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AHHOTauus

AxkTyanbHoCTb. Pak MonouHow xernesbl (PMXX) 3aHnMaeT nepBoe MeCTo B CTPYKTYpe OHKONornyeckom 3abo-
NeBaeMOCTM XXEHCKOTO HaceneHns Bo BCeM Mupe. HecMoTps Ha ycrnexu B ero fie4eHnn, paHHAs AMarHocTrka
PM>X orpaHnyeHa BO3MOXHOCTAMU CKPUHMHIOBOW MamMorpadumn 1 3avactyo TpebyeT AoNnonHUTENbHOM
BM3yanu3aummn MornoYHbix xenes. Llenb nccnegosaHus — o6006LLeHe U aHann3 UMEILLMXCS OaHHbIX O
COBPEMEHHbIX Ny4eBbIX MeTOAax AOMONMHUTENBHOW BU3yann3aLunm MOMOYHbIX Xenes, NpUMeHSeMbIX A5 YCO-
BepLueHCcTBOBaHUs ckpuHnHra PMXK. MaTtepuan n metoabl. B 0630p BKMHOYEHb! AaHHbIE PaH40OMU3MPOBAHHbLIX
KOHTponupyembix uccnegosanumn (PKU) n metaaHannsos 06 3pdeKTBHOCTY NyYeBbIX METOAOB BU3yanusaumnm
MOIOYHBbIX Xernes B paHHen agnarHoctuke PMXK, onybnivkoBaHHble 3a nocregHue 7 net. [Nounck nponssoamncs
B cuctemax Pubmed, Web of Science, Scopus, The Cochrane Library. Bcero 6bino HangeHo 100 nutepatyp-
HbIX NCTOYHUKOB, NOCBALLEHHbIX aHanun3y apdeKTMBHOCTY NyYeBbIX METOA0B B CKpUHUHIE PMK, 13 KOTOpbIX
51 ncnomnb3oBaH B npeactaBneHHoM o63ope. PesynbTatbl. CkprHuHr PMXX ¢ npyMeHeHnem pasnuyHbiX
MEeToa0B BU3yanusauum B Mupe nposoautcs 6onee 30 nert, n 3a nocriegHve 10 neT 4OCTUTHYT 3HAYNTENbHbIN
NpPOrpecc B yCOBEPLUEHCTBOBAHWUN PEHTIEHONOMMYECKNX, YbTPa3ByKOBbIX M MarHUTHO-PE30OHAHCHBIX TEXHO-
norui B paHHen anarHoctuke PMXK. Ha gaHHbIn MOMEHT nepen opraHM3aTtopamm 34paBOOXpaHEHUs CTOUT
BOMpPOC BbiGOpa BEKTOpa yCOBEPLUEHCTBOBaHMSA NporpamMmmsl ckpuHuHra PMXX nytem BHegpeHust umdpoBoro
TOMOCWHTE3a, KOHTPacTHOW CcrneKkTpanbHONn Mammorpacum nnu yckoperHon MPT. CornacHo Tekylumm pe-
3ynsratam aHanu3a gaHHbIX nuTepaTypbl, HaMbonee BbICOKON YyBCTBUTENBHOCTLIO 06naaatoT KOHTpacTHas
cnekTpanbHasa Mammorpadusa n yckopeHHaa MPT, HO nccnenoBaHus YyBCTBUTENBHOCTH, CNeLnUYHOCTH,
MONOXMWTENBHOIO 1 OTPULLATENBHOTO NPOrHOCTNYeckux 3HaverHun (PPV, NPV) npogomkatoTtcs. 3akntoueHue.
MpeacTaeneHHbIe faHHbIE NOATBEPXAAK0T aKTyarnbHOCTb NOMCKa BEKTOPa YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBaHMSA NporpaMmbl
ckpuHuHra PMXK, ans yero Tpebyetcs elle 60nbLUe MHOMOLEHTPOBBLIX MPOCMEKTUBHBIX UCCMEA0BAHWI C LENbo
onpegeneHnsa onTMmManbHOro MeToaa yny4dleHns nporpaMmmMbl CkpuHuHra PMDK.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pakK MOJIOYHOM Xene3sbl, CKPWUHUHTI, paHHAA AWarHOCTUKa, LWICprBail MaMMOfpa(bVlil,
TOMOCUHTE3, KOHTPACTHas cneKkTpanbHas MaMMOfpaq)Mﬂ, MPT MOnou4HbIX Xenes.

#=7 AnHakynoBa Akmapan CepukoBHa, kydyralievamadina28@gmail.com
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Abstract

Background. Breast cancer is the most common cancer in women worldwide. Despite advances in treatment
of breast cancer, early-stage breast cancer detection is limited by screening mammography and often requires
additional breast imaging. The purpose of the study was to analyze available data on modern imaging
techniques of additional breast visualization used for improving breast cancer screening. Material and
Methods. The review includes data from randomized controlled trials and meta-analyzes on the effectiveness
of breast imaging techniques for early-stage breast cancer detection. The search was carried out in Pubmed,
Web of Science, Scopus and Cochrane Library databases. Out of 100 publications published over the past
7 years, 51 were included in the presented review. Results. Breast cancer screening using various imaging
techniques has been carried out in the world for more than 30 years, and over the past 10 years significant
progress has been made in improving X-ray, ultrasound and magnetic resonance technologies in the early
breast cancer detection. At present, healthcare organizers are faced with the question of choosing a vector
for improving the breast cancer screening program by introducing digital tomosynthesis, contrast spectral
mammography, or accelerated MRI. According to the current results of the analysis of literature data, contrast
spectral mammography and accelerated MRI have the highest sensitivity, but studies of sensitivity, specificity,
positive and negative predictive values (PPV, NPV) are ongoing. Conclusion. The data presented in the
review confirm the necessity for finding the vector for improving the breast cancer screening program using
multicenter prospective trials.

Key words: breast cancer, screening, early diagnosis, digital mammography, tomosynthesis, contrast

spectral mammography, breast MRI.

Beenenue

Pak momounotii xenesbt (PMXX) — Bemymas npu-
YHHA CMEPTHOCTH OT PaKa CPeIr KEHIUH 10 BCEMY
Mupy. brnaronaps mmpoxkoMy pacnpocTpaHEHHIO CO-
BpPEMEHHBIX METOJIOB JIEUEHHSI OTMEYAETCS Yy qllIeHHnE
MoKa3aresieil BBKHBAEMOCTH CPENU JKEHIIMH C JIaH-
HBIM JMarH030M. HecMoTps Ha CyIieCTBeHHBIE yCIIEXH
B JICYEHUH TALUEHTOK, PAHHASA JUArHOCTHKA ATOTO
3200JICBaHMSI OCTACTCSI CEPhE3HOM MPOOIEMOH.

B GonbmmHCTBE CTpaH ¢ 1EIbI0 paHHeW JTUarHo-
ctukn PMK pa3paboTranbl CKpUHUHTOBEIE TTPOTPaAM-
MbI. Yalrie Bcero B KauecTBE METO/I0B 00CIIeIOBaHNS B
nporpamme ckpuHuHra PMOK riconb3yroTces: KITuHu-
YecKoe 00CIIeIoBaHIE MOJIOYHBIX JKeJe3 U IU(poBast
mammorpadus (LIM). Pe3ynbrarsl MHOTOUHCIIEHHBIX
PaHIOMU3HPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJIHUPYEMBIX HCCIENO0-
BaHUN CBMJIETENIBCTBYIOT O CHM)KEHHUH CMEPTHOCTH
Onarogapsi CKpUHHUHIOBO Mammorpaduu Ha 30 %
[1]. Onnako B HacTosllee BpeMsi B MEAULIUHCKOM
c000TIeCcTBE 0OCYKIAIOTCSI CTIOCOOBI MTOBBIICHUS
3¢ (HeKTHBHOCTH MaMMOTpapuIecKoro CKpHHUHTa
[2], Tak Kak MaMMOTpadusi UMEET CBOM OTPAHUYCHHS:
YYBCTBUTEIHHOCTh METO/Ia 3HAUNTEILHO CHIDKACTCS Y
YKSHIIIUH C BRICOKOW TNTIOTHOCTHIO MOJIOYHBIX JKEJe3 —
110 50 % o1 ucxoaHbIX 79—-85 % y )KESHIITUH C )KUPOBOMA
IJIOTHOCTHIO MOJIOYHBIX skene3 [3, 4]. Okono 20 %

100

keHIUH nocie [IM tpebOyeTrcst monmoHUTENbHAS
BH3yallM3allisl MOJIOUHBIX JKene3 [S] u Ouorncwus, Ko-
Topasi obmanaet Huzkoir PPV (28,6 %), uto, B cBOTO
ouepeib, IPUBOAMT K ITOBBIILIEHHOM JIy4€BOM Harpy3Ke
Ha OpPTaHU3M KCHIIUHBI, BHICOKOMY YPOBHIO TPEBOX-
HOCTHU MALIMEHTOK U SKOHOMHYECKUM MHOTEPSM s
rocynpapcrsa [6].

OTH OTpaHUICHUS YACTO CTAHOBSTCS TPHYUHON UT-
HOPUPOBAHUS CKPUHUHTA >KEHIITTHAMHE, YTO CHIDKAET
3¢ dexkTuBHOCTH BCell mporpammsl [7, 8]. [1aBHBIMU
TpeOOBaHUSAMH K COBPEMEHHOU mporpamMme CKpH-
HuHra PMIK sBisiroTcst BBICOKasi YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTD
u cnenupuaHOCTh ¢ Bhicokol PPV, a Taxoke 6e3omac-
HOCTH U IIHUPOKAsI JOCTYITHOCTb MPOTPAMMBI.

Heap mccaenoBanusi — 000OIICHNE W aHATU3
MMEIONINXCS TAaHHBIX O COBPEMEHHBIX JIYYEBBIX Me-
TOMAX JOMOJHUTEIBHONU BU3YaIU3AIMA MOJOYHBIX
JKeJe3, MPUMEHIEMBIX ISl YCOBEPIICHCTBOBAHUS
ckpununra PMXK.

IIpumeHeHue yabTPa3ByKOBBIX METO/10B

BHU3YAJIM3ALHU MOJIOYHBIX KeJjle3

B ckpuHnure PMK

Hawubonee yacTo HCII0Ib3yeMbIM AOTIOIHUTEIEHBIM
METOJOM BU3yajM3allMM MOJOYHBIX JK€JI€3 B IPO-
rpamMMme ckpunuHra PMX sBnsiercst ynbTpa3BykoBoe
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uccnenosanue (Y3M). Ha nepBoe mecto BeIcTynaer
ATOT METOJ[ Y KEHIUH C TUTIOM TUIOTHOCTH MOJIOY-
HbIx kene3 C-D [9, 10]. DTo oTHOCHUTENBHO HEIO-
poroi, 6e30TacHBIA U MHPOKOAOCTYITHBIA METO.
UyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH U30HMpoBaHHOTO Y3U B paHHeH
nuarHoctuke PMOK cooTBeTCTBYET HyBCTBUTEILHOCTH
nugppoBoit Mammorpaduu [11].

B Awmepuxkanckom xomiemxe paauoioros (ACR)
MIPOBE/IEHO NMPOCMIEKTUBHOE UCCIIEI0OBAHNE, B KOTOPOE
BKJIIOUYCHBI 2637 KEHIIMH C BBICOKOHW INIOTHOCTBIO
MOJIOYHBIX JK€JIe3, UMEBIINX HOPMAJIbHBIC PE3YIbTaThI
MamMmorpaduu 1, Kak MUHAMYM, OJIMH (haKTop pucKa
pa3Butust PMIK. ITo pesynbratam Y3U Mom04HBIX
Kerne3 Ouoricust ObUTa peKoMeH10BaHa § % JKEHIINH,
13 KOTOPBIX y 7,4 % TUCTONOTHYECKH TOATBEPKICH
3JI0Ka4eCTBEHHBIN Tporiecc [12].

N. Ohuchi et al. B xoae paHIOMH3UPOBAHHOTO
koHTponupyemoro uccienosanus (J-START) oGcene-
noBanu 72 998 xenmuH B Bo3pacte ot 40 no 49 ner.
YcTaHoBIeHO, UTO Ucnonb3oBanue Y3 B komIuiekce
¢ lIM mpuBOAWT K MOBBINICHUIO YYBCTBUTEIEHOCTH
CKPUHHUHTOBOH MTPOTPAMMBEI, B TO )K€ BpeMsI OTMEJaeT-
s CHIDKEHHE TToKasarenen cnerupuaroct [13], ato
MIPUBOIUT K OOJIBITIEMY YUCITy Ouoricuii [14].

W.H. Kim et al. cpaBHUIH yIBTpa3BYKOBOH METO
BU3YyaIM3allUF MOJIOYHBIX JKelle3 C UPPOBBIM TOMO-
cunTe3oM (L[T) y 698 sxeHIuH ¢ BBICOKOH TNIOTHOCTBIO
MOJIOYHBIX )KeJ1e3. Pe3ynbTaTsl uccienoBaHus npoje-
MoHcTpupoBaid, uto Y3U appexrusnee, yem LT, mpu
WCCJICIOBAaHUU KEHIIMH U3 TPYIIIBI BEICOKOTO PUCKA
paszButuss PMIXK [15]. A. Tagliafico et al. omyGmuko-
Balll MIPOMEXYTOUHBIE PE3YyNBTaThl TEKYIIETO Mpo-
cniektuBHOTO HecienoBanmst (ASTOUND), B koropoM
TaK)Ke MPOBOIWIOCH CPABHEHHE 3THX JIBYX METOOB
BH3yaJIM3allii MOJIOYHBIX jkesie3. O01ee KoIu4ecTBO
Y4acCTHUKOB — 3231 4yenoBeK, KpUTepUSIMH BKIIIOUEHHS
B HCCIIeIOBaHUE OBLIH: MIIOTHBIC MOJIOYHBIC YKeJIe3bl
Y HETaTUBHBIC PE3yJIbTaThl CKpUHHHIOBOW MaMMOTpa-
¢un. [pu Y3U auarnoctuposano 23 ciyuas PMK,
B TO BpeMs Kak ¢ nomounpsto LT BeisBien 1 cimydaid
PMXK. Takum ob6pa3om, spdexkruBHOCTs Y3U Ha
(hoHE TUTOTHBIX MOJIOUHBIX JKesie3 B cpaBHeHnH ¢ 1T
coctasuna 7,1 va 1000 sxenmwma potus 4,0 Ha 1000
COOTBETCTBEHHO [16].

PenTrenonornyeckue MeTo/ibl BU3yaJau3aluu

MOJIOYHBIX jKeJie3 B ckpuHuHTre PMIK.

I{u¢ppoBoii TOMOCHHTE3 MOJIOYHBIX

skesie3 B ckpuHuHre PMOK

B nocnennue nBa necATHNETHS ¢ LEIBIO YIIyd-
meHus 3Qp¢deKTuBHOCTH BbIsiBIeHns PMIXK u mep-
COHAJIM3ALMH JICUCHNUs aKTUBHO pa3paldaThiBalOTCs
CIIeIMaJIbHbIE PEHTTCHOJOTHYECKHE TEXHOIOTHH.
Haubonee coBpemennoit simsercs L[T momodnbIx
xkene3. B CIIA B 2011 1. metox 6511 omobpen FDA
JUISL UICTIOJIB30BAaHUsI B Kau€CTBE JUArHOCTHYECKOTO
Merona, a B 2016 . — B KayecTBe CKPUHUHTOBOTO
MeToza uccieaopanus [17].

LT, momo6HO KOMUIBIOTEpHOUW TOMoOTpaduu,
MIPOU3BOIUT CEPUI0 HU3KOJO3UPOBAHHBIX CHUMKOB
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MOJIOYHOH JKEJIe3bl B PA3IMYHBIX TIPOEKIIUAX C [IOMO-
IIBI0 BpAIIAIOIICHCs] pEHTICHOBCKOHM TpyOKH. 3areM
M300paKeHUST PEKOHCTPYUPYIOTCS C MOMOIIBIO CTIe-
[IUAJIBHOTO MPOrPaMMHOT0 oOecrieueHus. [1aBHbIM
npeumyinectsoM LT siBnsiercst ycrpanenne apdexra
CYTIEPUMITO3UITIU TKAHU MOJIOYHBIX JKelle3, B Pe3yiib-
TaTe 4ero YIydIIaeTCs BU3yaTn3aIusi BCEX CTPYKTYP-
HBIX 3JIEMEHTOB, YTO MO3BOJISCT MU HEPSHIIMPOBAT
HapyIICHNE aDXUTEKTOHUKN OT 0ObEMHBIX N3MCHEHUI
1 00HapyXMBaTh 00pa30BaHUs, HE BCETNa BUIAUMBIC
Ha MaMMOTpaMMax.

Baxubim npeumymiectsoM LT siBasiercss 3Hauu-
TEIIbHOE YMEHBIICHUE MOBTOPHBIX HCCICAOBAHUM.
E. McDonald et al. oociienoBanu 25 000 xeHIMH, U3
Hux 20,5 % nocne mammorpaduu ObUTH TPHUTIIAIECHBI
Ha TIOBTOPHOE HCCIICIOBAHKUE, B TO BpPEeMs Kak IIO-
cie LT moBTOpHOE HCCenoBaHue MOTPEOOBAIOCH B
16,0 % ciyuaes [18].

Ilo maHHBIM MPOCTEKTUBHOTO HCCIEIOBAHMUS,
nposenennoro P. Skaane et al., ¢ ygactuem 13 000
JKEHUIMH, Npu ucnonb3oBanuu LT BwIsABISIEMOCTH
PMX coctaBuna 8,0 na 1000 00ciie10BaHHBIX, B TO
BpeMs KaK IMpH UCToib30BaHun LIM 3 peKkTHBHOCTD
BeLiBiTeHus1 PMOK paBasinace 6,1 Ha 1000. Kpome Toro,
0TMEYAJI0Ch YMEHBIICHUE YHCIIA JIOXKHOOTPUIIATEb-
HBIX pe3ynpTaroB Ha 15 % [19]. B mHOTOLIEGHTpOBOM
PETPOCTIEKTHBHOM HCCJIEIOBAHNH, HAPSAY CO 3HAUH-
TEJTbHBIM CHIKEHUEM MTOBTOPHBIX HCCIIEI0BAHMI, TaK-
JKe MoKa3aHa aHAJIOTHYHas 3PPEKTUBHOCTh METO/IA:
yactoTta oOHapyxenus PMX ¢ 4,2 na 1000 Boipocna
1o 5,4 na 1000 uccnenosanuii [20]. UckiroueHue
coctaBmwiu 10 % >XKEHIIWH C TUIOTHOCTHIO MOJIOYHBIX
xenes tuna D [15].

B CIHIA LT Bce yamie BBICTYIAeT B Ka4eCTBE
OCHOBHOTI'O METOZIa CKPUHUHIOBOH niporpamMmMbl PMOK
Oiraromapst BBICOKOH 2(h(PEKTUBHOCTH U CHIDKCHHIO
MOBTOPHBIX HcclenoBaHuid. Ero orpaHu4eHusMu siB-
JISTFOTCSI BBICOKAsi Ce0ECTOMMOCTD, BPEMsI3aTPATHOCTh
JUIsl Bpada, TOTPEOHOCTh B OOJAUHOM XPAHWIIHIIE
JTAHHBIX ¥ BBICOKAs JTydeBasi Harpy3Ka JiIsl MalfenHTa.
K Baxxubm Hemoctarkam LT oTHOCHTCS HU3KAS d-
(exrrBHOCTH BBIsIBIICHNS] PMOK y 'KEHIIMH ¢ BRICOKOH
IJIOTHOCTBIO MOJIOUHBIX jkeie3 [21].

PenTrenonornyeckue MeToAbI BU3YaJIH3aALHH

MOJIOYHBIX :KeJie3 B ckpuHuHTe PMIK.

KonTpacTHas ciekTpajibHasg MmaMMmorpadgust

(KCM) B ckpunnnre PM7K

KonTpactHast cnexrpaibHas Mammorpadus —
PEHTTEHOJIOTHUECKUI METOJ BU3yaJln3alliy MOJIOY-
HBIX JKeJie3 ¢ OOMOCHBIM BBEJICHHEM HOZICOIEpIKaIllero
KOHTPAacTHOT'O BELIECTBA, TO3BOJIAIOLINN OOHAPYKHUTh
TUIIEPBACKYJISIPHBIE OYarn B MOJIOYHBIX JKEIE3ax,
accouuupoBaHHble ¢ PMIK. TexHuka nposeaeHus
KCM Bkirouaet B ce0si BHYTPUBEHHOE BBEJICHUE
HoacoaepKalero KOHTPacTHOTO BEIIECTBA U3 pacdeTa
1,2—1,5 Mi/Kkr. DKCMO3HUIUS TPOU3BOIUTCS dYepes
2,5-3 MuH moclne BBEACHHUS KOHTpacTa. B Teuenwne
5 MMH IPOU3BOJUTCS Ceprsi CHUIMKOB B CTaHIAapTHBIX
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KpaHUOKAayJaIbHBIX U MEIUONIATEPATIbHBIX KOCBIX IIPO-
EKIHSX, C TOyYeHUeM N300paykeHN I HU3KOH SHEPT1H,
KOTOpBIE SBISIFOTCS KBUBAJICHTOM OOBIYHON MaMMO-
rpaMMbl U W300paXEHUH BBICOKOW SHEPTHH. 3aTeM
MIPOUCXOANUT ABTOMATHIECKAs TEHEPAITHS IBYX THIIOB
n300pakeHusl B eAMHOE N300paKeHHEe, KOTOPOE OTO-
OpakaeT pacrpeneneHre KOHTPAaCTHOTO BellecTBa U
BaCKYJISIPU3ALIMIO CTPYKTYPHBIX SJIEMEHTOB MOJIOUHOM
xenessl [22-24]. Baxuoii onueit i quddepenuu-
AIBHOM TMAarHOCTUKH 3a00JICBaHUI MOJIOYHBIX JKEJIe3
SIBJISIETCSI BOBMOXKHOCTH TIPOU3BECTH OTCPOYCHHBIE
CHHMIMKH, TaK KaK KOHTPACTHOE BEIIECTBO COXPAHAETCS
B TKaHU MOJIOYHOM *esne3bl 10 10 MuH.

[To npuuune npesocxoacrsa KCM wan nudpoBoit
Mammorpadueii (LIM) oHa HCMONB3yeTCsT B LEISIX
nuarHoctTuku PMOK y manueHTok ¢ KIMHUYECKUMHU
CUMIITOMAaMH 3JIOKaY€CTBEHHOTO 3a00JieBaHMs WIN
HEOHO3HAYHBIMU PE3yIbTaTaMU CKPUHUHTOBON MaM-
Morpaduu. B 2014 1. omy0aMKoBaHbI pe3yIbTaThl KIU-
HUYECKOTO HMCCIeA0BaHUs ¢ ydyactueM 113 xeHmuH
C HEOAHO3HAYHBIMH PE3yJbTaTaMU CKPUHUHTOBOM
mammorpadun. Metox KCM nokazan 100 % gyBcTBu-
TeNbHOCTH B BbIsiBIeHHH PMOK B cpaBHenuu ¢ [IM,
YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH KOTOPOH cocTaBmia 96,9 % [25].
B xone perpocriekTuBHOTO aHanu3a 3hHEeKTHBHOCTH
KCM 65u10 npoananu3upoBano 426 ucropuii 6oae3Hn
narueHTok ¢ PMX u 218 nmamuentok ¢ qo0pokaue-
CTBEHHBIMH 00Pa30BaHUSIMHU MOJIOYHBIX XKelle3, MMOI-
BepruyTbix KCM. Pe3ynbraTsl IpoeMOHCTPpHUPOBAIH
BBICOKYIO 4yBCcTBUTENBHOCTH KCM B 00enx rpymnmax.
85 % nobpoxauecTBeHHBIX U 93 % 31I0Ka4eCTBEHHBIX
00pa3zoBaHUil BH3yaTU3UPOBAINCH HA PEKOMOMHAHT-
HBIX U300paKEHUSAX, B TO BPEMsI KaKk Ha MaMMOTpaMm-
Max ObLIO BBIsSIBICHO 74,3 % 10OpOKadecTBEHHBIX H
89,6 % 3110KaueCTBEHHBIX 00pa3oBaHwmii [26].

MHorue uccneaoBaTeN OTMETHIIN 3HAYUTEIbHBIC
npeumymectsa KCM ans uccienoBaHusi MOJIOUHBIX
’Kelie3 BBICOKOW UM OY€HBb BBICOKOW IIOTHOCTU. B
MHOTOIIGHTPOBOM KJIMHUYECKOM HCCIIEIOBaHUU Me-
toga KCM y 70 >keHIIMH C MJIOTHBIMU MOJOYHBIMU
KeJle3aMH W TOAO03PUTENbHBIMA U3MEHEHUSMH Ha
mammorpammax F. Diekmann et al. BersiBumm ymyd-
[IeHHE MTOKa3aTeseil 9yBCTBUTENBHOCTH ¢ 35 10 59 %
[27]. Y. Cheung et al. mpOCIIEKTUBHO CpAaBHUBAJIN ME-
tonbl KCM u LIM y 89 sxentua co 100 pa3nuyHbiMu
YCTaHOBJICHHBIMH TTOPAKCHUSIMU Ha (DOHE IJIOTHBIX
MOJIOUHBIX Kene3. OTMEeUeHO MOBLIIICHUE YYBCTBU-
tenpHOCTH ¢ 71,5 10 92,7 %, cCenupUIHOCTH — C
51,8 10 67,9 % [28]. J. Sung et al. cpaBauBamn KCM
u Y3U B ckpunuHroroit nporpamme PMOK. Cpeau 250
TTAIUEHTOK CO CPETHUM prckoM pa3Butus PMIK Ow11o
obHapyxeHo 5 cimydaeB PMIK: onyH BEISIBIICH ITPH T10-
Mot LIM, aBa — ipu momonu Y3U, B TO Bpems Kak
KCM nokazama 100 % BeisBIIsIEMOCTb [29], 4TO roBO-
PHT 0 BBICOKO# uyBcTBUTENbHOCTH MeTona. E. Klang et
al. mpencTaBuIIM UTOTH PETPOCIICKTUBHOTO CPABHEHHUS
KCM u Y3U: uysctButensHocts KCM Oblta Oosee
gyeM B 2 pasa Beime (97 % mnpotus 40 %); mokasa-
temu cneruduanocta it KCM cocrasuim 92 %,
s Y3U monounsix xenes — 8 % [30].
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YuureiBast BeIcOKY0 d(hdhexkruBHOCTE KCM B inia-
raoctuke PMOK, ObITO TIpEmIoKEeHO BKIIFOUYUTE 3TOT
METO/1 B CKpHHMHTOBYI0 niporpammy PMXK i manu-
€HTOK BBICOKOT'O PUCKa, UMEIOIINX IIPOTUBOIIOKA3aHUS
Kk exeroqaoit MPT. OgHako yacTh MEIUIIMHCKOTO
€0001IIecTBa BBICTYTHJIA TPOTHB, APTYMEHTHPYS 3TO
YacTO Pa3BUBAIOIIUMHUCS AJUIEPTUIECKUMH peaKIus-
MH Ha BBE/IEHHE KOHTpPAcTHOro BemiecTra. [losTomy
MIPEJIOKEHHBIHN allTOPUTM IMATrHOCTHKH HCIIONB3YyeT-
Csl IPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO B paMKaX MCCIIE0BATEIhCKUX
pabor.

M. Jochelson et al. cpaBHMBaNM AMarHocTUYe-
ckue BoaMoxkHoctu CM, [IM u MPT y 52 sxeHuuH ¢
YCTaHOBJIEHHBIM muaraozom PMK. D¢ddexruBHOCTL
MeToJ10B coctaBmiia 96, 81 u 96 % COOTBETCTBEHHO
[31]. E. Fallenberg et al. npoBenu moxoxee uccie-
JIOBaHUE 3TUX AMATHOCTUYECKUX METO/0B cpenn 80
skeHuH ¢ PMOK B Bo3pacte ot 28 no 79 ner. UM u
KCM Obutr JOCTYITHBI BO BCEX CIy4asx, B OTIUYHE
or MPT: nBe y4acTHHIIBI CTpajaiu KiaycTpopoou-
ell 1 MMeNH MPOTHBOIOKAa3aHMsI K €€ MPOBEICHHIO.
YysctButensHocts KCM cocrasuna 100 %, MPT u
M — 97,4 u 82,5 % cootBercTBeHHO [32].

IlepBoe kpymHOE IPOCTIEKTUBHOE HCCIIEIOBAHNE,
cpaBuuBatomiee npumenenne KCM, UM u MPT B
CKpHHUHIOBOM nporpamme PMIK, Obuto mpoBeneHo
M. Jochelson et al. beuto oto6pano 307 >KEHITUH C
BBICOKHM pHUCKOM pa3BuTusi PMK, kotopbie Obun
o6cnenoBansl ¢ momomipio KCM u MPT ¢ naTepBanom
B 30 mHeit. Ha nzo0paxkenusix Hu3koii aepruu (LIM)
Y3JI0BBIX 00pa30BaHMIA HA B OJJHOM CITy4ae BBISBICHO
He 66u10. C Tomontsio MPT u KCM auarHocTrpoBaHo
2 UHBA3UBHBIX JOJHKOBBIX paka. Y OIHOM MaIlUeHTKH
110 JaHHbIM MPT nmMenach 30Ha NOBBILLIEHHOW THIIED-
BacCKyJIsIpy3alii MeHee | cM, KOTopas He BHU3yallu-
supoBanack Ha KCM. Crycts 9 Mec Ha 3TOM MecTe
npu KCM 06bu1 00HapykeH MPOTOKOBBIN pak in situ
C HOBBIM MHBA3UBHBIM PAaKOM B KOHTpajarepaibHOM
xKernese. B mepuos omHoe THeTo HaOMFOICHUS CITydacB
nHTepBaTbHOrO PMOK He OBLITO BBISIBIICHO, HO 2 HOBBIX
ciaydass PMOK 3apeructpupoBaHbl 110 pe3yjbTaTaM
ckpunuHra. Takum obpaszom, cneuupuaHocts KCM
oKazanachk He Xyxke cneruduanoctd MPT MomodHbIx
)xenes [33].

ITocrne myGnmKaIuu pe3ybTaToB ATOTO UCCIIeI0Ba-
Hust KCM crana mmpoko HCHONIb30BaThCs Y JKEHIINH C
BBICOKHUM puckoM pa3Butus PMIK, kotopslil koppenu-
POBAJI ¢ CEeMEHHBIM aHAMHE30M; C INTOTHOCTHIO MOJIOU-
HBIX )kene3 Tuma D; ¢ mpenpakoBbIMu 3a001eBaHISIMH
MOJIOYHBIX JK€Je3; a Tak)Ke Yy MalueHTOK, KOTOPhIM
pexomennoBaHo exxerogqHoe MPT, Ho cTpanaromux Ts-
JKEIIOH CTENeHBI0 KIIayCcTpo(hoOnH, auiepruniecKuMu
peaxIusaMi Ha TaJONUHIA WM UMEIOINX MeTaJlln-
Yyeckre 00BEeKTHl B OpraHu3Me. Taxke pacTeT Yucio
JKCHIIMH, 00€CTIOKOCHHBIX OTIA0KEHHSIMHU TaI0TUHHUS
B FOJIOBHOM MO3[€, B CBSI3U C YEM OHU OTAAIOT MPEA-
nourenue KCM [34].

B 2017 1. ma 3acenanuu CooOImiecTBa paamoio-
roB Cesepnoit Amepuku (RSNA) J. Sumkin et al.
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npeacTaBwin pesynsrarel cpaBHeHHss MPT, KCM u
PaIUOHYKIHIHBIX METOIOB BH3YyallM3aIlll MOIIOY-
HBIX JKeJie3. B mccienoBanny MpuHSIIN ydactue 79
skermmH ¢ PMOK. Meton MPT nponemoHcTpupoBat
OOJBIITYI0 YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTh, YeM KCM, xoTs numen
3HAYUTENLHO OOJIBIIIEE YUCIIO JIOKHOMOIOKATEIEHBIX
pesynberaroB [35]. CrnexyeT OTMETHTD, 9YTO PagHoOHY-
KJIMJTHBIE METOMBI BU3yaJIM3aIlMd MOJOYHBIX JKEJe3
HE PEKOMEHAYIOTCS K MPUMEHEHUI0 AMEPUKAHCKUM
koJutemkeM paauoiorun (ACR) BBULY BBICOKOI CyM-
MapHOU 1036l HOHU3UPYIOIIETO H3IyIeHHS [36].

J. Sung et al. peTpocnieKTUBHO NIPOAHATN3UPOBAIH
s dexruBHOCTb cCKpHUHTOBOM KCM y 904 sxeHIuH.
Bornb1ias 4acTh y4aCTHUI] IMEITN BBICOKYIO THIOTHOCTb
MOJIOUHBIX JKkene3 (77 %) M mpakTHUecKH Kaxaas
(90 %) — npyrue (hakTopsl pUCKa, TAKHE KaK OTATO-
LIEHHBIN ceMeliHblit anamue3 uiu PMK B nuynom
anamue3e. Cpeau HUX ObLTO OOHApYXKEHO 14 ciydaes
PM2K, a yactora BeIsgBIcHHS cocTtaBmia 15/1000 o0-
CJIeTIOBAaHHBIX JKEHIIWH, 43 % CIIydacB TUarHOCTUPO-
BaHbI TOJIBKO Onaromaps KCM [29].

C. Chou et al. mpoBenu cpaBHEHHE METOIOB BH-
3yalln3alii MOJIOYHBIX JKeJIe3 ¢ KOHTPacTHPOBaHU-
€M, OCHOBaHHBIX Ha BBISIBICHUH THIIEPBACKYIISPHBIX
ougaros (MPT, KCM u IIT ¢ xouTpactupoBanuem). B
HCCIICIOBAHUY MPUHSIN yuacTue 185 )KeHIIUH ¢ pas-
JIUYHBIMHU TIOPAYKSHUSIMHU MOJIOUHBIX JKeJle3 KaTerOpruHu
orneHok BI-RADS 4 u BI-RADS 5. B stoif momys-
IIMM HACUMUTHIBAJIOCH 81 3J10Ka4yeCTBEHHOE HOBOOO-
pasoBanue u 144 100poKkaueCTBEHHBIX 00pa30BAHUSI.
Pesynprare! Obun crepyromumu: MPT, KCM u LT ¢
KOHTPaCTHPOBAaHNEM ITOKa3aJH 0oJiee BHICOKYIO UyB-
CTBUTEIFHOCTD, YeM HaTHBHBIE M300paxenus LIM n
LIT. He 0OHapy»)€HO CYIIECTBEHHOM Pa3HUIIBI MEXKTY
s dexTuBHOCTEIO MPT Monounbix xene3 1 KCM
[37]. Kpome Toro, KCM u MPT MosnouHbIX xeie3
00TaaroT paBHON YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTHIO TIPH OICHKE
MIOJIO3PUTENBHBIX MUKPOKaIbIIMHATOB [38].

[Ipeumymecreom KCM sBasieTcst xoporuast nepe-
HOCHMOCTb, BCe 49 ONpOIIEHHBIX )KEHIIIH OTMETHIIN
KOM(pOPTHOCTE, OBICTpPOTY M OectrymMmHOCTE KCM 110
cpasaennio ¢ MPT [39]. B mpocrieKTHBHOM CKPUHIH-
TOBOM HccIeA0BaHUU 79 % KSHIIUH MPEATOYUTAIN
KCM, ecnu ObutH TIpeaynpexaeHbl 00 OIMHAKOBOM
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTH JBYX MeTo0B [40].

K memocrarkam KCM OTHOCHTCS IOCTAaTOYHO
BBICOKO€ MOHU3UPYIOIEE U3ITYUCHUE B CPABHEHUU C
JIPYTMMH METOJIaMU BU3YaIH3aI[1 MOJIOYHBIX JKEJIe3:
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT 00BheMa KeJe3UCTON TKaHH U TeX-
HUYECKUX XapaKTCPUCTHK amnmapara Juara3oH J0ToJI-
HUTEJIbHOU JIy4e€BOM HArpy3KH MOXKET BAPbUPOBATHCS
ot 20 1o 80 % [41, 42]. CnengyeT OTMETUTD, YTO ITU
3HAYEHUs YKJIQ/IBIBAIOTCS B HOPMBI CTaHIapTOB O€3-
OTIAaCHOCTH U KadecTBa Mammorpaduu. CymiecTByer
HECKOJIBKO OTpaHW4YeHU# 11 ucnosib3oBanmst KCM,
CaMbIM 3HAUUTEIBHBIM U3 HUX SIBISCTCS BO3MOXK-
HOCTB Pa3BUTHSI AJUIEPTHUYESCKON PEaKIUy Ha BBEACHUE
KOHTpacTHOTO BemecTBa. [1lo manaeM M. Jochelson
etal., y 1,3 % nanuentok HaOMIOAAINCh YMEPEHHBIE
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anneprudeckue peakiuu [33]. . Houben et al. coo6-
i 0 5 (0,6 %) cirydasix pa3BUTHS HE3HAUNTEITHHBIX
aJIIEPTUYeCKNUX peakuuii mpu BeimorHeHnu 839 KCM
[43]. BasxabIM MeTOIOM MPOPHUIAKTHKH aJuIepriye-
CKHUX PEaKLHi SBISACTCS TIIATEIbHBINA cCOOp aHaMHe3a.
IToyeunast HEJOCTATOYHOCTD Y JKCHIIUH HOXKHUIIOTO
BO3pacTa, y OOJBHBIX CaXxapHBIM INA0ETOM, MHEJIOM-
HOW 00JIE3HBIO WIIK IPYTUMH 3a00JICBAaHUSIMH TTOYCK,
TaKXKe SABJIAETCs OrpaHuueHneM i mposeaeHns KCM
U TpeOyeT OLIeHKU (PyHKIMOHATIBHOTO COCTOSIHUS 10~
YeK Mepes NCCIIeIOBAaHUEM.

MPT moJ109HBIX kese3 B ckpuHuHre PMK

MPT Mono4HBIX Xelle3 cuuTaeTcss Hanbomee
JyBCTBUTEIBHBIM MeToAOM (97 %) AJI AMArHOCTHKH
PMX. Metox mo3BOJISIeT BBISBISITH paHHUE (POPMBI
PMX ewe no popmuposanus camoro y3na. Hecmorpst
Ha BBICOKYIO 4yBCTBUTENbHOCTE MPT, ee cnerudmu-
HOCTB HE BbIMIe, 4yeM npu [IM. B ximmaMYeckoM 00-
3ope 18 064 ckpuaUHTOBEIX MP-TOMOTpamMm u 7519
MaMMOI'PaMM KEHIIHUH C BBICOKMM PUCKOM Pa3BUTHS
PMX BbIsIBIIEHO, UTO PAKOBBIE Y3IIbl, BBIABICHHBIE C
nomousto MPT, OTHOCHIIUCH K KaTErOpUH MHBA3UB-
HBIX, B TO BPE€MsI KaK BBISIBJICHHBIE C TOMOIIIBIO MaM-
Morpad¥uH T'MCTOIOTHYECKH Yallle COOTBETCTBOBAIN
IIPOTOKOBOMY pakKy in situ [44].

B 2007 r. AMepUKaHCKHUM OHKOJIOTUYECKUM
coobmectBoM (ACS) mpemiokeH KIMHAYECKUN
npotokon exerogHoro MPT-ckpuaunra PMXK nns
JKEHIIMH W3 TPYNIbl BBICOKOTO pucka. OgHako He
BC€ TIOAO03PUTEIbHBIC N3MEHEHUS, BBISBICHHBIC Ha
MPT, nmenu 3mokadecTBeHHYI0 pupoxny [45]. Tem
HE MEHee NpUMEHEHHe exerogqHoro MPT-ckpununra
PMX cniocoOcTBOBAIO YIIYUIICHHIO TOKA3aTeNIeH BbI-
JKUBAEMOCTH Yy HOCUTEJIEH N€HETHUECKUX MyTaluil
[46, 47]. BBuay BBICOKOH ce6€CTOMMOCTH METO/IA, €TO
BPEMSA3aTPATHOCTH M HEIOCTYITHOCTH JISl LIEJIEBOH
TPYMIBI B IOCIIEIHUE TO/IbI pa3padaThIBatoTCst HOBBIE
texnosnoruu MPT.

VYexkopennas MPT — meron, npensiokeHHbIA 171t
CHIDKEHHUS Ce0ECTOMMOCTH W BPEeMA3aTPATHOCTH
HCCIIEIOBAHUS 32 CYET COKpAIlleHUs KOJIWYECTBa
BBINTOJIHEHHBIX IOCIE0BaTENIbHOCTENH CKaHUpPOBa-
Hus: T1; T2-STIR u DWI. Dta meronuka BnepBbie
opma mcnonb3zoBana C. Kuhl et al., xotopsie B
MPOCIEKTUBHOM MCCJIEAOBAHUH MPOBEIH OIEHKY
a¢dexruBHOCTH cCKprHUHTOBOI MPT BTpex nocnenosa-
TENPHOCTSIX CKAHUPOBAHUS, 4TO 3aHUMAJIO 3 MUH BMECTO
17 MUH npU CTaHAAPTHOH Mpouenype. BrimonHeHo
606 ycxopernbix MPT y 443 xeHIIUH C TPOMEXKY-
TOYHBIM MJTU MOBBIIIEHHBIM pUCKOM pa3BuTust PMIK.
[IpenBaputensHOe UTeHHE M300paKEHUH BpauaMu
3aHsUT0 28 C, YYBCTBUTENBHOCTh METO/Ia COCTABHIIA
100 %, criermudranocts — 94,3 %. J{nst utenns nzobpa-
JKCHHI OJJHOM IMOCIICIOBATEIbHOCTH TTOTPEOOBAIOCH
2,8 ¢, 4yBCTBUTEIBHOCTH IIpU 3TOM cocTaBuia 90,9 %
MpU OTPULIATEIIHHOM IPOTHOCTHYECKOM 3HAYCHUH,
paBHOM 99,8 % [48]. IIpn peTpoCTIeKTHBHOM aHAJIH3€e
100 ucropwuii 6one3nn nanueHToK ¢ PMIXK, kotopsim
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npoBoaniack yckopennasi MPT, Gonee 95 % yznos
Br3yanm3upoBanuch Ha T1 nzobpaxenusx. UyBcTBu-
TeIBHOCTH yeKopeHHoi MPT cocraBmia 100 % B Tex
CIIydasix, KOTJia UIMEJIHCh MPe/IbI Ty IHe HCCIIEA0BaHHS
u aHamHe3 3a0oneBanus [49]. He BeIsiBIeHO pas-
Hulbl B dhdexruBHOCTH BhIsIBIeHHs PMXK mexmy
yckopeHHO# 1 o0braHON MPT y 568 sxeHmuH, mpu
COKpAaIlleHNH BPEMEHHM CKaHHpOBaHUsA Ha 18,8 MuH
W MHTepHpeTaunu n3oopaxenuit — va 4,9 mun [50].
VYekopennass MPT He ycrynaer mo 3¢ ¢GeKTUBHOCTH
rostHOTIeHHOW MPT MomounbIX keme3 [51].

3akiiiouenue

ndpoBoif TOMOCHHTE3 U KOHTPACTHASI CIICKTPaTb-
HaA MaMMOFpa(bI/IH — 3TO YCOBEPUICHCTBOBAHHBIC
PEHTTCHONIOTUYECKUE METOMBI BU3yaTH3allid MOJIOU-
HBIX KeJe3, MPUHIUNHATIBHO OTIMYAIOIIUECS JPYT OT
npyra. LT ocHOBaH Ha MOTy4YeHUH CEPUN CHUMKOB TTO]]
Pa3NUYHBIM YIJIOM HAaKJIOHA PEHTTEHOBCKOW TPYOKH C
MOCJIEYIONUM TPEOOPa30BAHUEM HX B TPEXMEPHOE
uQpoBoe U300paKEHUE, YTO TIO3BOJISIET MUHUMHU3HPO-
BaTh BIHMSHHUE OKPYKAOMINX TKAHEH MOJIOYHOM KeJe3bl.
K cymectBennsiM HefoctartkaM LT oTHOCHTCS HEBBI-
COKasl 4yBCTBUTCIIbHOCTb MCTO/ia MPU HUCCIICOBAHUN
MOJIOUHBIX JKeJIe3 BEICOKOM TNIOTHOCTH, BBICOKas cele-
CTOMMOCTh M BBICOKO€ HOHHU3UPYIOIIEE U3ITyUCHUE.

KoHnTpacTHas criekTpanbHas MaMMorpadusi OCHO-
BaHa Ha BBIABJICHHMU O4YaroB I'UIICPBACKYJISIPpU3ALIUU,
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