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AHHOTaUuMA

BeepeHune. Ha npoTtsxeHnn 6onee 30 neT TpaHCcpekTanbHas 61oncus nog ynbTpasBykoBbIM KOHTponeM (TPY3U)
ABNANACb CTaHAAPTHLIM METOAOM AMarHOCTUKM paka npejcratenbHoi xenessl (PMX). Mpun 3ToM cTaHAapTHas
61oncma He NMLLIeHa BCEM M3BECTHbIX HeA0CTaTKOB. C Liefiblo UX YCTPaHEHWVS N YAyULLEHUS ANArHOCTUKN KIVHN-
yeckn 3Haummoro PIMK npegnoxeHbl MarHUTHope3oHaHCHO(MP)-npuuenbHble MeToAbl 6uoncun. Hanbonbluee
pacnpocTpaHeHne B KNNHMYECKOM NPaKTUKe MoyYnan KOrHUTUBHaA 1 MNMP/Y3-¢btoxH 6rnoncms. OgHako npu nx
CpaBHEeHUM Nony4yeHbl NPOTUBOPEYMBbIE JaHHbIE MO BbIABASEMOCTU KIMHNYECKN 3HaummMoro PIDK.

Lienb nccnepoBaHma. CpaBHUTL BbIABASEMOCTb KJIMHNYECK 3HAYMMOro paka npejAcrate/ibHO Xenesbl Npu npo-
BegeHNN MNMP/Y3-$boXH 1 KOTHUTUBHOM Broncun.

MaTepuansbl n metopabl. Kputepunu skatodeHuns: MCA > 2,0 Hr/mn v/ nan nonoxuntensHoe MNP, n / vinv nogosputens-
HbI yyacTok Ha TPY3W, Hannume ovara PI-RADSv2.1 > 3. OueHnBaeMble pe3ynbTaThl: BbIABAAEMOCTb KIMHNYECKN
3Haummoro PIX (ISUP > 2), 06Las BbisiBAsieMocTb PIDK, BbIABASEMOCTb KAMHUYECKM He3Haummoro PIDK (ISUP 1),
rucronornyeckas 3¢pekTMBHOCTL (4015 NONOXKNTENbHBIX 6IONTATOB, ANVHA NOPaXeHWs pakom bronTtara).
Pe3synbTaTthbl. [poBeséH peTPOCNeKTUBHbIA aHanmMs3 gaHHbix: 102 naumMeHTam BbIMOAHEHa KOFHUTUBHasa 6uoncus
n 176 nayneHTaM — MNMP/Y3-bbloxH 6rnoncusa. MegmaHa Bo3spacta — 63 roga, 06béma npocratsl — 46 cm3. Me-
AnaHa yposHs MCA — 6,4 Hr/mn B rpynne MnMP/Y3-dbroXKH broncum 1 6,7 HI/MA B rpynne KOrHUTUBHOW 6roncuu.
Mpw cpaBHeHUU MAMP/Y3-ObHXH 1 KOTHUTUBHOM 610MCUN BbISBASEMOCTb KINHUYECKN 3Ha4YMmoro paka (30,3%
n 25,0%; p = 0,329) 1 0bwas BbiABNSeMOCTb paka (50,5% u 42,1%; p = 0,176) conoctaBMMsbl. [Tpy1 MOMOLLN KOTHU-
TUBHOI 6MOMNCUN KIIMHNYECKN He3HAUNMbIM paK BbISBASIN pexe Mo cpaBHeHUo ¢ MNMP/Y3-bbloxH broncmeri
(11,8% n 25,5%; p = 0,007). onst NONOXUTENbHbIX 61ONTAaTOB MeXAY KOTHUTUBHOM 1 MAMP/Y3-bbloXH 6uoncuei
(30,5% un 29,5%; p = 0,754) 1 MakcMManbHasa AMHa 6uonTaTa, NOPaXEHHOro pakom (6,6 MM 1 7,6 mm; p = 0,320)
TakXe cpaBHMMbI. [Py 3TOM AOAS MONOXUTENbHbBIX 6LONTATOB C KAMHMUYECKM 3HaunMbIM PIK 6onblue B rpynne
KOrHUTMBHOW 6uoncum (18,6% 1 13,1%; p = 0,029).

3aknto4veHmne. Kak KOrHUTUBHas, Tak U MIMP/Y3-bbroXXH 61oncms ABASOTCS O4MHAKOBO TOYHBIMUY MeToAaMu fna-
FHOCTUKMW KJIMHUYeCKN 3Haummoro PIMXK. B cBSA3M € 3TVMM KOTHUTMBHAsA BMOMNCUSA MOXET ABAATLCS a/lbTepHaTMBOW
MMMP/Y3-ObloXH B Ne4ebHbIX yupexaeHusx, rae TexHonorns MnMP/Y3-btoxH 61oncMm B HacTosiLee Bpems
HeJOoCTyrMHa.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak NpocTaTthl; KIVMHWYECKN 3HaUMMBbIA pak npoctaTbl; MOIMP/Y3-dboXH 6uoncus;
KOFHUTMBHAas 6uoncus; rmcronornyeckasn s¢PpekTMBHOCTb

A66peBmMaTypbl: aTUNVYHaa MenkoaumHapHas nponndepauus / atypical small acinar proliferation (ASAP);
anddysHo-B3BeLLeHHOe n3obpaxeHue (ABW); suHammnueckoe KOHTpacTHoe ycuneHue (AKY), nsmepse-
MbIli KO3buumeHT andody3nm (MKA); makcnmansHasa anmnHa 6ronTaTta, MopaXxeHHOoro pakomM / maximum
cancer core length (MCCL); MexayHapogHoe obLiecTBO yponoruyeckon natonorum / International
Society of Urological Pathology (ISUP); mynsTunapamMmeTpuyeckast MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCcHasa ToMorpadus
(MAMPT); npocTtaTnyeckaa NHTpasnuTenmanbHaa Heonnasuna (MNH);, nanbueBoe pekTanbHOE KUccneso-
BaHue (MPW); npocTtat-cneundundecknii aHtureH (MNCA);, pak npegcratenbHoi xenesbl (PMX); cnctema
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Abstract

Introduction. Transrectal biopsy under US-control has been standard diagnostic method for prostate cancer (PCa)
detection for over 30 years. However, TRUS-guided biopsy is not without well-known drawbacks. MR-targeted
biopsy methods were proposed to eliminate the drawbacks and improve detection rate of clinically significant Pca.
Cognitive and mpMR/US-fusion biopsies have become the most widely used MR-targeted biopsies. However, there are
contradictory data on detection of clinically significant Pca when comparing mpMR/US-fusion and cognitive biopsies.
Objective. To compare the detection rate of clinically significant prostate cancer performing cognitive and mpMR/
US-fusion biopsies.

Materials and methods. Inclusion criteria: PSA > 2.0 ng/ml and/or a positive DRE, and/or a suspicious lesion on
TRUS, and PI-RADSv2.1 score > 3. The outcomes evaluated are the detection of clinically significant Pca (ISUP > 2),
the overall PCa detection, the detection of clinically insignificant Pca, histological yield (proportion of positive cores,
maximum cancer core length).

Results. Retrospective data analysis was performed: cognitive biopsy was performed in 102 patients and mpMR/
US-fusion biopsy in 176 patients. The median age was 63 years, prostate volume 46 cc. The median PSA was 6.4 ng/
ml in the mpMR/US-fusion and 6.7 ng/ml in the cognitive biopsy group. MpMR/US-fusion and cognitive biopsies were
comparable about the detection rate of clinically significant (30.3% vs 25.0%; p=0.329) and overall Pca detection rate
(50.5% and 42.1%; p = 0.176). It was detected to be less clinically insignificant Pca in the cognitive biopsy group (11.8%
vs. 25.5%; p = 0.007). The proportion of positive cores (30.5% and 29.5% respectively; p = 0.754) and maximum cancer
core length (6.6 mm vs 7.6 mm; p = 0.320) were equal when comparing cognitive and mpMR/US-fusion biopsies.
The proportion of positive cores with clinically significant Pca was higher in the cognitive biopsy group (18.6% vs
13.1%; p = 0.029).

Conclusion. Both cognitive and mpMR/US-fusion biopsies are equally accurate for clinically significant Pca detection.
Therefore, cognitive biopsy may be an alternative to mpMR/US-fusion biopsy in hospitals where mpMR/US-fusion
technology is not currently available.

Keywords: prostate cancer; biopsy; mpMR/US-fusion biopsy; cognitive biopsy; histology; effectiveness

Abbreviations: apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC); atypical small acinar proliferation (ASAP); digital rectal
examination (DRE); diffusion-weighted imaging (DWI); dynamic contrast enhancement (DCE); International
Society of Urological Pathology (ISUP); maximum cancer core length (MCCL); multiparametric magnetic
resonance imaging (mpMRI); multiparametric magnetic resonance/ultrasound fusion biopsy (mpMR/US-
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BBegeHue

ExxerogHo B Mupe BbINOHAETCs bonee ye-
ThIPEX MUINVOHOB Broncuii npoctaTel [1]. Ha
npoTsXXeHun nocsiegHnx 30 neT paclmpeHHas
TpaHCcpeKkTanbHasa buoncms nog Y3-KoHTponem
(10 - 12 Touek) aABNANaCL CTaHAAPTHbLIM Me-
TOAOM AMArHOCTUKM paka npeacraTenbHOM
xenesbl (PMX) [2]. Tem He MeHee eli NpucyLwmn
XOpOLUO M3BeCTHble HepocTaTku: 1) HM3KaA
oTpuuaTenbHasa NPOrHocTMnYyeckas LLleHHOCTb,
obycnoBnmBatoLas He0O6XoANMOCTb MpoBe-
AeHnsa nosTopHOM 6roncun [3]; 2) HU3Kaa
YyBCTBUTENLHOCTL [4]; 3) rmnepAmnarHocTrka
KAVHWYeCKN He3HavmMbIx dopm [5]; 4) Bbico-
KU PUCK NHPEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEeHW [1]; 5)
KpoBoTeyeHU s [6]. HeyasoBneTBOpUTE/IbHbIE
pe3ynbTaTbl BbisiBAsgeMoct PIK obycnosmam
HeobXxoAMMOCTb pa3paboTkm HOBbIX, 6bonee
TOYHbIX MeToA0B 6moncun. OAHUMU N3 HUX
cTann Y3-npuuenbHble MeToAbl (TMCTOCKa-
HWHT, anactorpadus, KOHTpaACT-ycuaeHHoe
Y3W), oagHaKo X NprvMeHeHne He NpuBeso
K 3HaYMMOMY Y/IyULLEHUIO BbIAB/IAEMOCTU
PIMX [7].

B aToi cBA3M ¢ Havana 2010-x rogoB ak-
TMBHO CTanu paspabaTbiBaTbCA MeToAbl MP-
npuuensHom 6moncmmn [8]. B HacToAwmi
MOMEHT B K/IMHNYECKYIO MPaKTUKy BHeape-
HO 3 MeToza MP-npuuenbHon 6uoncun: 1)
«in-bore» (61ONCKA BbIMONHAEGTCA Henocpes-
cTBeHHO B MP-Tomorpade B pexvme peanb-
HOro BpemeHu); 2) MynbTunapamMmeTpuyeckas
MarHUTHoO-pe3oHaHckasa (MNMP) / ynbTpa3By-
KoBas (¥Y3) broxXH brmoncus; 3) KOrHUTUBHAasA
6roncusa (conoctaBneHne yabTPa3BYKOBOro
n306paxeHuns, Noay4aemMoro B pexmme pe-
aNbHOro BpeMeHwu, C paHee BbINOJIHEHHbIMU
MP-TomMOorpammamu, NCnoab3ya MpocTpaH-
CTBEHHOE MblleHne). OgHako «in-bore»
6rnoncma He NOAy4YMIa LWMPOKOrO pacnpo-
CTpaHeHVsa BBUAY €€ MPOAO/IKUTENbHOCT
(B cpegHem 35 - 55 MmuHyT) [9]. Tem cambimM
MAMP/Y3-bbIOXH 1 KOTHUTUBHaA 6uoncum
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NONYyYNNN HanbosbLLee pacnpoCTpaHeHe.
OAHaKo 1 3T MeToAbl BMONCUN He NULLEHbI
HeAoCTaTKoB. Tak, pe3ynbTaTbl KOTHUTUBHOMN
61MONCUN CUNBHO 3aBUCAT OT OMbITa YyPOSIOra,
a ana MnMP/Y3-dbloxH 6roncmn TpebyeTtcs
AoporocTosiLee cneumanbHoe 06opyAoBaHMe
[10]. B HacTosLWee Bpema B aMTepaType npea-
CTaB/IeHbl MPOTMBOPEYMBbIE JaHHbIE M0 BbIAB-
NAeMoCTu KNMHNYeckn 3Haummoro PIOK npum
CpaBHeHUN yKa3aHHbIX MeToA0B. Tak A, Stabile
et al. (2018) yka3biBatoT Ha 6onee BbICOKYHO
BbIABNAEMOCTb KNINHNYECKN 3Haunmoro PIX
(ISUP > 2) B rpynne mnMP/Y3-¢btoxH 6umon-
CMW NO CPaBHEHUIO C KOrHUTUBHOWM (57,0%
1 36,0%; p = 0,002) [11]. OgHako B nccneposa-
HUK PAIREDCAP pasnnuunii B BbIABISEMOCTH
KNNHn4Yecku 3Haummoro PIK mexay mnMP/
Y3-dbloXXH U KOTHUTUBHOW 6uoncmen He
onpegensanock (38,1% v 33,3%; p = 0,08) [12],
YTO TaKXe NOATBEPXAEHO pe3ynbTaTaMn pPaH-
AoMU3npoBaHHoOro nccnegosaHmna FUTURE
(34,0% n 33%) [13].

BBnay Heo4HOPOAHOCTN CyLLLEeCTBYHOLLNX
JaHHbIX HaMn onpejeneHa Lenb 1cciesoBa-
HVA — CPAaBHUTb BbIABIAEMOCTb KJIMHNYECKU
3HAUYMMOro paka npeacraTeNbHOW Xenesbl
npw nposegeHn MNMP/Y3-$boXH N KOrHU-
TUBHOW 6roncmn.

MaTepuansbl 1 meTOoAbI

MpoBeféH peTPOCNeKTUBHbLIV aHaNn3 pe-
3ynbTaToB 278 NayMeHToB, KOTOPbIM BbIMO-
HeHa MP-npuuenbHas 6moncus npocraThl.
KpnTepnun BkAtOUEHUS: YpOBEHb NpocTaTu-
yeckoro cneynduyeckoro aHtureHa (MCA) >
2,0 Hr/mMn, u / nnn obHapyXeHWe Noj03pu-
TeJIbHOro o4vara npv NpoBeAeHn NanbLEesoro
peKkTasbHOro 1 / Ui TpaHCPeKTanbHOro y/b-
Tpa3ByKOBOro nccnegosaHua n Pi-RADSv2.1 >
3 no pesynbtatam MAOMPT. Kputepun ncknto-
YeHUA: paHee BbIAB/IeHHbIN PIDK; ocTpbii
NpPoCTaTUT, Tepannsa MHrméutTopammn 5-a pe-
JAyKTa3bl 3a nociefHve 3 MecALa; NoBbILLeHne
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ypoBHs MNCA > 15,0 Hr/Mn; 3KCTpakancynapHoe
pacnpocTpaHeHue; NnpeacTaTenbHasa xene-
3a 06BEMOM > 100 cM3; NPOTUBOMOKa3aHNA
K nposeAeHnto MNMPT.

OueHnBaemMble pe3ynbTaThl: BbiAB/Ae-
MOCTb KAMHUYECKN 3Haummoro PIX (ISUP
> 2), obwasn BbiInBAseMocTb PIMX, BoisBnsie-
MOCTb KJIMHUNYeCcKn He3Haummoro PIMK (ISUP
1), ructonornyeckasn 3¢ PekTMBHOCTb (f0N4
NOMIOXKMTENbHbIX BMONTATOB, A/IVIHA NOpaXxe-
HUA pakoM Kaxaoro buonrara).

MNepBMYHO BCEM NauveHTam nepej 6u-
oncuein nposegeHbl TPY3W npoctatel € no-
MoLlblo ¥Y3-annapata Flex Focus 500 («BK
Medical», ApS., Herlev, Denmark) — BHy-
TPUNONOCTHON 6UNNAHOBLIA AaTyunk, 12
- 4 Ml'y, — v MOMPT opraHoB Manoro Ta3a
Ha MP-annapate Siemens Magneton Skyra
3T («Siemens Healthineers» AG, Erlangen,
Germany) npotokon — T2BW, ABW, NKA-
kapTta, T1BU, AKY). Nl3ameHeHWna npejcTa-
TeNbHOW Xene3bl oLueHnBanu no wkane Pi-
RADS v2.1. lanee nayneHTamM BbINOAHANN
OAVH 13 MeTtogoB MP-npuuensHomn broncnu:
TPaHCpeKTalbHaaA KOrHUTUBHAA NN TPAHC-
nepuvHeanbHasa MAMP/Y3-bbloXH 6uoncus.
KorHntmeHaa n MnMP/Y3-¢broXH 6roncmnu
BbINOJIHANINCL OMNbITHLIMW Yposioramu ¢ 6onee
YeM 3-JIEeTHUM OMMbITOM.

Cratuctnyecknin aHanms. ObpaboTka aaH-
HbIX Mpou3BejeHa C ncrnosb3osaHvem IBMO
SPSS Statistics 25.0 («SPSS: An IBM Company»,
IBM SPSS Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). laHHble
npoBepeHbl Ha HOPMasbHOCTL pacnpeje-
NleHna ¢ nomolybto TectoB Kosamoroposa-
CmupHoBa u Shapiro-Wilk. CpaBHeHune
KaTeropmasbHbIX NepeMeHHbIX OCyLecT-
B/1I€HO C MoMoLLblo KpuTepmes Pearson’s x2
n Fisher’s exact test, a HenpepbIBHbLIX Mnepe-
MeHHbIX — ¢ noMoLbo Mann-Whitney U test.
CTaTnUCTUYECKU 3HAUYNMbIMU CUUTANUCE pas-
myma Ha yposHe p < 0,05 npu a = 0,05. Pe-
3ynbTaThl UCCNeA0BaHNA NpeacTaBieHbl Co-
rnacHo START-kpuTtepuam [14].

Pe3synbTaThl

MNpoBeséH peTpoCnekTUBHbIN aHaNn3 AaH-
HbIx: 102 naymeHTam BbINOJIHEHa KOTHUTUB-
Hasa 6uoncnsa n 176 naymeHtam — mnMP/Y3-
bbroXH broncus. MegmaHa Bo3pacta — 63
roga, 06bEM npocTatbl — 46 CM3 Kak B rpyn-
ne KOrHUTUBHOW, Tak 1 B rpynne mMnMP/Y3-
bbroXxH 6uoncun. MeanaHa yposHs MNCA —
6,4 Hr/mn B rpynne MnMP/Y3-¢boxH broncnm
1 6,7 HF/MA B rpynne KOrHUTUBHOW buoncuu.
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MeanaHa nnotHoctn NCA — 0,13 Hr/Mn/cm3
B 0beunx rpynnax (tabn. 1).

BbiaBNSI€MOCTb KAMHUYECKN 3HAYUMO-
ro paka npw BbINOJHEHUWN KOTHUTUBHOM
n MNMP/Y3-¢btloXH 6ruoncui coctasnsaer
30,3% n 25,0% cooTtBeTcTBeHHO (p = 0,329).
Mpy NOMOLLUY KOFTHUTUBHOW 6MONCUN KNUHW-
YecKM He3HauMMbIV pak BbISBAAAN pexe Mo
cpaBHeHUo ¢ MMMP/Y3-bbloXXH buorncuen
(11,8% wn 25,5%; p = 0,007). O6was BbiABASE-
MOCTb PIMXX npu BbINONHEHUN KOTHUTUBHOMN
1 MAMP/Y3-dbroxxH 6roncnii — 42,1% 1 50,5%
(p=0,176) (Tabn.2).

[lona NonoXmnTenbHbIX 6MONTATOB B rpyn-
ne MnMP/Y3-dboXH 1 KOTHUTUBHOW 6roncum
cocTtaBuna 29,5% n 30,5% cooTBETCTBEHHO
(p = 0,754). flona NnonoxXnTenbHbIX bronTa-
TOB C KJIMNHNYECKM 3HAYNMbIM PakoM 60/b-
Wwe B rpynne KOrHUTUBHOM 6uoncun (18,6%
n 13,1%; p = 0,029). MegnaHa makcmManb-
HOW ANVHBI BonTaTta, MOPaXEHHOIO PakoMm
(MCCL) npw BbinonHeHU MIMP/Y3-bbroXxH
évoncnn — 7,6 MM, KOTHUTUBHON — 6,6 MM
(p =0,320) (Tabn.3).

Mpn aHanmse BbIABAAEMOCTU KINHUYECKU
3HAYMMOro paka B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT 6anna
Pi-RADS He BbISIBNEHO CTAaTUCTNUYECKN 3HAYN-
MbIX pe3ynbTaToB Mexay rpynnamu (Pi-RADS
3 — p =0,39; Pi-RADS 4 — p = 0,41; Pi-RADS
5 —p =0,75). Y nayneHTos c Pi-RADS 3 c no-
MOLLbIO KOTHUTUBHOW 6uoncny BbISBASANN
MeHbLUe KIMHNYEeCKN He3HaYMMOro paka no
cpaBHeHMto ¢ MNMP/Y3-bbloxXH buoncuen
(p <0,001) (puc.).

O6cyxaeHune

AHann3 NMerLWnXca y Hac AaHHbIX MNO-
Kasa/, yTo BbISABASIEMOCTb KIMHNYECKN 3Ha-
ymmoro PIMXK (ISUP > 2), kak 1 obuiasi BbIB-
NIIeMOCTb COMOCTaBUMBbI MexXAy broncusamu.
KorHnTtmBHasa 6uoncms no3sonsieT B 2 pasa
pexe BbIBASATb KNINHNYECKN He3HAaUYNMBbIV
PIMX. Tmcronornyeckasn 3¢PpekTUBHOCTL ABYX
meTtog0B MP-npuuensHonm 6uoncuu cono-
CTaByMa, O4HAaKO B rpyrnne KOrHUTUBHOW
6roncun Aonsa NONOXUTENbHbLIX B1ONTaTOB
C KIMHUYEeCKM 3HAYMMbIM PaKoOM OKasasacb
6onblue.

MpeanonoXxuTenbHO BepOSATHOCTb Nonaza-
HUS BUOMCUIAHOW UTOM B oYar C KJIIMHUYECKU
3HaYMbIM pakom Npu BbiNoaHeHU MNMP/
Y3-bboXH 6Moncmn Boille B CBA3M C AOMNO-
HUTEeNbHOW BM3yanusaunen nojosputenn-
HOro o4ara B pexvme peanbHOro BpeMeHu
[12]. B uccnepgoBanum P. F. Hsieh et al. (2022)
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Ta6nuua 1. XapakTepucTuky nayueHTos
Table 1. Baseline characteristics

MapameTpbl KorHutmeHas 6uoncns  MnNMP/Y3-dbloxH broncus

Characteristics Cognitive biopsy mpMR/US-fusion biopsy

Bospacr, net . .

Age, years 63 (IQR 59; 67) 63 (IQR 58; 68) 0,968

O6bEM npocTaThl, cm3 . .

Prostate volume, cc 46 (IQR 39; 59) 46 (IQR 38; 60) 0,836

MCA, Hr/mMn . .

PSA, ng/ml 6,7 (IQR 5,2; 9,2) 6,4 (IQR 4,9; 8,7) 0,226

CBoboaHbI/06WwniA MCA, % . .

Free/total PSA ratio, % 15 (IQR 10; 18) 14 (IQR 8; 17) 0,561

MnotHocTb MCA, Hr/Mmn/cm? . .

PSA density, ng/mi/cc 0,13 (IQR 0,09; 0,20) 0,13 (IQR 0,09; 0,19) 0,896

CeMeiiHbI aHaMHe3 Mo paky npoctaTsl, n (%)

PCa family history, n (%) 7(6:8) 12(7.3) 0,983

MepBu4Hasa 6uoncus, n (%)

Biopsy-naive, n (%) 76 (74,5) 130 (73,8) 0,906

MoBTopHas 6uoncus, n (%)

Prior negative, n (%) 26 (25,5) 46 (26,2) 0,906

MonoxuntensHoe MPU, n (%)

Positive DRE, n (%) 16 (15,7) 27 (15,3) 0,939

Bann no Pi-RADS, n (%)

Pi-RADS score, n (%)
3 40 (39,2) 70 (39,8) 0,928
4 46 (45,1) 80 (45,4) 0,955
5 16 (15,7) 26 (14,8) 0,838

Moao3puTenbHbIA ovar Ha MPT, anameTp Mm . .

Suspicious lesion on MRI, DIA mm 12 (IQR 9,0;15,0) 12 (IQR 10,0;15.0) 0,432

JNlokanusauusa oyara, n (%)

Prostate region, n (%)
BepxyLuka | apex 16 (15,7) 38(21,4) 0,231
cpepHsas TpeTb | mid 69 (67,6) 108 (61,6) 0,231
oCHOBaHue | base 17 (16,7) 30(17,0) 0,936
nepeaHwve otaensl | anterior 25(24,5) 47 (26,7) 0,688
3afHue oTaensl | posterior 77 (75,5) 129 (73,3) 0,688
nepndepmnyeckas 3oHa | peripheral zone 75 (73,5) 132 (75,0) 0,787
TpaH3uTOpHas 30Ha | transitional zone 22 (21,5) 38(21,6) 0,997
LieHTpanbHas 30Ha | central zone 2(2,0) 2(1,1) 0,578
nepegHss GubpomyckynsapHas ctpomMa 3(3.0) 4(2,3) 0,732

fibromuscular zone

Mpumeyanune. NPU — nanbLeBoe pekTanbHoe uccnegosaHve, PIK — pak npeactatensHoli xenesbl; MCA — npoctaTcneumnduyecknii aHTUreH,
MPT — marHuTHope3oHaHcHas Tomorpaédus, Y3 — ynbTpasBykoBoe UccaefoBaHMe; n — Koan4yectso ciyyaes; Pi-RADS — Prostate Imaging
Reporting and Data System / CucTema OTYETHOCTW 1 aHHBIX MO BU3yanusauuu npejcratesibHow xenessbl; IQR — interquartile range / mexksap-
TUNbHBIA pa3Max

Note. DRE — digital rectal examination; PCa — prostate cancer; Pi-RADS — Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System; PSA — prostate specific antigen;
MRI — magnetic resonance imaging; US — ultrasound; n — number of cases; IQR — interquartile range
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Ta6nuua 2. Pe3ynbTaTbl KOFTHUTUBHOW U MAMP/Y3-dbroxH 6uoncmn

Table 2. Cognitive and mpMR/US-fusion biopsy outcomes

V.S. Petov, A.K. Bazarkin, E.S. Krupinov
RETROSPECTIVE ANALYSIS OF PROSTATE CANCER DETECTION
USING MPMR/US-FUSION AND COGNITIVE BIOPSY

MapameTpsl KorHutmBHas 6uoncus mMnMP/Y3-¢bioxH broncus
Characteristics Cognitive biopsy mpMR/US-fusion biopsy
JlobpokayecTBeHHas TkaHb, n (%)

Benign tissue, n (%) 41 (40,4) 51 (29,0) 0,056

MWH HKn3kon cteneHn, n (%)

Low-grade PIN, n (%) 8(7.8) 13(7,5) 0,89

MH BbICOKOI cTeneHwu, n (%)

High-grade PIN, n (%) 6(>.8) 17(9,6) 0,271

ATMNNYHaa MenkoaumHapHas nponmdepaums, n (%)

ASAP, n (%) 4(3,9 6(3,4) 0,825

O6uwasn BbisiBAsieMocTb PIK, n (%)

Overall PCa detection rate, n (%) 43(42.1) 89(50,5) 0,176
3+3 6(5,8) 14 (8,0) 0,520
3+3(MCCL>6 mm) 6 (5,8) 31(17,6) 0,006
3+4 16 (15,7) 25(14,2) 0,738
4+3 8(7,8) 9(5,1) 0,360
4+4 3(3,0) 3(1,7) 0,495
3+5 1(1,0) 2(1,1) 0,904
4+5 2(2,0) 5(2,8) 0,652
5+5 1(1,0) 0 0,189

KAnHMUeckn HesHaummblIli PTTX, n (%) 12/102(11,8) 45/176 (25,5)

. S 0,007

Clinically insignificant PCa, n (%) 12/43 (27,9) 45/89 (50,6)

KnuHuyeckn 3Haummblin PIX (ISUP > 2), n (%) 31/102(30,3) 44/176 (25,0) 0329

Clinically significant PCa (ISUP > 2), n (%) 31/43 (72,1) 44/89 (49,4) '

MpumeyaHune. ASAP — aTunuyHas menkoaumHapHas nponvdepaums; ISUP — MexayHapozAHoe 06LecTBo yposiornyeckoli natonormum; MCCL —
MaKCUManbHas AivHa 6uonTaTa, nopaxeéHHoro pakom; NMNH — npoctaTnyeckas MHTpasnNuTenmanbHas Heonnasws; PMK — pak npeactatenbHoM

Xenesbl; N — KO/n4YecTBo ciyvyaeB

Note. ASAP — atypical small acinar proliferation; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology, MCCL — maximum cancer core length, PIN —
prostatic intraepithelial neoplasia; PCa — prostate cancer; n — number of cases

Tabnuua 3. Mictonornyeckas 3¢pPpeKTMBHOCTb
Table 3. Histological efficacy

MNapameTpbl
Characteristics

KorHutmeHas 6uoncns mMnMP/Y3-¢pbioxH broncmns

Cognitive biopsy mpMR/US-fusion biopsy

Konnuecteo 610oNTaToB Ha NauneHTa, meaurara (IQR)
Number of cores per patient, median (IQR)

Bcero 6nonTaTos, n

Total cores, n

MonoxuTtenbHblie buonTathl, N (%)
Positive cores, n (%)

MonoxuTtensHele 6uonTathbl (ISUP > 2), n (%)
Positive cores (ISUP > 2), n (%)

MCCL (mm), meanaHa (IQR)

MCCL (mm), median (IQR)

MCCL (ISUP > 2) (mm), megmaHa (IQR)
MCCL (ISUP > 2) (mm), median (IQR)

3(IQR 2,0;3,0)

258

76 (29,5)

48 (18,6)

7,6 (IQR4,5; 11,3)

8 (IQR 6,6; 11,3)

5(IQR 4,0;6,0)

853

260 (30,5)

112(13,1)

6,6 (IQR 4,8; 8,0)

9.0 (IQR 6,3; 12,65)

< 0,001

0,754

0,029

0,320

0,890

MpumeyaHue. ISUP — MexayHapogHoe o6LLecTBo yponorudeckoin natonorumn; MCCL — makcnmanbHast AnHa 6ronTaTa, nopaXEHHOro pakoMm;

IQR — MHTEpKBapTWU/bHbIA MHTEPBa; N — KONMYECTBO C/yYaeB

Note. ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology; MCCL — maximum cancer core length, IQR — Interquartile Range; n — number of cases
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B KnuHuuecku-3Haummbiii pak (clinically significant cancer)

B KnuHnuecku-He3Haummblii pak (clinically insignificant cancer)

OTcyTcTBMe paka (cancer absence)
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KorHntueHas MNMP/Y 3-hbHoXH KorHntueHas MNMP/Y 3-obHoXXH KorHutuHas MNMP/Y3 hbtoXH
(cognitive biopsy) (mpMR/US-fusion  (cognitive biopsy) (mpMR/US-fusion (cognitive biopsy) (mpMR/US-fusion
(Pi-RADS 3), biopsy) (PI-RADS 4), biopsy) (PI-RADS 5), biopsy)
n=40 (Pi-RADS 3), n=70 n=46 (PI-RADS 4), n=16 (PI-RADS 5),
n=49 n=27
p
Pi-RADS 3 Pi-RADS 4 Pi-RADS 5
KnnHnueckn sHaunmein PIK
Clinically significant PCa 0,39 0.41 0.75
KnuHunyeckn HesHaunmbliA PIDK
<

Clinically insignificant PCa 0,001 0,08 0,50
Ortcytcteue PIXK 0,27 0,57 0,35

Absence of PCa

Mpumeyanune: PIX — pak npeacTatenbHO xenesbl
Note: PCa — prostate cancer

PucyHok. BbisiBnsieMoCTb paka npeacraTenbHOM Xenesbl B 3aBUCMMOCTY OT 6anna Pi-RADS

Figure. Cancer detection rate based on Pi-RADS score

YCTaHOB/IEHO, YTO MPU BbINOJIHEHUW TPAHC-
nepvHeanbHo MAMP/Y3-bbroXH 6uoncum
BbISIB/IIEMOCTb KJIMHUYECKM 3Ha4YMMOro paka
BbiLLle MO CPaBHEHWIO C KOTHUTMBHOM (52,5%
1 36,5%; p = 0,036) [15]. Tem He meHee B paje
nccnesoBaHNM NPOLEMOHCTPMPOBAaHbI COMO-
CTaBMMble pe3ynbTaTbl BbIABASAEMOCTU KIU-
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HUYeckn 3Haummoro PIX npn cpaBHeHUN
KOrHUTUBHOW N MNMP/Y3-bbloXH 6roncuia.
Tak, Hanpumep, B uccnegosaHuu L. Liang et al.
(2020) BbIABASIEMOCTb KJINHUYECK 3HAYNMOro
PIMK mexay KOrHUTUBHOW 1 MIMP/Y3-pbroXH
6uoncren conocrtasmma (39,4% n 35,8%; p =
0,641) [16]. S. Kaufmann et al. (2018) Takxe

BecTHWK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(4):88-97




ORIGINAL
ARTICLES

OTMETWJIN CPAaBHVMYIO BbISIB/IIEMOCTb KJIVHU-
Yyecky 3Hauymmoro PTIX npy MNMP/Y3-¢pbroXH
N KOTHUTMBHOW 6mnoncum (35,62% n 23,68%;
p = 0,27), npy 3TOM 06L1asa BbIABASAEMOCTb
PIMK okasanacb 60nbLue B rpynne MnMP/Y3-
dbroxH 6uoncun (52,42% n 28,95%; p = 0,04)
[17]. ConocTaBuMas BbISBASEMOCTb KJIMHMNYe-
CKW 3Ha4mmoro PIX npu npoBegeHnin KOrHum-
TUBHOW U MNMP/Y3-pbloXXH broncrein noa-
TBEepXJeHa N pesynbTaTaMu MeTa-aHanmsa
K.L. Watts et al. (2020): 34,2% »n 35,1% (p =
0,32) [18]. B yka3zaHHOM mnccnefoBaHUM Takxe
OTBepPrHyTa rurnortesa o npesocxoactse MnMP/
Y3-pbtoXXH 6MONCUN Haj KOTHUTUBHOW B OT-
HoLLleHWnK obLel BbigBassiemocTn PITK (53,4%
1 49,1%; p = 0,30).

Mmcrtonormnyeckasn s¢pdekTMBHOCTb, Xapak-
TepU3yHOLLAACA KakK A0JIA MONOXUTENbHbIX
6MONTaTOB U MakCMManbHasa A/MHA nopa-
XXEHHOro pakom 6uonTtarta, cpaBHMMa MeX-
4y MP-npuuenbHbiMM MeTogamMuy 6moncum.
B nccnegosanmnm FUTURE gonsa 6nonTaTtos
¢ PIX He pa3nnuaeTtca npu cpasHeHn MnMP/
Y3-pbtoXXH 1 KOTHUTUBHOW 6uoncumn (31,3%
n 33,3% cooTBeTcTBeHHO) [13]. TeM He MeHee
P. Pepe et al. (2017) 4AeMOHCTPUPYIOT, YTO KON~
UeCTBO MONOXUTENbHbIX 6MONTATOB 60/bLLE
B rpynne TpaHcrnepmHeaabHOW KOTHUTUBHOMN
610NCUM NO CPAaBHEHUIO C TPAHCPEKTaNbHOW
MNMP/Y3-dbroxH (58,0% 1 33,0%; p = 0,001),
4YTO, BO3MOXHO, 06YC/I0BNEHO BbIGPaHHbLIM
AOCTYINMOM ANA NMPOBeAeHNS KaXAoro 13 me-
ToaoB 6uoncum [19]. B nccnegosaHnm M.
Valerio et al. (2015) coobLlaeTca o conocTta-
BMMOWV MaKCHMaNbHON AnnHe buonTtaTa npu
CpaBHEeHUN KOTHNTUBHOW 1 MAMP/Y3-dboXH
6roncum (5,5 mm (IQR 3;8) n 6 mm (IQR 4;8);
p =0,78) [20].

YnomsHyTble L. Liang et al. (2020) Takxe
CpaBHUAU BbiABAAeMOCTb PIDK npv nposeje-
HUW KOTHUTUBHOW 1 MNMP/Y3-bbtoXH bron-
CUMN B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT 6anna wkansl Pi-RADS
[16]. Tak obLas BbiIgsBNAeMocTb PIK y nayw-
eHToB C Pi-RADS 3, 4 n 5 coctaeuna 40,0%,
74,07% v 77,78% Ansa KOTHUTUBHOMN 1 22,45%,
77,42% v 100% ansa MAMP/Y3-dbroxH 6umon-
cum (p = 0,096; 0,766 n 0,130 cooTBETCTBEH-
HO). AHasornYHbIe pe3y/ibTaTbl OTMEYEeHbI
M B OTHOLLEHNW BbIABAAEMOCTU KJIMHNYECKI
3Hauummoro PIMX (p =0,776; 0,873 1 0,689 npwu
6anne Pi-RADS 3, 4 n 5), uto Takxe cornacy-
eTcd C pe3ynbTataMy Hallero nccie[0BaHuA.
AHanornyHo B nccneaoBaHmm J. Kam et al.
(2018) y nauweHToB c PIDK Pi-RADS 4 - 5 He
06Hapy>KeHO CTaTUCTUYECKOWN Pa3HULbI B Bbl-
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ABIAEMOCTN KJNMHUYeCcKn 3Haummoro PIDK
B rpynre KOrHUTUBHOW N MAMP/Y3-pboXxH
6uoncuin (91,0% n 74,0%; p =0,1) [21]. Tem He
MeHee B nccnegoBaHum M. Oderda et al. (2016)
NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO KpaTHoe npevimyLLe-
cTBO MNMP/Y3-dpbtoXH broncun B obLiei
BbiABAgeMocTU PIK no cpaBHeHWUIO C KOr-
HUTMBHOW Yy nauuneHToB ¢ Pi-RADS 4 (57,9%
n 16,7%; p = 0,05) [22], ogHako y nayneHToB
c oyaramu Pi-RADS 3 1 5 3HaunMow pasHULbI
B 06LLeli BbiaBAsgeMocTn PIK mexay Bugamm
MP-npuuenbHow 6roncmnm yxe He obHapyxe-
HO (p=0,13; p>0,99), uto, BEpOATHO, 0BYCNOB-
JIeHO Manow BbIGOPKOW NaLMEHTOB.

B HacTosiLLeM nccnefgoBaHUM NPUCYTCTBYET
PS4 OrpaHnYeHn. AHanus3 pesynbLTaToB Mpo-
BeZEH Ha CMeLLaHHOV BblIbOpKe: MaLneHThl,
KOTOPbIM BbINO/HAMACh KakK NepBMYHas, Tak
N MOBTOPHasa 6MOMNCUA; XOTA COOTHOLLEHMe
naumMeHToB B 3TUX NOArpynnax He pasnanya-
Nnocb. Ha 06beKTMBHYO MHTepnpeTauunto pe-
3y/bTAaTOB MOr/1a 0Ka3aTb BAUAHME pa3HMLA
B 06Eme rpynn MNMP/Y3-PbtoXKH 1 KOTHUTUB-
HOW 6uoncum (2 K 1), 04HaKO XapakTepuUCTnKN
nauMeHTOB CONOCTaBMMbI. ELLE 0g4HNM OrpaHun-
YeHMeM AaHHOro UccneaoBaHMs CTano To, YTo
KOrHUTUBHAs 6Moncmnsa BbINOAHSAIACb O4HUM
yposioromM, a MNMP/Y3-$pbloXXH — Tpems, TeM
He MeHee BCe ypoJsIory 04MHAKOBO OrbITHbI.
HecmoTpst Ha HefOCTaTKW, raBHbIM Npenmy-
LLeCTBOM JaHHOW paboThkl sBnseTca 60bLUas
BbIOOpKa MaLMeHTOB, KOTOPbIM MPOBEAEH TOT
U1 NHom metog MP-npuuensHon broncunn.

3akntoyeHue

BbIsBNAeMOCTb KIMHNYECKY 3HAaYMMOro
paka npeacraTenibHOW Xenesbl, Kak 1 obLuas
BbISIBNISEMOCTb, CONOCTaBMMbI NpPU CpaBHe-
HUW KOTHUTUBHOW 1 MNMP/Y3-dbIoXH bron-
cvn. Npn 3TOM KOFTHUTUBHAsA 6MoNCUs NoYTK
B 2 pa3a pexe BbIiBAAeT KIVHNYeCKN He3Ha-
YMMBbIV pak NpeacTaTenbHOM xenesbl. KorHu-
TMBHasa 61oncms xapaktepusyetca 60bLuUel
rmcronornyeckon ap¢ekTMBHOCTbLIO B OTHO-
LWeHUX AONN MONOXUTEeNbHbIX 6MONTATOB,
cofepxawmx KINHNYECKN 3HaYUMbIA pak.
Takmm 06pa3om, KOTHUTMBHasA broncusa aBNs-
eTCsl CTOJb Xe TOYHbIM MeTOA0M ANAarHOCTUKN
paka npeacTtatenibHOW Xenesbl, Kak 1 MAMP/
Y3-bboXH 610NCUs, U MOXET ABIATLCA allb-
TepHaTMBOW Noc/eAHen B Ie4ebHbIX yUpex-
AeHunsx, rae TexHonorna MnMP/Y3-¢broxH
6110MNCcnKY B HacTosILLLee BpeMs He40CTYMNHa, HO
eCcTb 60/1bLWON ONbIT BbINOAHEHUA 6oNCUK
noJj Y3-KoHTposiem.
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