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3HAYEHUE MYJIBTUTTAPAMETPUUYECKON MATHUTHO-
PE3OHAHCHOU TOMOI'PA®UHN (MII-MPT) B IMATHOCTUKE PAKA
NPEACTATEJIBHOMU KEJIE3bI

A.B.lllomapydos., lHHI.U.I'nsico., A.Y.A0nycaTapos.

Tawkenmckas MeduuuHCKaﬂ akaoemus.

AnHoTtammsi: [IpoaHann3upoBaay poib MyJIbTHIIAPAMETPHYSCKOIl MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHCHOI Tomorpaduu (Mn-MPT) mpocrarsl B qHarHocTuke
paka mpencrarensHoi skene3bl (PIIDK). MarnutHo-pesonanchas tomorpadus (MPT) Bce mmpe BXOANT B NPAaKTHKYy Kak OOBEKTHBHBIM,
BbICOKOA(pekTHBHBIN MeTon uccienoBaHus. I1lo mMHeHHI0O MHOTHX aBTOpoB MPT, 00mamaromryro BBICOKOH MATKOTKaHOW KOHTPACTHOCTBIO,
CcllelyeT BKIJIFOYaTh B IMarHOCTHYECKHI KOMIUIEKC HcclenoBanuid npeacrarensHoi xenessl (IDK) B kadecTBe o0s3atensHoro Metoza. I1o 1aHHbIM
nureparypsl MiI-MPT y nanmenTos ¢ PITK o6magaet 601bMMM MPeNMy e CTBOM 10 CPABHEHUIO C APYTHMH KIIMHUYECKUMH 1 JTy9€BBIMH METOIaMU
JMAaTHOCTHKN B ONPEAEICHHUH JIOKAIM3AINY, NCTUHHBIX Pa3MepOB OIyXOIH U CTENICHN €€ arpeCCUBHOCTH. MHOTHE aBTOPHI CIUTAIOT, YTO MII-
MPT IIX raxke HE0OXOAMMO MPOBOIUTH MALMEHTAM C OTPULIATEIBHBIMHU PE3YIbTaTaM1 OHONCHY (KaK EPBUYHO, TAK M HEOAHOKPATHO) W/WUIH C
BBICOKHM HJI TTOZI03PUTENIFHO YMEPEHHO BBICOKIUM ypoBHEM npocrarcrenuduaeckoro anturena (IICA) (¢ ypoBHeM Haxo/sIIeMcs B «Cepoii» 30He,
T.e. 4-10 ur/mi). Oxnaxo mn-MPT IDK mocne oTprnatensHOT0 pe3yabTaTa NEepBUIHON HIIM BTOPHIHON OMOMICHH MPEANOYTHTETHHO BRIIOIHUTH
TI0 KpaiiHel Mepee yepes 4 Hezeln Bo n30exaHne NoayueHus apTe(hakToB, OCKOIbKY CUTHAJ OT KDOBOM3JIMSHHHN B jKeJle3e aHAJIOTHYEH CHIHAITY
OT KOHTPACTHOI'O BEILECTBA.

KiiroueBbie cJI0Ba: My1bmunapamempuieckoil MaeHUmHo-pe3oHaHCHOU Momoepaghus, GUONCUsL RPOCMAMmbL, pax nPeoCmamenbHOU Hcenesbl.

MULTIPARAMETRIK MAGNITI-REZONANS TOMORAFIYASI (mp-MRI)
PROSTATTA BEZASI SARTONI DIAGNOZIDAGI AHAMIYATI

A.B.Shomarufov., Sh.I.Giyasov., A.U.Abdusatarov.
Toshkent tibbiyot akademiyasi.

Annotatsiya: Biz prostata saratoni (PCa) tashxisida prostata bezining multiparametrik magnit-rezonans tomografiyasining (mp-MRT) rolini tahlil
qildik. Magnit-rezonans tomografiya (MRT) ob’ektiv, yuqori samarali tadqiqot usuli sifatida amaliyotga tobora ko‘proq kirib bormoqda. Ko‘pgina
mualliflarning fikriga ko‘ra, yuqori yumshoq to‘gqimalar kontrastiga ega bo‘lgan MRT majburiy usul sifatida prostata bezi tadqiqotlarining
diagnostika majmuasiga kiritilishi kerak. Adabiyotlarga ko‘ra, prostata saratoni bilan og‘rigan bemorlarda mp-MRT o‘simtaning joylashishini,
haqiqiy hajmini va uning tajovuzkorlik darajasini aniqlashda boshqga klinik va rentgenologik diagnostika usullaridan katta afzalliklarga ega.
Ko‘pgina mualliflarning fikriga ko‘ra, prostata bezining mp-MRTsi biopsiyalari salbiy bo‘lgan (dastlabki va takroriy) va/yoki prostata o‘ziga xos
antigeni (PSA) yuqori yoki shubhali darajada yuqori bo'lgan ("kulrang" zonada bo'lgan bemorlarda ham o‘tkazilishi kerak, ya‘ni 4-10 ng/ml).
Birog, birlamchi yoki ikkilamchi biopsiyaning salbiy natijasi bo‘lganidan keyin prostata mp-MRT tadqiqotini artefaktlarning oldini olish uchun
kamida 4 hafta o‘tgach amalga oshiriladi, chunki bezdagi qon ketish signali kontrast moddaning signaliga o‘xshaydi.

Kalit so‘zlar: multiparametrik magnit-rezonans tomografiyasi, prostata biopsiyasi, prostata saratoni.

THE VALUE OF MULTIPARAMETRIC MAGNETIC RESONANCE IMAGING
(MP-MRI) IN THE DIAGNOSIS OF PROSTATE CANCER
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Annotation: In this review, we analyzed the role of multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging (mp-MRI) of the prostate in the diagnosis of
prostate cancer (prostate cancer). Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is increasingly being implemented as an objective, highly effective research
method. According to many authors, MRI, which has a high soft-tissue contrast, should be included in the diagnostic complex of prostate studies
as a mandatory method. According to the literature, mp-MRI in patients with prostate cancer has a great advantage over other clinical and radiation
diagnostic methods in determining the localization, true size of the tumor, and the degree of its aggressiveness. Many authors believe that mp-
MRI of the prostate should also be performed in patients with negative biopsy results (both initially and repeatedly) or with high or suspiciously
moderately high levels of prostate-specific antigen (PSA) (with a level in the "gray" zone, i.e. 4-10 ng/ml). However, mp-MRI of the prostate after a
negative result of a primary or secondary biopsy is preferably performed at least 4 weeks later in order to avoid obtaining artifacts, since the signal
from hemorrhages in the prostate is similar to the signal from a contrast agent.

Keywords: multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging; prostate biopsy; prostate cancer.

Uctopuuecku, B Havasie, MPT mpocrtaTsl 0cHO-
BBIBAJIaCh Ha MOP(OJIOTHIECKOH OIIEHKE C MCTIOIh30Ba-
HueMm T1 u T2 B3BeIIEHHBIX UMIYJIbCHBIX CEpUM, U UX
poIb ObLIA B Ipajaliiy JOKATLHOTO CTaINPOBAHUS TAIlH-
€HTOB C JIOKa3aHHBIM pakoM TpocTarbl. OTHAKO TaHHBIH
MeToJl ObLT IMMUTUPOBAH B pa3rpaHHMYCHUN T0OpoKade-
CTBEHHOH TKaHH M KJIMHUYECKH He3HaunMmoro paka (KH-
3PIDK) ot ximmaMgecku 3HaunMoro paka (K3PIDK) [1].
BnocneactBun Mn-MPT crana BXOAUTh B IIPaKTUKY
Kak OOBEKTUBHBIH, BBICOKOI(EKTUBHBIA METOH HC-
cnemoBanus. [lo MHeHHIO MHOTHX aBTOpoB MPT, 00-
JIAAIONIYI0 BBICOKOM MSATKOTKaHON KOHTPACTHOCTHIO,
cllelyeT BKJIIOYATh B KauecTBE 0053aTENBLHOIO METona
B JUArHOCTUYECKUM KOMIUIEKC UCCIICJOBAHMM MpencTa-
TEJIHHOM JKeJe3bl. JTa TEXHONOTUA JaéT BO3ZMOXKHOCTB!
1) ynyumars obnapyxenne KH3PIDK; 2) mossmmaer
YBEPEHHOCTh B BBISBICHUH JTOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX 3a-
OolleBaHMH M JAPEMITIOIIUX 3JI0KAYeCTBEHHBIX HOBO-
00pa3oBaHuii, KOTOpBIC Bpsii JU MOTYT BBI3BATh 3a-
00JIeBaEMOCTh B TCUCHHE >KM3HU MYXJIHHBI [2 — 6].

ITo manueiM sureparypsl Mon-MPT y nanuesn-
toB ¢ PIDK oGmamaer OoNbIIMM TPEUMYIIECTBOM II0
CPaBHEHHWIO C JPYTMMH KIMHUYECKUMH M JIYYeBBIMHU
METOZaMH JTUArHOCTHKH B OIPEAEICHNH JIOKATU3AIHH,
HCTUHHBIX Pa3MepPOB OIYyXOJIH U CTENEHU €€ arpecCHB-
Hocth [6]. Cumraercs, uro mn-MPT mpencrarenbHOM
XKeJie3pl HeoOXOAMMO TPOBOIUTH MAIMEHTaM C OTPH-
LATeNbHBIMU pe3ylbTaTaMu OHMONCHU (KaK MEPBUYHO,
TaK ¥ HEOTHOKPATHO) M / WM C TOAO3PUTEITHHO «yMe-
penHo» BeIcOKMM ypoBHeM IICA, HaxomsmmmMcs B Tak
HasbIBaeMoOl «cepoit» 3oHe (4 — 10 ur/mm). OnpHako,
HEOOXOAMMO YYWTHIBaTh, YTO HE BCEM TMAIMEHTaM C
BeicOKMMHU mokazarensiMu [ICA mokazaHo BBIMIOJIHE-
Hue mn-MPT, tak kak [ICA MoXeT MOBBIIIATBCS MPHU
BoCTTATUTENbHBIX 3aboneBanmsax [1DK u mpu I'TDK [7].
Taxxke npu BeimosHeHun Mn-MPT mpocrarel mocie
OTPHIATENILHOTO pPe3yJbTaTa MEPBUYHON WM BTOpHU-
HOW OWOIICHM B pPAaHHEM TOCTOWOTICHIHOM IIepHOIIe
BO3HHUKAIOT CJIOKHOCTH B KAa4€CTBEHHOM JMAarHOCTHKE

PIDK, nockonpKy CHTHAN OT KPOBOM3JIMSAHUHN B JKele3e
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AQHAJOTMYCH CHUTHAJy OT KOHTPACTHOTO BemiecTBa [8].
[To manHBIM JUTEpaTypHl YacToTa oOHapykeHus PITK
NP BBIOJIHEHUH CTAaHAAPTHOW TPaHCPEKTAIBHOU
ounoncuu nox TPY3U kontponem u3 10 — 12 Touek ko-
nebnercs ot 31% no 42% u 9nCIO JTOKHOOTPUTIATEIh-
HBIX PE3yJABTaTOB OCTAETCS UPE3MEPHO BBICOKUM (0
40% cnyyaeB) [9 — 10]. CnenoBarenbHO, BBICOKA Be-
positHOCTh TiporrycTuTh K3PIDK. Ilpm moxxxHOOTpHIA-
TEJBHBIX PE3yAbTaTax B IMOCIEAYIOIIEM BO3HUKAET HE-
00XOMMOCTh BBITIOHEHUsSI MMOBTOPHBIX Owonicuit 11K,
Bueapenue B kiumHUYecKyro mnpakTuky Mrn-MPT u ¢
HCTIOJIb30BAaHUEM €€ NaHHBIX BBITIOJHEHUE MPHUIICTBHON
OHMOTICHH MOTYT CyIIIECTBEHHO IMOBBICUTH BBISBIISIEMOCTh
PITX cpenHero v BBICOKOTO pUCKa KaK TP MEPBUYHON
OuoIICHY, TaK ¥ TP NOBTOPHOM U TpeTnuHoi [11 — 12].

Taxxke Mu-MPT wucnionbs3yercst s 0OHapyxe-
HUS TIOJO3PUTENHHBIX YIaCTKOB M 00Jiee TOYHOTO TIO/-
TBEPKACHUS THArHO3a C MIOMOIIBI0 TAPTETHON OHOTICHT
(TB) [13]. B GONBIIMHCTBE MOCIEAHUX WCCIICIOBaHUIN
rokaszano npumeHenue Mn-MPT u Fusion Ononicuu mist
OOHApY)KEHUS M JIOKAJIM3AlUM KIMHUYECKH HE3HAYH-
MoOTO paka npezcrarenbHoi xene3sl (KH3PIDK) y ma-
[IMCHTOB, paHee HEe MOIBEPKCHHBIX Oworicuu [14 —22].

I[To cpaBHEHHIO C TPagUITMOHHONH OWOTICH-
eit IDK nox TPY3U konrponem (TPY3UEBII), Fusion
Ouorncusi, Kak cooOIaeTcs, yMEHbIIAeT OOHapyKeHUE
KH3PIDK npu yBenuuenun oOHapyxeHuss K3PIDK
[23 — 25]. Fusion Ouoricusi 1aéT BO3MOXKHOCTH TIPO-
BOJIUTh BBIOOPOUYHYIO JIOKATH3AIMOHHYIO TPOIETYPY
s BeisgBnernss K3PIDK u mpu atoM mcmonmb3oBath
MEHBIIIEEe KOJIMYECTBO BKOJIOB. ITO MPHUBOIUT K YIIyd-
meHuto aquarnoctuku PIDK y MyxuuH ¢ momo3penuem
Ha Hero. lccrnemoBaHusi MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO €CJIH MPU
Mi-MPT He OBLIO BBISBICHO IOMO3PHUTEIBHBIX OYa-
ros B IIDK, To nememiennoro Beimojnenus TPY3UBIT
MOXKHO Oe301acHo n30exars [26 — 27]. MHOTOUHCIICH-
HBIE OJTHO — ¥ MHOTOIICHTPOBBIC PAaHIOMHU3UPOBAHHBIC
HCCIIEOBAaHUs MOATBEPAMIIA MPEBOCXOACTBO MI-MPT

u Fusion 6uorncun (MPBIT) vag TPY3UBII [14 — 19].
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AHaOTUYHBIE PE3YABTATHl OBUTH  ITONYYCHBI
B xozae uccnenoBanus PIVOT, xoTs npu 3HAYUTENHHO
0osiee BBICOKHMX ITOKa3aTelsx oOmel cmeprHocTH K 10
rogaM B OCHOBHOM H3-3a IUIOXOTO OTOOpA MAIMEHTOB
[28]. Bce »Tu naHHbIe, MO MHEHHIO MHOTHUX aBTOPOB,
MIOJITBEPK/IAI0T MMOKA3aHUSI K aKTUBHOMY HAOJIOIEHUIO
(AH) Bcex My>X4YHMH C pakOM HU3KOTO PHCKa HE3aBHCH-
Mo ot crenenn PIDK mpu nepBuunoii 6noncun. bomnee
TOT0, AKTUBHOE MOBCEMECTHOE BHEAPEHUE TAKOIO Me-
Tojma wWccienoBanus, kKak MI-MPT MoOXXET IOBBICHTH
JIOCTOBEPHOCTh paclIupeHusi mokazanuit k AH mmsa
BCEX MYKUMH C HU3KHUM PHUCKOM. BbII0 mokazaHo, 4To
MepBOHAYaIbHOE OTpHUlIaTeNbHOE 3HaueHue Mn-MPT B
Hauasie AH yMeHbIIaeT KOJMYEeCTBO OIIMOOYHO Kitac-
cudpummpoBanHpix PIDK [29]. MyxX4uHBI ¢ HH3KHUM
puckoM u ¢ otpunarenbHoit mn-MPT moryt umersb
JICHCTBUTEIBHO OaronpusTHeIN ucxon npu AH HezaBu-
CHUMO OT CTETIeHU BBISBJICHHS paka IPH OHOIICHH BHY-
TPHU «HU3KOH CTeIeHu 30kadecTBeHHoCcTH» [30, 31, 32].

Ho, mmarno3 PIDK BrIcTaBiseTcs TOJNBKO IO-
cie Oworcunm [DK. Ilpm »sTOoM, KOMOWHHpOBaHHas
Oumoricust  (cucremarudeckas -+ TapreTHas) IpPeBOC-
xoaut 1o BbIiBIeHUIO PIDK BhIMONHEHHYIO TOIBKO
TapreTHyl0 H TOJIBKO CHCTEMAaTHYECKYI0 OHOIICHi
[33,34,35]. CommacHO MaHHBIM MHOTOIIEHTPOBBIX WC-
cnenoanniit PROMIS u PRECISION Gwuorncuro mpen-
MOYTUTENBHO BBINOJHATH HPU BBISIBICHUU pUcKa 3 —5
crenienu Mo PIRADS-v 2.0 mo manaemm mMn-MPT [36].
Ha ocHoBanuu BbIIICyKa3aHHBIX JAHHBIX CTAHOBUTCS
SICHO, 4TO 3HaumMocTh MII-MPT B mmarnoctmke PIDK
pactér ¢ KaxasIM rogoM. Mn-MPT crienyer BhINOIHATD
y TaIMEeHTOB C YMEPEHHO BBICOKMMH IOKa3aTesMU
IICA (4 — 10 Hr/MIT), a TakKe y TAIUEHTOB C OTPHIIA-
TETHHBIMH Pe3yJIbTaTaMU IEPBUIHON MYIBTH(POKATHHON
OMOTICUM TPOCTAThl, IPU HATUYHUU BBICOKHX YPOBHEH
[ICA (> 4 ur/mi), y alMeHToB ¢ HeOOIBIIMM 00BEMOM
TDK (<60 mur). Taxke HeOOXOMUMBI TATBHEUIITHE UCCITE-
JIOBaHUs JIIsl yTOUHEHUS MpeumMyIiecTB Fusion Ouoricuu

Haj pytuHHOW Owmonicueit mom TPY3U xoHTpomem.
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