (N) N NPOLEHTHbIX
aonen (%), KonnyecTBeHHbIe AaHHble npea-
CTaB/ieHbl B BUAe MeguvaH (Me) n cpefHux
3HaveHWr (M). na oueHKU CBA3UN MeXAy
ornpesenéHHbIM NcXo4oM 1 GakToOpoM prCKa
MCNo/Ib30Bav METOA COOTHOLLEHUS LLAaHCOB
C PacYE€TOM CKOPPEKTUPOBAHHOIO COOTHO-
weHus waHcos (AOR — adjusted odds ratio)
C rpaHuuamm 95%-Horo goBepuUTEIbHOIo
nHTepsana (95% AWN). MNMposognnca aHanus
nokasatenen OB y 601bHbIX C MeTacTasamm
B /1Y MNKP B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT M0/1a, BO3PacTa,
ECOG-cTaTyca, 1okanmsaumm nepBnmyYHoON ony-
XOJIN U TUCTOJIOTNYECKOrO BapMaHTa, CTeMNeHn
rpagaumn no Fuhrman, rpynnbel nporHo3a no
IMDC, Tnna, KonnyecTtsa 1 nokanmsauum me-
TacTasoB, NpoBeeHns HedpPaKTOMUN N MeTa-
CTa3akTomMuu. NpUHATLIV ypOBEHb JOCTOBEP-
HOCTW pa3nnunii p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbTaTthbl

NMokaszaTtenn 3-netHew U 5-netHeri OB
y 60/bHbIX ¢ MeTacTasamu MNKP B /1Y cocTa-
BuAn 35% (95% AW 27 - 44) n 21% (95% AN
15 - 29) COOTBETCTBEHHO, MNPV 3TOM MeAnaHa
OB cocrasuna 21,9 (95% A 14,9 - 29,9) me-
caua (pwuc. 1).

MeanaHa OB npu cBeT/IOKN€TOYHOM U He-
csetnoknetoyHom MKP coctaBuna 30 (95%
AN 26,9 - 36,7) n 13,9 (95% AW 9,7 - 23) me-
cALa COOTBETCTBEHHO, a npu G1, G2 n G3
— 63,5 (95% AW 46,3 - 78), 38,6 (95% AW

Survival curves for Overall
Based cn Kaplan-Meiar estimates
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28,2 -49,8)n 17,6 (95% AW 14,3 - 24) mecsiya
COOTBETCTBEHHO (puc. 2).

MegmnaHa OB coctasuna npu ECOG O, 1,
2,3—72,4(95% AN 55,4 - NA), 51,7 (95% AN
45 - 60,5), 26,9 (95% AW 22,7 - 35,8) 1 8 (95%
AN 7,4 -10,5) mecaua COOTBETCTBEHHO, a Npu
CUHXPOHHbIX U MeTaxXPOHHbIX MeTacTa3ax —
21,6 (95% AW 15,6 - 26,3) n 35,9 (95% AN
28,2 - 45,4) mecALa COOTBETCTBEHHO (pwuc. 3).

MeavaHa OB npu oTCyTCTBUN U HANNYNW
MeTacTa3oB B KoCcTu coctasuna 31,9 (95% AN
26,9-39,7)n 17,7 (95% AN 13,9 - 26,9) mecs-
L@ COOTBETCTBEHHO, a NPU OTCYTCTBUU U Ha-
n4mmn metacTtasoB B neveHb —31,5 (95% AN
26,9-38,1)1n 13,4(95% AW 9,3 - 21,9) mecsiua
COOTBETCTBEHHO (puc. 4).

MeawnaHa OB npu 6n1aronpusiTHOM, Npo-
MEeXYTOYHOM 1 He61aronpuUATHOM NMPOrHO3ax
coctaBuna 69,3 (95% AN 60,2 - 84,5), 38,1 (95%
AN 31,9-439)1n 13,6 (95% AN 11 - 17,6) me-
CALA COOTBETCTBEHHO (puncC. 5).

MeanaHa OB npu BbinoaHeHUN HedpIK-
TOMUU 1 eé oTcyTcTBUK cocTtasmna 31,9 (95%
AN 27 -38,1)1n9,3(95% 4N 7,9 - 13,9) mecsua
COOTBETCTBEHHO, a NPW OTCYTCTBUW NN NPO-
BeJleHNN MeTactasakTomum — 24,9 (95% A
21,9-29,8)1n 47,9 (95% AW 34,1 - 70,6) mecsua
COOTBETCTBEHHO (puc. 6).

MNpu ogHOPaKTOPHOM aHanmse y 601bHbIX
C MeTacTasamm paka noyku B J1Y BbIABNEHO,
4UTO OTpuuaTesbHOe BAIVAHME Ha MoKas3a-
Tenun BbKVMBAEMOCTU OKa3biBa/y CTaTyC Mo

3-netHaa OB | 3-year OS:
35%
5-netHaa OB | 5-year OS:
21%

0 12 24

38 45 g0

Time {months)

Mumber at risk

A 144 96 63

42 25 20

PucyHok 1. O6LLas BbKMBAaEMOCTb 60JIbHbIX C MeTacTazamu B inmeatmyeckume y3nsl MKP
Figure 1. Overall survival of patients with RCC metastases to lymph nodes
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PucyHok 2. O6LLas BbKMBAaEMOCTb 60JIbHbIX C MeTacTazaMu B inmdatumydeckume y3nsl MKP B 3aBucu-
MOCTW OT FMCTONOrnYeckoro noatmna (A) n guddepeHumposkm onyxonm no Fuhrman (B)
Figure 2. Overall survival in patients with RCC metastases to lymph nodes depending on histologic subtype

(A) and Fuhrman tumour differentiation (B)
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PucyHok 3. O6LLast BbKMBAEMOCTb 60/1bHbIX C MeTacTaszaMu B aimmoatmyeckme y3nbl MKP B 3aBUCK-

mMocTu ot ECOG cratyca (A) u Tuna metacta3os (B)

Figure 3. Overall survival of patients with RCC metastases to lymph nodes depending on ECOG status (A) and

type of metastases (B)

ECOG (p < 0,001), ructoniornyecknii NoaTnmn
(p <0,001), cteneHb gndpdepeHLMPOBKN ONy-
xonm no Fuhrman (p <0,001), Tn meTactasos
(p <0,001), meTactasbl B koctu (p = 0,001) n ne-
yeHb (p <0,001), nporHo3 no IMDC (p <0,001),
nposejeHne HeGpPIKTOMUN 1N MEeTaCTa3aKTo-
mMum (p < 0,001) (Tabn. 2).

Mpn MHOropakTOpHOM aHanmse ru-
ctonorndeckunii noatun (OP = 1,50; 95%
AN = 1,01 - 2,23), cteneHb anddepeHun-
poBku onyxonn no Fuhrman (OP = 1,74;
95% AW = 1,00 - 3,03), nporHo3 no IMDC
(OP = 2,60; 95% AN = 1,46 - 4,62), a Tak-
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Xe rnposegeHve HeppakTomun (OP = 2,39;
95% AW = 1,51 - 3,79) n meTacTa3aKTOMUn
(OP =0,61; 95% AW = 0,39 - 0,95) 6bInK dak-
TOopamMu, OKa3blBalOLWMMN HEe3aBUCMOEe OT-
pruatenbHoe BANAHKME Ha noka3atenu OB
y NayMeHToB C MeTacTasamu B nnmeatmnye-
ckme y3nbl MKP (Tabn. 2).

O6cyxaeHue

B HacTosLLee BpeMsa NpUMepHO y TpeTu
nauneHTos c lNKP pa3BrBarTCA MeTacTa-
3bl, U OT 2,7 Ao 10% aABAAOTCA MeTacTazamMu
B AmmdaTmyeckme ysnbl, KOTOpble 3HaYN-
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PucyHok 4. O6LLas BbDKMBAEMOCTb 60JIbHbBIX C MeTacTazamMmu B inmdatumdeckume y3nol MKP B 3aBucK-
MOCTW OT Ha/IMumns MeTacTa3oB B KOCTAX (A) 1 neveHu (B)
Figure 4. Overall survival of patients with RCC metastases to bones (A) and liver (B)
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PucyHok 5. O6Las BbKMBAEMOCTb 60IbHbIX

C MeTacTazamu B ammeatumueckme y3nbl MNKP B 3a-

BUCMMOCTM OT nporHo3a rno IMDC
Figure 5. Overall survival of patients with RCC
metastases to lymph nodes depending on IMDC

prognosis

TeNbHO YXYALLAT NPOrHo3 TeyeHUs 3abo-
nesaHwuda [10, 18 - 21]. MeTacTasvpoBaHue
B IMMbaTnyeckme y3nbl ABAseTcsa Hanbonee
BaX>XHbIM Heb61aronpusTHbIM MPOrHocTnye-
cknm dakTopoM y 6onbHbIX MKP, npneBoas-
WNMM K 8-KpaTHOMY puvcKy cmepTu [22, 23].
MokasaTtenun 3-netHern OB naymeHTOB C Me-
TacTta3zamu B J1Y n 6e3 Hux coctaBunn 86,5%
1 61,1% cooTBeTCTBEHHO [24]. B Hawew pabo-
Te nokasaTtenu 3-netHein OB cocTtaBMAM Bcero

BecTHVK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2025;13(3):82-90

b 35%. Mo3aToMy ANS KIMHULMCTOB OYeHb
BaXHO TOYHO OLEHUTL PUCK MeTacTa3npoBa-
HUS B TnMdaTnyeckme ysnbl 1 pa3paboTtaTb
ONTUManbHbIA NAaH fnevyeHns. KomnbroTep-
Has ToMorpadums U MarHUTHO-PE30HaHCHas
ToMorpadus B HacTosiLLlee Bpems ABMIAOTCA
naeanbHbLIMU MeToLaMu Jly4eBOn AMnarHo-
ctmkn MKP, HO UX CMOCOBHOCTL pasnnyaTb
HOPManbHbIA pasmep AMMPaTUYECKNX Y3/10B
WA MUKPOMeTacTasbl orpaHmyeHHa [25].
MOMMMO HETOYHbIX pe3ynbLTaToB BU3yasu-
3aUMK, HU3KUA NPOLEHT NONOXKNTENbHbIX
pe3ynbTaToB MHTPaonepaunoHHOM broncmn
TaKXe MOXeT NPUBECTU K Heyaaye B 06Hapy-
XEHUU N ANarHoCTKe MeTacTas3oB B AMMda-
Tnyeckue ysnbl MNKP Ha paHHUX cTaagnax, 4YTo
OrpaHN4YMBaeT BO3MOXHOCTU AaJibHenLlero
CUCTEMHOrO sleyeHus. PaHee 6b11n BbisiBIie-
Hbl He3aBUCKMble GaKTOpPbl PUCKa HaNYKS
MeTacTa3oB B iMMdaTnyeckme ysnbl, Takme
KaK rMCTONOrMYecKnii MOATMMN ONyXoan, MeTa-
CTa3bl B MeyeHb, JIoKanmsaumsa onyxonesoro
npoecca 1 pasmMep onyxonu [26]. B Hawen
paboTe rmcTonornyecknin NOATUN, CTerneHb
andodepeHumposkn onyxonu no Fuhrman,
nporHos no IMDC, a Takxe npoBegeHne Hedp-
3KTOMUW N MeTacTa3aKTOMUM BbIN CTaTUCTU-
Yeckn 3HaYMMbIMU MPOrHOCTUYECKUM Pak-
TOpamMu, BINSOLLVMN Ha NoKa3aTtenn obLuen
BbKVBaeMoCTu. Koppenauna Mmexay pasme-
POM OMyXO/IN N YaCTOTOWN BCTPEYaeMoCTn Me-
TacTtasoB B inMdaTnyeckme y3nbl MKP, BbIsiB-
NneHHas B paboTax AaHHbIX aBTOpoB [27, 28],
He n3yyanach B Hallem nccnegosaHun. Meta-
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PrcyHok 6. O6Las BbKMBAEMOCTb 60/IbHbIX C MeTacTasamu B inmeatnyeckme ysnbl MKP: A — npwu
BbINONHEHNN HedpPIKTOMUN 1 6e3 Heé; B — npu NnpoBeseHNN MeTacTazakTOMUN 1 6e3 Heé
Figure 6. Overall survival of patients with RCC metastases to lymph nodes (n=332): with and without —

nephrectomy (A) and metastasectomy (B)

Tabnuua 2. ®akTopbl MPOrHo3a o6bLLer BbPKMBAEMOCTY 60/IbHBLIX C MeTacTasaMu B IMMdaTmveckme
y37bl MKP (0gHOGaKTOPHbIV 1 MHOFOGaKTOPHbIN aHan3)
Table 2. Prognostic factors for overall survival of patients with RCC metastases to lymph nodes) (single-factor

and multi-factor analysis)

Konuyectso OTHOLeHMe puckoB (95% JoBepuTeNbHbIN HTEPBAN; p)
dakTopbl 60NbHbIX (%) Hazard rario (95% confidence interval; p)
Factors Number of ~ OpHodakTOpHbIii aHann3 MHorodakTopHbIii aHanu3
patients (%) Univariate test Multivariate test

Cratyc no wkane ECOG | £COG status

0 15 (4,5) - -

1 119(35,8) 1,59 (0,73 -3,46;p=0,239)  0,69(0,28 - 1,70; p=0,419)

2 115(34,7)  3,28(1,52-7,07;p=0,002) 0,82(0,33-2,07; p=0,680)

3 83(25,0) 10,59 (4,84 - 23,18; p<0,001) 1,74 (0,65 - 4,62; p=0,270)
Tuctonornueckuii Bapuant | Histological type

CBETNIOKNETOUHbIV pak | clear-cell carcinoma 285(85,8) - -

HeCBeTNI0KNeTOUHbIVE pak | non-clear-cell carcinoma 47 (14,2) 2,16 (1,56 -3,01; p<0,001)  1,50(1,01-2,23; p=0,044)
CreneHb AnddepeHunposkn | Differentiation grade

G1 42(12,7) - -

G2 105 (31,6) 1,52(1,01-2,29; p=0,045) 1,57 (0,96 - 2,56; p =0,072)

G3 185(55,7)  2,97(2,03-4,36;p<0,001)  1,74(1,00 - 3,03; p=0,048)
Tun metactasos | Metastasis type

MeTaxpoHHble | metachronous 175(52,7) - -

CVHXPOHHBbIe | synchronous 157 (47,3) 0,56 (0,44-0,72;p<0,001)  1,35(0,96-1,91; p=0,084)
Mertactasbl B KocTut | Bones metastases

ecTb | present 97(29,2) - -

HeT | no 235(70,8) 1,55(1,19-2,02; p=0,001)  0,88(0,60-1,29; p=0,515)
Mertactasbl B neueHs | Liver metastases

ecTb | present 56 (16,9) - -

HeT | no 276 (83,1) 1,95(1,43-2,66; p<0,001) 1,03 (0,66- 1,60, p=0,908)
Mporxo3 no IMDC | IMDC prognosis

6naronpusTHelii | favorable 62(18,7) - -

NPOMEXyTOUHbIiA | intermediate 110(33,1) 2,35(1,58-3,50,p<0,001)  2,11(1,24-3,59; p=0,006)

HebnaronpusTHbIA | poor 160 (48,2) 5,68 (3,90 - 8,28, p<0,001)  2,60(1,46-4,62; p=0,001)
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Konnuectso OTHOLeHMe puckoB (95% JoBepuTeNbHbIN UHTEpBaN; p)
®dakTopbl 60nbHbIX (%) Hazard rario (95% confidence interval; p)
Factors Number of OfHOGAKTOPHBIN aHanu3 MHorogakTopHbIi aHann3
patients (%) Univariate test Multivariate test
Hedpaktomus | Prior nephrectomy
na | yes 290 (87,3) - -
HeT | no 42(12,7) 2,60(1,82-3,72;p<0,001)  2,39(1,51-3,79, p<0,001)
Mertactasaktomus | Metastasectomy
aa | yes 52(15,7) - -
HeT | no 280 (84,3) 0,53(0,37-0,76,p<0,001)  0,61(0,39-0,95; p=0,029)

MpumeyaHue. B TabnnLie nprneeeHbl TobKO GakTopbl, NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBABLLME MPOTHOCTUYECKYH0 3HAUNMOCTb

Note. The table only presents factors with prognostic significance

CTasnpoBaHMe B NevyeHb yBeNNYMBaIO PUCK
B 1,59 pa3ay nauveHToB Cc MmeTactasamu B J1Y
MKP no cpaBHeHWIO C NauneHTamm 6e3 Hux
[28], uTO Takxe OTMe4YeHO B Hallel pabore.
MeTacTasbl B nérkme 6bin1 GakTopomM pucka
Hann4yusa metactasos B J1Y NKP no pesynbra-
Tam ogHodakTopHOro aHanmsa (p <0,001) [26],
B HaLLeM 1ccnejoBaHN AaHHasA CBA3b He Bbl-
aBneHa (p = 0,576). JlTokannsayus NnepBUYHOM
OMNyXo0JIN MOYKN He yBeNNYMBAET PUCK BO3-
HUKHOBEHUS MeTacTa3osB B IMMdaTmnyeckme
y3/ibl, YTO NOATBEPXAEHO AAHHbIMUY Halluel
paboTsl (p = 0,870) [29].

[laHHOe unccnepoBaHMe TakxXe MMmeer
HeKoTOopble orpaHuyeHus. lNMpexae Bcero,
1N3-3a peTpocneKkTBHOro xapakrepa. C apy-
rO CTOPOHbI, HAMWN N3YyYeHbl KJINHWUKO-
Mopdosiornyeckme nokasaTtennm u Bblge-
NeHbl nporHocTnyeckme ¢aktopbl y 332
60NbHbIX C MeTacTasamMun B AinMmpaTnyeckme
y3nbl [KP.

JanbHenwme MybTULIEHTPOBbIE NCC/Ie0-

BaHMA HeobxoAnMbl B byayLem ans onpeje-
NeHUs KIIMHUYECKMX, NaToMOop$Oonornyeckmx
N MONEKYNAPHO-reHeTnYecknx ¢pakTopos Nnpo-
rHO3a A/15 nosbliweHnsa 3¢PeKTUBHOCTU CU-
CTeMHOV Tepanuu.

3akntoyeHue

B Hawem nccnegoBaHuy ructonoruvye-
ckuii noaTnn MNKP, cteneHs anddepeHUNpPOB-
kn onyxonu no Fuhrman, nporHos no IMDC,
a TaKxe nposejeHne HePpPIKTOMUN U MeTa-
CTa33KTOMUM 61N JONONHUTENbHBIMY He3a-
BUCMMbIMU MPOrHOCTUYECKMMIN pakTopamu,
BAVAOLWMMMN Ha Nnokasateny OBy naumeHToB
C MeTacTasamu B nmméatumnyeckme y3nol MKP
B peanbHON KAMHUYecKon npaktuke. Heob-
XOANMbI JanbHeliwne nccnefoBaHns ANs Bbl-
ABJIEHNSA NPOrHOCTUYECKNX GakTOpoB Y 60/1b-
HbIX ¢ MeTacTtazamu MKP B nnmdaTtmnueckmne
y3/bl C LieN1blo MoBblIWeHNs 3¢ GeKTUBHOCTHU
nepcoHaan3npPoOBaHHOIO NeYeHns 1 NoBbl-
LIeHUWsI MoKasaTenei BbKMBAEMOCTH.
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