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T ®rAQY BO “Poccuiickunin yHneepcuteT apyx6bl Hapoaos” MuHobpHaykn Poccum; 117198 Mocksa, yn. Muknyxo-Maknas, 6,
Poccuiickast @epepaupys

2000 “MenckaH”, otoeneHve ynsTpasBykoBow amarHoctuku; 119421 Mockea, yn. O6pyuyeBa, 4. 21A, Poccuiickas Pepnepaums

Lienb uccnepoBaHus: aHanmsa axorpapuyeckmx Nnpu3HakoB 40O6POKaYECTBEHHBIX U 310KA4ECTBEHHbIX 06pa-
30BaHU NPUAATKOB MATKN C MPUMEHeHneM pekomeHgaumii rpynnsl IOTA.

Matepuan u metoabl. [MpoaHanuanpoBaHbl 17 ctatei, onybnnkoBaHHbIX B XXypHane Ultrasound in Obstetrics
& Gynecology 3a 2007-2020 rr. Kaxpas ctatbsi NOCBSLLEHa aHaIM3Y YNbTPa3BYKOBOro M306paxeHus pasnmnyHoi
rMCTONOrMYECKN BepUdULMPOBaHHOM NAaToNOrMmM NpuaaTkoB MaTkuy, rae 431 — nobpokayecTBeHHble 1 1205 — 3510-
Ka4yeCTBEHHblE HOBOOOPa3oBaHus. Mpy onMcaHnm NaToaormyecknx 06pasoBaHNii MCCIeL0BATENN MCNONL30BAM
€0VHbIA NPOTOKOJI, pekoMeHAoBaHHbI rpynnor IOTA. OueHuBany 21 napamMeTp, BKIOYAIOLWLMIA YIbTPA3BYKOBOE
CTpOeHne 00pa3oBaHusl, CTPYKTYPY XWUAKOCTHbIX BKIIOYEHWI M CONMAHONO KOMMOHEHTa, Hainyme >XnOKoCTu
B NM03aAMMaTO4YHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE M aCLIUT, @ TaKXKe CTEMEHb BACKYISPU3ALMM OMyXON.

Peaynbratbl. Bce ynbTpasBykoBble MPU3HaKM OMyxosiein Obiin obHapyXeHbl B 06enx rpymnnax, Ho YacTtoTa
1X BCTPEYAEMOCTM OKadasiacb pa3nnyHoii. Tak, ogHOKaMepHble HOBOOOPa30BaHWS Yallle BbisiB/ieHbI B L0OpoKaye-
CTBEHHbIX OMyX0NsX, YeM B 3nokadyecTBeHHbIX (p = 0,05). Takke B JOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIX OMYyXOJAX AOCTOBEPHO
yawie BCTpevanuch akyctuyeckme teHn (p < 0,05). Mpu oueHke ynbTpa3ByKOBOrO CTPOEHUS OMyxOnu cneayet
06paTnTb BHMMaHWe Ha TeHAeHLUMW, 6onee xapakTepHble ANs 3710Ka4eCTBEHHbIX OMyX0el, K KOTOpbIM Heobxoam-
MO OTHecCTu conuaHoe ctpoenme (p = 0,13) n BosHMkHOBeHME acumTa (p = 0,13), B TO BpeMsi kak MHOrOKaMepPHOCTb
6€e3 comMaHOro KOMMOHEHTA yalle BcTpevanack B 4obpokadecTBeHHbIx (p = 0,10). Pa3mepbl HOBOOGpa3oBaHus,
HEPOBHbIV KOHTYP, NanUANsSpHbIE pa3pacTaHus, TMNEPIAX0OreHHbIE BKIIOYEHUS 1 XapakTep BHYTPEHHEO COAEPXM-
MO0 KMCTO3HbIX NMOJIOCTEN 0OHAPYXMBAOTCSH MPUMEPHO C OANHAKOBOW YacTOTOM B 00eunx rpynnax. MNpu oueHke
KPOBOCHAOXEHWS NAaTONOrMYeckoro 06pasoBaHus FMNepBacKyNsapr3aLys MOXET yKkasbiBaTb Ha 310KAYECTBEHHYIO
npupoay onyxonu (p < 0,05), BMecTe ¢ Tem aBackynsipusaums Takke Obina oTMedeHa B Nog06HbIX HOBOOOPa30-
BaHMAX, MPY 3TOM Pasnmymsa ¢ 4OOPoKa4eCTBEHHbIMY OblNv HeaocToBEPHbIMU (p = 0,06).

3aknioueHue. [JocToBEPHbIE 3x0orpaduyeckme npuaHaku, onpenensiome 0cob6eHHOCT! MoOPdOIOrM4ecKoro
TMna HoBoobOpa3oBaHus, OTCYTCTBYIOT. COBOKYNMHOCTb KPUTEPUEB MO3BOJIUT MOBLICUTL KAYECTBO [00MepaLoH-
HOW YNbTPA3BYKOBOM AMArHOCTUKN ONYyXONen AUHHNKOB.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: onyxonv SM4HUKOB, ybTPAa3BYKOBas AnarHoctuka, International Ovarium Tumor Analysis (IOTA)
ABTOpPbI NOATBEPXAAIOT OTCYTCTBME KOH(JIMKTOB UHTEPECOB.
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https://doi.org/10.24835/1607-0763-1121

Moctynuna B pepgakuumio: 31.12.2021. MpuHara k neyatu: 05.03.2022. Ony6nukoBaHa online: 15.06.2022.

Analysis of echographic signs of ovarian tumors

©Irina A. Ozerskaya'*, Marina A. Chekalova', Vladimir A. lvanov', Gayane G. Kazaryan?
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Purpose: analysis of echographic signs of benign and malignant formations of the uterine appendages using
the recommendations of the IOTA group.

Materials and methods. 17 articles published in the journal Ultrasound in Obstetrics & Gynecology for
2007-2020 were analyzed. Each article is devoted to the histologically verified pathology of the uterine append-
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ages, of which 431 are benign and 1205 are malignant neoplasms. When describing pathological formations, the
re-searchers used a single protocol recommended by the IOTA group. 21 parameters were assessed, including the
morphology of the formation, the structure of fluid inclusions and solid component, the presence of fluid in the
posterior uterine pocket and ascites, as well as the degree of tumor vascularization.

Results. All ultrasound signs of tumors were found in both groups, but the frequency of their occurrence was
different. Thus, unilocular neoplasms were more often detected in benign tumors than in malignant ones (p = 0.05).
Also, acoustic shadows were found significantly more frequently in benign tumors (p < 0.05). When assessing
tumor morphology, attention should be paid to tendencies that are more characteristic of malignant tumors, which
include a solid structure (p = 0.13) and the occurrence of ascites (p = 0.13), while a multilocular structure without
a solid component was more common in benign (p = 0.10). The size of the neoplasm, uneven contour, papillary
growths, hyperechoic inclusions and the nature of the internal contents of the cystic cavities are found with approx-
imately the same frequency in both groups. When as-sessing the blood supply to a pathological formation, hyper-
vascularization confidently indicated a malignant tumor (p < 0.05), while avascularization in such neoplasms was

rare, however, the differences with benign ones were insignificant (p = 0.06).
Conclusions. There are no reliable echographic signs of the nature of the neo-plasm. The set of criteria will
improve the quality of preoperative ultrasound diagnostics of ovarian tumors.
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BeepeHue

3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIE HOBOOOPA30BaHUS SNYHWMKOB
3aHUMAIOT TPETbE MECTO B CTPYKTYPE OHKOJOrM4yec-
Knx 3ab0neBaHUin XEHCKMX MOJIOBbIX OPraHoB, HO
CMEPTHOCTb OT 3TOro 3abosieBaHMS CTOUT HA MEPBOM
MecCTe 1 cocTaBnseT okono 49% [1, 2].

Onyxonn ANYHMKOB BCTPEYAIOTCH BO BCEX BO3-
pacCTHbIX rpynnax, Ha4yMHas ¢ PaHHero AeTCKoro 1 Ao
CEHUSILHOIO, HO B OCHOBHOM 3a00J1EBAEMOCTb HAYu-
HaeT yBennumnBaTbes nocne 40 net [3].

CornacHo ructonorunyeckon knaccudukaumm BO3
2013 r., onyxonn AMYHMKOB OENATCS Ha creayloLline
OCHOBHbIE rpynnbl [4]:

* ANUTENNasbHbIE OMYXONW;

* ME3EeHXMMaJIbHblE OMyX0u;

+ ONyXONN CTPOMBI NOJIOBOrO Tsika aMOproHab-
HbIX FOHA,;

* ONYXOJIM N3 TEPMUHOMEHHbIX (3apOoAblLLEBbIX)
KIEeTOK;

+ MeTacTaTuyeckmne onyxosu;

* MPOYME — PEAKO BCTPEYAIOLLMECS.

YnbTpa3ByKOBOE UCC/IEA0BAHME OPraHOB Masioro
Tasa, OPIOLLHONM MONOCTM U PErMOHAPHbLIX NuMbaTn-
YeCKUX Y3/0B SBNSETCSH 0053aTeNbHbIM NPU BbisSIBIE-
HUW OMYXONKN ANYHUKOB. ToYHas NpegonepaLmoHHas
yNbTpa3ByKOBas XapakTepucTuka naToniorum He
TONMbKO SIMYHMKOB, HO MPUAATKOB B LIE/IOM MOMOraeT
CNAaHMpoBaTh leYeHME NaUNEeHTOB U ONTUMN3NPO-
BaTb XMPYPruyecknin noaxomn,.

MexayHapoaHas rpynna aHannaa onyxonemn siny-
HukoB, unu rpynna IOTA (International Ovarian Tumor
Analysis), — 3TO MHOroueHTPOBOE COTPYAHUYECTBO,
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Lenblo KOTOPOro siBnsieTcs paspaboTka NHCTPYMEH-
TOB A4N51 NpenonepaumoHHOn oMarHOCTUKX ONyXOnen
ANYHWKOB.

Mpynna IOTA Hayana paboTaTb B KOHUe XX Beka
n B 2000 r. onybnmkoBana ctaHgapTbl onMcaHus na-
TOJIOrMYeckrx 06pasoBaHnii MPUAATKOB MaTku, Kyaa
BOLLUN NpaBuiia U3MepeHus, oueHka GopMbl, CTPYK-
TYPbl, 9XOr€HHOCTW, BaCKy1apu3aumm, a Takke Hanm-
ynsg XUAKOCTM B MN0O3agMmMaTo4yHOM MPOCTPaHCTBE
n acumr [5].

Mo pekomengaumu rpynnel IOTA natonornyeckoe
obpasoBaHune creagyet U3MepsaTb Mo ero MakCcuMarb-
HOMY AMaMeTpy, a OMNMCbIBaTb Kak OOHOKaMepHOe,
OAHOKaMepHO-CONMAHOE, MHOrOKamMepHoe, MHOro-
KaMepHO-COIMAHOE U CONUAHOE, B KOTOPOM CONNA-
HbIn KOMMNOHEHT cocTaBnsieT 6onee 80%. KNCTO3HbIN
KOMMOHEHT MOXET OblTb Kak aH3XOreHHbI, HWU3KOW
9XOreHHOCTK, TUMNa “MaToBOro crekna”, remopparm-
YECKUIn 1 CMellaHHbIn. Kpome TOro, yaensercs
BHMMaHME HaIMYMIO SXOMEeHHbIX BKJTIOYEHWIA, OAOLLMX
aKyCTU4eckue TeHW, a Takxke nanuansapHbIM paspa-
CTaHusaM. Takum 06pasom, CTaHAAPTU3MPYETCS Yib-
TpasBykoBOe n3obpaxeHne, 00ycnoBneHHoe Mopdo-
NIOrMYecKom CTPYKTYPO HoBoOOpa3oBaHus (Tabn. 1).

LJnarHoctnyecknin KOMMIEeKC BKJIIOYAET COCTOSA-
HMWEe NepUTOHEasIbHOM MOMOCTU HAa HanMyne Xmoko-
CTW, B MEPBYIO o4epenp, rMybrHy no3aammMaToyHOro
NPOCTPaHCTBA B CarnTTaslbHOM MIOCKOCTU, a Takxe
acuuTa.

Mpu oueHke BacKynapusaLmMmM NaTtonornyeckoro
obpazoBaHus rpynna IOTA pekoMeHayeT UCMoJib30-
BaTb GansibHYIO LWKasy, Bkaoyatowyo ot 1 oo 4 6an-
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Ta6nuua 1. CTpykTypa natonormyeckoro o6pasoBaHns NpuaaTkoB MaTky No pekoMeHgaumam rpynns IOTA
Table 1. The structure of the pathological formation of the uterine appendages according to the recommendations of the

IOTA group

YnbTpa3BykoBOE CTPOEHUe
Ultrasound structure

OnucaHue
Description

OnHokamepHoe 0bpa3oBaHne
Unilocular

HeT neperopofiok, CONMAHOro KOMMOHEHTA, NaNUANISPHbLIX pa3pacTaHuii
No septa, no solid component, papillary growths

OnHokaMepHo-conmMaHoe
obpa3oBaHue
Unilocular-solid

ECTb CONMAHBIA KOMMOHEHT W/Mnn NanuisipHble pa3pactaHns
Has a solid component and /or papillary growths

MHorokamepHoe o6pa3oBaHune
Multilocular

OpnHa unu 6onee neperopoaok, HET CONMAHOrO KOMMOHEHTa /UK NanuansapHbIX
paspacTtaHui
One or more septa, no solid component and /or papillary projections

MHorokamepHo-conmaHoe
obpasoBaHue

Multilocular-solid

ECTb CONMAHbBIA KOMNOHEHT W/UNK He MEeHee YeM OJIHO NanuINsipHoe paspacTaHne
Has a solid component and /or at least one papillary projections

ConupgHoe o6pa3oBaHne
Solid

ConunaHelii KOMNOHEHT cocTaBnseT 6onee 80%; MOXET cofepxaTb NanuINsapHbIe
paspacTtaHus
A solid component is more than 80%; may contain papillary projections

Heknaccuduumpyemble

Sanyﬂ,HeHHaﬂ B13yannsauug, Bknovasa ciydan ¢ Bblpa)KeHHOI7I aKyCTVI‘-IeCKOﬁ TEeHbIO

METULIHCKAS BU3YATHBALINA

Unclassified

Difficult visualization, including cases with pronounced acoustic shadow

nos: 1 6ann — aBackynspusaums, 2 6ania — MUHU-
MaJibHOe KONMYEeCTBO JIOKYCOB, 3 6anna — ymepeH-
HOE KONIMYECTBO JIOKYCOB, 4 6anna—runepeackynsapu-
3aums.

MNpeanoxeHHbIMU CTaHAAPTU3NPOBAHHBLIMU KPU-
TEPUSIMN ONUCaHUS NaTONOrMN NPUAATKOB MOryT
nob30BaTbCA CneunanncTbl Mo YJbTPa3BYKOBOMY
06CNefoBaHMIo Pas3IMYHOr0 NPOQPECCHMOHaNbLHOro
YPOBH4, B TOM 4YMCJie HA4YnHaowme.

Llenb nccnepoBaHua

AHanuna axorpaduyeckux npuaHakoB nobpoka-
YECTBEHHbLIX W 3/10KAYECTBEHHbIX 00pa3oBaHuii
npUOaTkoB MaTku C NPUMEHEHUEM pekoMeHOauumin
rpynnel [OTA.

MaTtepuan n metoabl

MpoaHanu3uposaHbl 17 cTaTen, onybnMKOBaHHbIX
B XypHane Ultrasound in Obstetrics & Gynecology 3a
2007-2020 rr. [6-22]. Kaxpas cTaTbs MNOCBSLEHA
aHann3y ynbTPa3ByKOBOrO M3006paXeHNs rmcTonorn-
yeckn BepudUUMPOBAHHOM NAToNoOrMm npuaoaTkos
MaTtkun, M3 Kotopbix 431 — nOOPOKAYECTBEHHbIE,
176 - norpaHnyHble n 1029 — 3noka4eCTBEHHbIE HO-
BooOpa3oBaHus. B rpynny p[o6GpokavyeCTBEHHbIX
00pasoBaHuin BOWAM 5 MOpdONOrMyeckmx BapmaH-
TOB OMyxoneW ANYHNKOB (CTpyMa, drnbpoma/dnbpo-
TekoMma, onyxonb bpeHHepa, MyuMHO3Has uncTage-
HOMa 1 unctageHodurbpoma), a Takke dHIAOMETPUO-
Ma npu 6epemeHHOCTU. Cpean 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIX
onyxoJieit AMYHMKOB OblNN MeTacTaTU4eckme, aHapo-
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ONnacToMbl, rpaHyne30kIeTo4Hble, Onyxoib bpeH-
Hepa, OUCFEPMUHOMbI, MYLMHO3HbIE WU CEepO3Hble
af.eHOKapLMHOMbI, SHOOMETPUONOHbIE U CBETIIOK/Ee-
TOYHbIE KAPLMHOMbI, OMYyXONW XENTOYHOro MELLKA,
CTpOMaJibHbIe, a TaKXe KapLMHOMbI MaTO4YHOM TPYObI.
lMorpaHnyHble ONYyXONU SAMYHWKOB BKAKOYANM MyLM-
HO3HbIE N CEepPO3Hble MOPGOTUMbI, KaK NepBUYHBIE,
Tak U peunamBbl. Bo3pacT naumeHTok konebasncs
ot 35 0o 94 net (Tabn. 2).

MpoaHanu3npoBaHbl 1 NpeacTaBieHbl Habnoae-
HUS, cOOpaHHbIe B pa3HbIx cTpaHax: Utanun, benbrum,
LLiBeuun, Poccun, Benukobputanuum, Yexun, Micnanun,
CLUA v MonbLue.

BcemM XeHLlmHaM npoBenn ynbTPa3BykOBOE WUC-
CcnefoBaHMe OpraHoB Masioro tasa C UCnosb30BaHN-
eM Kak abaoMWHalNbHbIX, Tak U BbICOKOYACTOTHbIX
TpaHcBarnHabHbIX OaTinkoB. Metoaomka obcneno-
BaHWNS AEBOYEK HM B OJHOM UCTOYHMKE HE yKa3aHa.

Mpu onucaHuu naToNorM4yeckmux 00OpasoBaHWIA
nccnegoBaTenn MUCNonb30Bann eauHbIn NPOTOKON,
pekomeHaoBaHHbIV rpynnoi IOTA. B ¢Bsi3u ¢ TeM 4TO
HEe BO BCEX Ciy4yasix B MNMepBOMCTOYHMKAX MUMeSIoCb
M30NMPOBAHHOE OMMCaHME MOrPaHMNYHbIX U 3/10Ka4e-
CTBEHHbIX OMYyX0JIEN, B MPOBOAVMMOM aHanN3e peLle-
HO X 0O BLEOVHUT.

OueHvBanu 21 napameTp, BKIIOYAIOLWMIA ybTpa-
3BYKOBOE CTPOEHMe 0b6pas3oBaHusl, CTPYKTYPY Xua-
KOCTHbIX BKJ/IOYEHUM W COANAHOTO KOMMOHEHTA,
Hann4yme XnaKocTu B N03aAMMaTOYHOM NPOCTPAHCT-
BE M B BEPXHUX 3Taxkax OPIOLLHOM MOMOCTN, a Takxke
CTeneHb BacKynspusaumnm onyxosu.



0B30P JIUTEPATYPEI | REVIEW

Ta6nuua 2. VICTO4HUKM aHanuT14eckoro o63opa
Table 2. Sources of the analytical review

BospacrT, rogpbl

UcTouHuk MMcTonornyeckuii puarHos no’ noz 303
n . . . . . . Age, years
Source Histological diagnosis Benign' | Boderline? M3 .
M (min—max)
Testa A.C. etal., 67 | MeTtacTaTnyeckast onyxosb - - 67 56 (25-82)
2007 [6] Metastatic tumor
Demidov V. N. et al., 22 | Angpobnactoma - - 22 33,5 (4-61)
2008 [7] Androblastoma
Van Holsbeke C. 23 | [paHyne3okieToqHas - - 23 52 (3-77)
etal., 2008 [8] Granulosa cell tumor
SavelliL. etal., 2008 | 32 | Crtpyma 32 - - 40 (18-80)
[9] Struma
Paladini D. et al., 68 | dubpoma/prbpoTekoma 68 - - 54 (17-80)
2009 [10] Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Guerriero S. et al., 22 | OncrepmmHoma - - 22 20 (16-31)
2011 [11] Dysgerminoma
Dierickx I. et al., 28 | Onyxonb BpeHHepa 23 - 5 56,5 (33-94)
2012 [12] Brenner's tumor
Franchi D. et al., 68 | MorpaHuyHas onyxosnb - 68 - 31,6 (15-66)
2013 [13] Borderline tumor
Ludovisi M. et al., 79 | KapuuHoma Tpyo6sl - - 79 61 (33-83)
2014 [14] Tubal cancer
Mascilini F. et al., 18 | 9HpomeTpromMa HepeMeHHbIX 18 - - 34 (20-43)
2014 [15] Endometriomas pregnancy
Moro F. et al., 2017 123 | MyupHo3Has umMctageHoma 57 44 22 50 (19-82)
[16] (apeHokapumHoma)
Mucinous tumor
Moro F. et al., 2017 406 | CeposHas uuctageHoma - 64 342 55 (15-86)
[17] (apeHokapumHoma)
Malignant serous tumor
Moro F. et al., 2018 239 | BHpomeTpronaHas - - 239 55 (19-88)
[18] KapumMHoma
Endometrioid cancer
Pozzati F. et al., 2018 | 152 | CBeTnokneTo4Has kapLumHoMa - - 152 53,5 (19-92)
[19] Clear cell carcinoma
Virgilio B.A. et al., 233 | UncrapneHodpubpoma 233 - - 54 (14-89)
2019 [20] Cystadenofibromas
Anfelter P. et al., 21 | Onyxonb aHOOAEPMASIbHOrO - - 21 25 (19-31)
2020 [21] CuHyca
Endodermal sinus tumor
Ambrosio M. et al., 35 | CtpomanbHas onyxonb - - 35 57 (21-85)
2020 [22] Stromal tumor
Bcero 1636 431 176 1029
All

' lobpokayecTBeHHOe obpa3oBaHue / Benign tumor.
2 MorpaxuyHasg onyxons / Borderline tumor.
3 3nokayecTBeHHas onyxonb / Malignant tumor.
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METULIHCKAS BU3YATHBALINA

PesynsraTtel 0OpabaTbiBannch CTaHAAPTHLIMK CTa-
TUCTUYECKUMU METOAAMMN C UCMOJIb30BAHMEM PECYP-
coB MS Excel n MedCalc. Peaynstathl npeacraBieHbl
Kak cpegHee (M), MUHUMaNbLHOE N MakCUMasibHOE
3HayeHve (min—-max). [MnoTedy 0 paBeHCTBE Cpes-
HUX MPOBEPSAN C NOMOLLbIO t-kpuTepust CTblogeHTa.
JocToBepHbIMU cumTanmck pasnuyms npu p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbTraTthbl

B rpynne nobGpokavyecTBEHHbIX OMyxosieil Makcu-
ManbHbI anameTp konebancs ot 19 go 350 MM, 4TO
B cpegHeM cocTtaBuno 82,6 Mm. HepoOBHbI KOHTYP
oTMeuvancs B 33 (7,7%) cnyyasax (Tabn. 3).

Yaue Bcero obpaszoBaHue 6bi10 MHOrOKaMepPHO-
connagHoe, kotopoe o6OHapyxeHo y 134 (31,1%)
XEHLMH, 1 MHOrokaMepHoe 6e3 CONMAHOro KoMmno-
HeHTa, 4yTo Habmoganocek y 92 (21,3%) 6GONbHbIX.
Y 86 (20,0%) OoHO onncbIBasIOCb Kak OfHOKaMEpPHO-
conuaHoe n conuagHoe —y 71 (16,5%). OtcytcTBME
XWOKOCTHbIX BKJIIOYEHUA B COJIMAHOM KOMIMOHEHTE
oTmedeHo y 58 (13,5%) naumeHtok. CambiM pef-
KUM okasanocb ogHokamepHoe oOpa3oBaHue -
y 48 (11,1%) (Tabn. 4).

AHOXOreHHOEe BHYTPEHHEE COAEPXMMOE KUCTO3-
HOrO KOMMOHeHTa onyxonen onmcaHo B 195 (53,1%)
cny4yasix, HM3kas axoreHHocTb — B 125 (29,0%), cme-
LwaHHoe — B 25 (6,8%), menkoamcnepcHas B3BECh, KO-
TOpasi B @HrOs3bI4HbIX CTaTbsIX, B TOM YAC/E B PEKO-
MeHpaumsx rpynnel IOTA, o6o3HavaeTcs Kak “MaToBoe
cTekno”, obHapyxeHay 18 (4,9%) 60nbHbIX 1 remoppa-
rnyeckoe — y 4 (1,1%). K remopparnyeckomy cogep-
XMMOMY OTHOCSITCS! BHYTPEHHWE HATEBUAHBLIE CTPYKTY-
pbl, NpeacTassiioLme cobo HUTH GubprHa, a Takxke

Takylo XapakTepucTuKy, Kak 3Be3ayarasi, nayTMHO-
nonobHasa unm xeneobpasHas [5]. CMeluaHHas axo-
FEHHOCTb, NPW KOTOPOW MMEIOTCS pasfnnyHble BKIIIO-
YeHus1, OT aH- A0 rMMNepaxoreHHbIX, YTO YacTo Habso-
naeTca npu Tepatomax, obHapyxeHa y 25 (6,8%)
XeHLLUMH (Tabn. b).

CTpykTypa COAMOHOro KOMMOHEHTA BK/OYana
nanungpHble paspacTaHusi, KOTOpble OMMCaHbl
B 160 (37,1%) 0oOpOKa4YeCTBEHHbIX OMYXONAX ANYHU-
KOB, U TMNEepPaxXoreHHble BKIOYEHUS, 0OHAPYXEHHbIE
B 13 (3,0%) cny4aax. AKycTuyeckme TeHU okas3anucb
Bosiee 4aCcToW HaxoaKoWN, MeBLLEN MecToy 72 (16,7%)
naumMeHToK.

XKungkocTe B MONOCTM Masoro Tasa OTMeveHa
B MaTO4HO-NMPSIMOKULLIEYHOM MPOCTPaHCTBE (Ayrna-
COBOM KapmaHe) y 78 (18,1%) xeHwmuH, a B BUaOe
acumTa BCTpeyanacb pexe, B 18 (4,2%) cnydyasx
(Tabn. 6).

Backynapusauus natonorn4ecknx obpasoBaHui
ANYHMKOB Yalle Bcero Obina B BUAE eOANHNYHBIX JIOKY-
COB, 4YTO COOTBETCTBOBasIO 2 Oannam, oOHapyXeH-
HeiM B 178 (41,3%) cnydasax. Asackynspusauus
BcTpeyanacb y 154 (35,7%) naumeHTok. YMepeHHas
Backynsapusaums (3 6anna) nmenace y 90 (20,9%)
OonbHbIX 1 rmnepeackynapudaums —y 9 (2,1%) xeH-
LWWH (Tabn. 7).

MorpaHnyHble 1 310KAYECTBEHHbIE OMYXOSM NMe-
M MakcumanbHbin anameTp ot 11 go 387 mm, 4to
B cpegHeM cocTtaBuno 97,1 Mm. HepoBHbI KOHTYP
oTMeueH B 90 (7,5%) onyxonsix (Tabn. 8).

Cpeon 310Ka4yeCTBEHHbIX OMyXOnein camMon 4a-
CTOW CTPYKTYPOW oKazanacb ConuaHasi U MHOrokKa-
MepPHO-CoNIaHas, koTopble onncanbl y 518 (43,0%)

Ta6nuua 3. MakcrmanbHbI AMameTp U KOHTYP f06poKkaYecTBEHHOro 06pa3oBaHUs AUMYHNKOB
Table 3. Maximum diameter and contour of benign ovarian masses

. MakcumanbHbIil AnamMeTp, MM .
McTonornyeckuii gnuarHo3 . . HepoBHbIli KOHTYP, N (%)
Histological diagnosis n Maximum diameter, mm Irregular wall, n (%)
9 9 M (min-max) 9 PR

Crtpyma 32 94 (25-198) 8 (25,0%)
Struma
dubpoma/PprbpoTekoma 68 78 (19-258) 10 (14,7%)
Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Onyxonb BpeHHepa 23 69 (20-278) 3(13,0%)
Brenner's tumor
AHpomMeTpromMa 6epeMeHHbIX 18 66 (41-121) 0
Endometriomas pregnancy
MyumnHo3Has umcTageHoma 57 112,5(31-301) 12 (21,1%)
Mucinous tumor
UucrapneHopunbpoma 233 76 (21-350) 0
Cystadenofibromas
Bcero 431 82,6 (19-350) 33 (7,7%)
All
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Ta6nuua 4. YnbTpaseykoBoe CTPOeHne 00pa3oBaHma B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT MOPGhOIOrMYeckoro Tuna Ao6poKayecTBeHHOM
OMnyXOomun ANYHKKa

Table 4. Ultrasound structure depending on the morphotype of benign ovarian masses

McTonornyeckuii OpHo- MHoro- OpHo- MHoro- ConugHoe, Bes
AunarHos KamMepHoe, | KamepHoe, KaMepHo- KaMepHo- n (%) XUAKOCTHBIX
Histological n (%) n (%) conupHoe, conupHoe, Solid, BKJIIOYEHWIA,
diagnosis Unilocular, | Multilocular, n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
n (%) n (%) Unilocular- Multilocular- No cyst fluid,
solid, n (%) solid, n (%) n (%)
Crpyma 1(3,1%) 6 (18,8%) 3(9,4%) 19 (59,4%) 3(9,4%) 5(15,6%)
Struma
dnbpoma/ 0 2 (2,9%) 4 (5,9%) 11 (16,2%) 51 (75,0%) 43 (63,2%)
purbpoTekoma
Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 5(21,7%) 2 (8,7%) 1(4,3%) 3 (13,0%) 12 (52,2%) 5(21,7%)
Brenner's tumor
3HOomeTproma 1(5,6%) 0 10 (55,6%) 7 (38,9%) 0 0
6epeMeHHbIx
Endometriomas
pregnancy
MyupmHo3Has 10 (17,5%) 37 (64,9%) 1(1,8%) 9 (15,8%) 0 0
uucTageHoma
Mucinous tumor
UnctapeHopubpoma | 31 (13,3%) 45 (19,3%) 67 (28,8%) 85 (36,5%) 5(2,1%) 5(2,1%)
Cystadenofibromas
Bcero 48 (11,1%) 92 (21,3%) 86 (20,0%) 134 (31,1%) | 71(16,5%) 58 (13,5%)
All

Ta6nuua 5. 3XOreHHOCTb KMCTO3HOr0 COLEePXMMOro f0OPOoKayecTBEHHbIX 00pa3oBaHuii AMHHUKOB
Table 5. Echogenicity of cystic contents of benign ovarian masses

MmcTonornyeckuii gnuarHo3 | AH3XoreHHoe, Huskas Menko- Femopparu- CwmewaHHoe,
Histological diagnosis n (%) 9XOreHHOCTb, | AucnepcHas yeckoe, n (%) n (%)
Anechoic, n (%) B3Be°°hs Haemorrhagic, Mixed,
n (%) Low-level, n (%) n (%) n %)
n (%) Ground-glass,
n (%)
Crpyma 19 (59,4%) 7(21,9%) 0 4(12,5%) 0
Struma
durbpoma/PpubpoTekoma 11 (16,2%) 6 (8,8%) 1(1,5%) 0 5(7,4%)
Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 4 (17,4%) 6 (26,1%) 1(4,3%) 0 4 (17,4%)
Brenner's tumor
AHpomeTpuomMa 6epemMeHHbIX 2(11,1%) 4 (22,2%) 12 (66,7%) 0 0
Endometriomas pregnancy
MyLMHO3Has uMcTageHoMa 11 (19,3%) 41 (71,9%) 3(5,3%) 0 2 (3,5%)
Mucinous tumor
UunctapeHodmbpoma 148 (63,5%) 61 (26,2%) 5(2,1%) 0 14 (6,0%)
Cystadenofibromas
Bcero 195 (53,1%) 125 (34,1%) 18 (4,9%) 4(1,1%) 25 (6,8%)
All
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Ta6nuua 6. CTpyKTypa CONMOHOrO KOMMOHEHTA U XUAKOCTb B NEPUTOHEeaNbHO NOM0CTY NPy A06POKaYeCTBEHHBIX 00pa30-

BaHNAX ANYHNKOB

Table 6. The structure of the solid component and fluid in the peritoneal cavity in benign ovarian masses

Mctonornueckuii MNanunnsipHeie | MMnepaxoreHHble | AkycTuuyeckue XugkocTb Acuur,
AnarHos paspacTtaHus, BKJIIOYEHUS, TEHMU, B AYyrNacoBOM n (%)
Histological n (%) n (%) n (%) kapmaHe, n (%) | Ascites,
diagnosis Papillary Calcifications, Shadowing, Fluid in pouch n (%)
projections, n (%) n (%) of Douglas,
n (%) n (%)

Crtpyma 16 (50,0%) 0 13 (40,6%) 4(12,5%) 3(9,4%)
Struma
dnbpoma/purbpotekoma 4 (5,9%) 0 22 (32,4%) 34 (50,0%) 11 (16,2%)
Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 0 13 (56,5%) 14 (60,9%) 2 (8,7%) 1(4,3%)
Brenner's tumor
JHOomeTproma 17 (94,4%) 0 0 0 0
6epeMeHHbIX
Endometriomas pregnancy
MyLMnHO3Has uMcTageHoMa 1(1,8%) 0 0 7 (38,9%) 1(5,6%)
Mucinous tumor
UncrapeHodubpoma 122 (52,4%) 0 23 (9,9%) 35 (15,0%) 2 (0,9%)
Cystadenofibromas
Bcero 160 (37,1%) 13 (3,0%) 72 (16,7%) 78 (18,1%) 18 (4,2%)
All

Ta6nuua 7. Backynapusaums 0o6pokayecTBeHHbIX OMyX0mnei SUYHMKOB

Table 7. Vascularization of benign ovarian tumors

MacTonornyeckuii guarHo3
Histological diagnosis

1 6ann, n (%)
No color, n (%)

2 6anna, n (%)
Minimal, n (%)

3 6anna, n (%)
Moderate, n (%)

4 6anna, n (%)
Abundant, n (%)

Crtpyma
Struma

durbpoma/PpubpoTekoma
Fibroma/fibrothecoma
Onyxonb BpeHHepa
Brenner's tumor

AHpomeTpuoma 6epeMeHHbIX
Endometriomas pregnancy

MyurHO3Has umcTageHoma
Mucinous tumor

UnctaneHodprbpoma
Cystadenofibromas

Bcero
All

12 (37,5%)
9 (13,2%)
7 (30,4%)
3 (16,7%)
27 (47,4%)
96 (41,2%)

154 (35,7%)

13 (40,6%)
29 (42,6%)
12 (52,2%)
2(11,1%)
23 (40,4%)
99 (42,5%)

178 (41,3%)

6 (18,8%)
22 (32,4%)
5(21,7%)
13 (72,2%)
7(12,3%)
37 (15,9%)

90 (20,9%)

1(3,1%)
7(10,3%)
0
0
0
1(0,4%)

9(2,1%)
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TaGnuua 8. MakcrmanbHbI AMamMeTp U KOHTYP NOrpaHnYHbIX M 3/10Ka4€CTBEHHbIX OMyX0Jei NpuaaTKoB MaTKu
Table 8. Maximum diameter and contour of borderline and malignant tumors of the uterine appendages

TucTonornyeckuit gnuarHo3 n MakcumanbHbIi guameTp, MM HepoBHbIii KOHTYP, N (%)
Histological diagnosis Maximum diameter, mm Irregular wall, n (%)
M (min—max)
MeTacTaTnyeckas onyxosib 67 89 (16-220) 42 (62,7%)
Metastatic tumor
Anppobnactoma 22 61 (13-175) 0
Androblastoma
lpaHyne3okneTo4Has Onyxosb 23 102 (37-242) 0
Granulosa cell tumor
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 5 66 (16-143) 3 (60,0%)
Brenner's tumor
MorpaHunyHas onyxonb 68 32 (11-106) 0
Borderline tumor
KapunHoma maTo4How TpyObl 79 58 (18-141) 0
Tubal cancer
OuncrepmurHoma 22 118 (40-210) 4(18,2%)
Dysgerminoma
MyupHo3Has afneHokapLuMHOMa 66 197 (32-387) 38 (57,8%)
Malignant mucinous tumor
Cepo3Has ageHokapuyHomMa 406 83,5 (13-290) 0
Malignant serous tumor
SHOoMEeTpronaHas kapumHoma 239 102,5 (20-300) 0
Endometrioid cancer
CBeTnokieTo4Has kapumyHoma 152 117 (25-310) 0
Clear cell carcinoma
Onyxo/b 3HO0AEPMASILHOrO CMHYCa 21 157 (107-181) 0
Endodermal sinus tumor
CTtpomarsnbHast onyxonb 35 79 (24-201) 3 8,6%)
Stromal tumor
Bcero 1205 97,1 (11-387) 90 (7,5%)
All

n 408 (33,9%) 60nbHbIX COOTBETCTBEHHO. OHOKA-
MEPHO-COMInOHbIE Onyxonu BcTpedanucb B 209
(17,3%) cnyyaax. OTCyTCTBME XUOKOCTHbIX BKIOYE-
HWIA B CONUAHOM KOMMOHEHTe OblNo 3adpuKCUpPoBaHO
B 282 (23,8%) natonorunyeckmx o6pas3oBaHUSIX.
MHOrokamMepHoe CTpOeHME 0Ka3anoCb [AOBOJIbHO
penkumM n3obpaxeHnemM 310Ka4eCTBEHHOr0 HOBOOO-
pasoBaHusg, OHM cocTtaBunn 53 (4,4%), ewe pexe
OoTMe4YeHa oaHokamepHas cTpyktypa — 16 (1,3%)
HabnoaeHui (tabn. 9).

B aHanuse npucytcTBoBanu faHHble 748 onyxo-
Nen, VMEeKLMX KMUCTO3Hble MosiocTu. Yawe Bcero
XWIAKOCTHOE COAEPXMMOE 3TUX MONOCTEN BbIIO HU3-
KO 3XOr€HHOCTU WU @HSXOrEHHbIM, YTO COCTaBUJIO
367 (49,1%) n 220 (29,4%) cny4aeB COOTBETCTBEHHO.
MenkoaucnepcHas B3BeCb NO TNy “MaTtoBOro CTek-
na” onucaHa B 76 (10,2%) onyxonsix, CMeLlaHHas

9XOreHHOCTb — B 66 (8,8%) n remopparuyeckoe —
B 19 (2,5%) (Tabn. 10).

ManunngpHele pa3pacTtaHus  3adUKCUPOBaHbLI
B 317 (26,8%) norpaHnyHbIX 1 3N10KA4ECTBEHHbIX OMy-
XON§AX, TUMNEepPa3XOreHHble BKJIOYEHUS — TOJbKO
B 43 (3,6%) n akyctnyeckme teum — B 31 (2,6%).
XnpkocTb B N03aAMMaTO4YHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE OOHa-
pyxeHa B 227 (34,8%) cnyyasix, a B BEPXHUX aTaxax
OptoLHo nonocT (acumnt) —B 264 (23,2%) (Tadbn. 11).

Backynapusauus norpaHuyHbIX U 310Ka4€CTBEH-
HbIX Onyxonen Oblna [A0BOSIbHO BblPaXEHHOIA.
Tak, ymepeHHas BacKynsipn3aums, COOTBETCTBYIOLLAS
3 bannam, otMeyeHa B 545 (45,2%) cnyyasx, runep-
Backynapudaums — B 314 (26,1%). BmecTte ¢ Tem
eONHNYHbIE LIBETOBbIE NOKYCbl O0OHapyxXeHbl B 254
(21,1%) onyxonsix U aBackynapusaums 3adukcupo-
BaHay 76 (6,4%) 60sbHbIX (TabnN. 12).
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TaGnuua 9. YnbTpasBykOBOE CTPOEHUE HOBOO6paSOBaHI/I9| B 3aBMCUMOCTM OT MOPGDONOrNYecKoro Tuna MnorpaHnyHbIX
N 3/10Ka4YE€CTBEHHbIX OMyX0oner npuaaTkos MaTku

Table 9. Ultrasound structure of the neoplasm depending on the morphotype of borderline and malignant tumors of the uter-

ine appendages
MucTonornyeckuin OpHo- MHoro- OpHo- MHoro- ConupgHoe, be3
AuarHos KamepHoe, KamepHoe, KaMepHO- KaMepHo- n (%) XUAKOCTHbIX
Histological n (%) n (%) conuaHoe, conuaHoe, Solid, BKJIIOYEHUMA,
diagnosis Unilocular, | Multilocular, n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
n (%) n (%) Unilocular- | Multilocular- No cyst fluid,
solid, solid, n (%)
n (%) n (%)
MeTacTaTtnyeckas 1(1,5%) 8 (11,9%) 2 (3,0%) 12 (17,9%) 44 (65,7%) 35 (52,2%)
onyxonb
Metastatic tumor
AHgpobnactoma 0 1(4,5%) 0 6 (27,3%) 16 (72,7%) HeT oaHHbIX
Androblastoma Information
not available
lpaHyne3okneTo4Has 0 1(4,3%) 1(4,3%) 12 (52,2%) 9(39,1%) 0
onyxonb
Granulosa cell tumor
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 1(20,0%) 1(20,0%) 0 2 (40,0%) 1(20,0%) 0
Brenner's tumor
MorpaHuyHas 2 (2,9%) 6 (8,8%) 50 (73,5%) 9(13,2%) 1(1,5%) 1(1,5%)
OnyxoJb
Borderline tumor
KapunHoma 2 (2,5%) 0 10 (12,7%) 14 (17,7%) 53 (67,1%) 36 (45,6%)
MaTO4YHON TPYOBl
Tubal cancer
IuncrepmmnHoma 0 0 0 1(4,5%) 21 (95,5%) 21 (95,5%)
Dysgerminoma
MyupHo3Has 6 (9,1%) 31 (47,0%) 6 (9,1%) 19 (28,8%) 4 (6,1%) 1(1,5%)
afleHokapuuHoma
Malignant mucinous
tumor
CeposHas 2 (0,5%) 2 (0,5%) 50 (12,3%) 141 (34,7%) | 209 (51,5%) 184 (45,3%)
afleHokapuuHoma
Malignant
serous tumor
dHoomeTpuonaHas 2 (0,8%) 3 (1,3%) 37 (15,5%) 115 (48,1%) 82 (34,3%) 0
KapumHoma
Endometrioid cancer
CBeTnokieToyHas 0 0 53 (34,9%) 63 (41,4%) 36 (23,7%) 0
KapumHoma
Clear cell carcinoma
Onyxonb 0 0 0 10 (47,6%) 11 (52,4%) 4 (19,0%)
3HAOAEPMaNbHOMO
CUHyca
Endodermal sinus
tumor
CtpomanbHas 0 0 0 4 (11,4%) 31 (88,6%) 0
onyxonb
Stromal tumor
Bcero 16 (1,3%) 53 (4,4%) 209 (17,3%) | 408 (33,9%) | 518 (43,0%) 282 (23,8)*
All

*McKno4eHbl 0nyxonun, B ONmncaHum KOTOPbIX HET AaHHbIX / Excludes tumors with no data in their description.
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Ta6nuua 10. Sx0reHHOCTb XNAKOCTHOrO COLEPXMMOro KNCTO3HbLIX NOIOCTEN MNOrPaHNYHbLIX U 3/I0KA4ECTBEHHBIX ONyXO0sei
NPUAATKOB MaTKM (PaccymMTaHO Ha KOJIMYECTBO OMyXOsen C KUCTO3HbIMU NOIOCTAMMN)

Table 10. Echogenicity of fluid contents of cystic cavities of borderline and malignant tumors of the uterine appendages
(calculated for the number of tumors with cystic cavities)

MicTonornyeckuin
AnarHos

Histological
diagnosis

AH3Xxo0reHHoe,
n (%)
Anechoic,

n (%)

Huskas
3XOreHHOCTb,
n (%)
Low-level,

n (%)

MenkogucnepcHas
B3BECb,
n (%)
Ground-glass,
n (%)

femopparu-
yeckoe,
n (%)
Haemorrhagic,
n (%)

CwmeluaHHoe,
n (%)
Mixed,

n (%)

MeTtacTtaTunyeckas
0onyxoJsib
Metastatic tumor

AHppobnactoma
Androblastoma

lpaHyne3okneToyHas
0nyxoJib

Granulosa cell tumor

Onyxonb bpeHHepa
Brenner's tumor

MorpaHnyHas onyxosnb
Borderline tumor

KapunHoma
MaTO4HOM TPYObl

Tubal cancer

OncrepmmnHoma
Dysgerminoma

MyumHo3Has
afeHokapumHoMa
Malignant mucinous
tumor

CeposHas
afleHokapLuuHoma
Malignant serous tumor

SHpomeTpuonaHas
KapLmHoma
Endometrioid cancer

CeTnoknetoyHas
KapuuHoma
Clear cell carcinoma

Onyxonb
3HO0AEPMaSIbHOIrO
CUHyca

Endodermal sinus tumor

CTpomanbHas onyxosb
Stromal tumor

Bcero
All

12 (37,5%)

2 (12,5%)

1(25,0%)

30 (50,8%)

32 (57,1%)

1(100%)

4 (6,2%)

67 (30,2%)

37 (23,6%)

29 (25,2%)

5 (29,4%)

220 (29,4%)*

13 (40,6%)

7(43,8%)

2 (50,0%)

25 (42,4%)

7 (12,5%)

50 (76,9%)

121 (54,5%)

83 (52,9%)

50 (43,5%)

6 (35,3%)

3 (75,0%)

367 (49,1%)*

1(3,1%)

HeT gaHHbIX
Information not available

0

1(25,0%)

3(5,1%)

3(5,5%)

6 (9,2%)

12 (5,4%)

25 (15,9%)

25 (21,7%)

76 (10,2%)*

1(3,1%)

1(6,3%)

13 (23,2%)

2(1,3%)

2 (11,8%)

19 (2,5%)*

5 (15,6%)

6 (37,5%)

1(1,7%)

1(1,8%)

5(7,7%)

22 (9,9%)

10 (6,4%)

11 (9,6%)

4 (23,5%)

1(25,0%)

66 (8,8%)*

*McKno4eHbl Onyxonun, B ONmncaHum KOTOPbIX HET AaHHbIX / Excludes tumors with no data in their description.
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Ta6nuua 11. CTpykTypa COMMOHOMO KOMMOHEHTA W XWOKOCTb B MEPUTOHEAsbHOW MOM0CTU MpU MOrpaHUYHbIX

M 3N10Ka4€CTBEHHbIX OMYXONAX NpUOaTKOB MaTKN

Table 11. The structure of the solid component and fluid in the peritoneal cavity in borderline and malignant tumors of the

uterine appendages

Muctonorunyeckuii ManunnsipHbie | MMnepaxoreHHblie | AKycTuyeckue XupkocTb Acuur,
AnarHos paspacTtaHus, BKJIIOYEHUS, TEHMU, B AYr/1aCOBOM n (%)
Histological n (%) n (%) n (%) kapmaue, Ascites,
diagnosis Papillary Calcifications, Shadowing, n (%) n (%)
projections, n (%) n (%) Fluid in pouch
n (%) of Douglas,
n (%)
MeTtacTaTnyeckas 8 (11,9%) 0 0 HeT aaHHbIX
0nyxonb Information not available
Metastatic tumor
AHgpobnactoma 0 0 0 4 (18,2%) 1(4,5%)
Androblastoma
lpaHyne3okneTo4Has 4 (17,4%) 0 0 0 5(21,7%)
onyxonb
Granulosa cell tumor
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 1(20,0%) 3(60,0%) 2 (40,0%) 1(20,0%) 0
Brenner's tumor
MorpaHnyHas onyxonb 61 (89,7%) 0 0 24 (35,3%) 0
Borderline tumor
KapunHoma 13 (16,5%) 0 0 HeT naHHbIX 11 (13,9%)
MaTO4HO TPYOBI Information
Tubal cancer not available
IuncrepmmnHoma 1(4,5%) 0 0 11 (50,0%) 1(4,5%)
Dysgerminoma
MyupmHo3Has 7(10,6%) 0 0 22 (33,3%) 9 (13,6%)
afeHokapuuHoma
Malignant mucinous
tumor
CeposHas 92 (22,7%) 24 (5,9%) 0 HeT naHHbIX 138
afeHoKapLyHoma Information (34,0%)
Malignant serous tumor not available
AHpomeTpuonaHas 70 29,3%) 0 15 (6,3%) 105 (43,9%) 57 (23,8%)
KapumHoma
Endometrioid cancer
CBeTnokneToyHas 58 (38,2%) 0 10 (6,6%) 56 (36,8%) 32 (21,1%)
KapLmHoma
Clear cell carcinoma
Onyxonb 2 (9,5%) 16 (76,2%) 0 0 8 (38,1%)
9HAO0LAEPMANbHOMO
CUHyca
Endodermal sinus tumor
CTpomanbHas onyxosb 0 0 4 (11,4%) 4 (11,4%) 2 (5,7%)
Stromal tumor
Bcero 317 (26,8%) 43 (3,6%) 31(2,6%) 227 (34,8%)* 264
All (23,2%)*

*MICKNI04EHBI ONyX0AK, B ONMCaHUM KOTOPbIX HET AaHHbIX / Excludes tumors with no data in their description.
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Ta6nuua 12. Backynsapusaums norpaHnYHbIX 1 310Ka4eCTBEHHBIX ONyX0oe NPUAATKOB MaTKM
Table 12. Vascularization of borderline and malignant tumors of the uterine appendages

McTonoruyeckuii guarHo3 1 6ann 2 6anna 3 6anna 4 6anna
Histological diagnosis No color, n (%) | Minimal,n (%) | Moderate,n (%) | Abundant, n (%)

MeTacTaTnyeckas onyxosib 3 (4,5%) 12 (17,9%) 28 (41,8%) 24 (35,8%)
Metastatic tumor
Anppobnactoma 13 (59,1%) 1(4,5%) 4(18,2%) 4 (18,2%)
Androblastoma
lpaHyne30kneTo4Has Onyxosb 0 2 (8,7%) 13 (56,5%) 8 (34,8%)
Granulosa cell tumor
Onyxonb bpeHHepa 0 2 (40,0%) 2 (40,0%) 1(20,0%)
Brenner's tumor
MorpaHnyHas onyxonb ' 23 (34,8%) 17 (25,8%) 26 (39,4%) 0
Borderline tumor '
KapuymHoma mMaTo4How TpyObl 1(1,3%) 8(10,1%) 45 (57,0%) 25 (31,6%)
Tubal cancer
AncrepmuHoma 2 0 1(7,1%) 6 (42,9%) 7 (50,0%)
Dysgerminoma ?
MyuLMHO3Has ageHokapumHoma 7(10,6%) 34 (51,5%) 22 (33,3%) 3 (45,5%)
Malignant mucinous tumor
Cepo3Has ageHokapLyHoma 3 16 (4,0%) 95 (23,5%) 201 (49,8%) 92 (22,8%)
Malignant serous tumor 3
AHOoMeTpronaHas kapuuHoma 4 3(1,3%) 49 (20,7%) 113 (47,7%) 73 (30,8%)
Endometrioid cancer #
CBeTnokieTo4Has kapumyHoma ° 8 (5,3%) 31(20,7%) 67 (44,7%) 44 (29,3%)
Clear cell carcinoma 5
Onyxo/ib 3HO0AEPMASILHOrO CMHYCa 1(4,8%) 0 10 (47,6%) 10 (47,6%)
Endodermal sinus tumor
CTpomarbHas onyxonb © 1(2,9%) 2 (5,9%) 8 (23,5%) 23 (67,6%)
Stromal tumor ©
Bcero 76 (6,4%) 254 (21,4%) 545 (45,9%) 314 (26,4%)
All

' B nctoyHumke [13] nmetoTcs gaHHble Backynspusaumnm 66 onyxonei.
The source [13] has data on vascularization of 66 tumors.

2 B uctouHuke [11] umetoTcst JaHHbIE Backynsipusaumm 14 onyxonen.
The source [11] has data on vascularization of 14 tumors.

3 B nctounuke [17] umetotcs faHHble Backynspudaumm 404 onyxonei.
The source [17] has data on vascularization of 404 tumors.

4 B uctouHuke [18] umetoTcs AaHHbIe Backynspuaaumm 237 onyxonei.
The source [18] has data on vascularization of 237 tumors.

5 B nctounuke [19] umetotcs aaHHble Backynspusaumm 150 onyxonei.
The source [19] has data on vascularization of 150 tumors.

6 B ncTouHuke [22] umMetoTcs JaHHble BacKynsipusaumm 34 onyxonein.
The source [22] has data on vascularization of 34 tumors.
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Ta6nuua 13. ConocTtaBneHne 4acToThl BCTPEYAEMOCTY MPU3HAKOB, PEKOMEHLOBaHHbIX rpynnoi I0TA, ans onucaHus
[06POKAYECTBEHHBIX 11 3/10KAYECTBEHHbIX OMyXO0Jei NpnaaTkoB MaTKu

Table 13. Comparison of the frequency of occurrence of signs recommended by the IOTA group for the description of benign

and malignant tumors of the uterine appendages

3nokavyecTBeHHble
. [ o0OpokayeCTBEHHble
Kpm.'epvm onyxonu, n (%) on_yxonu, n (%) b
Variable Benign tumors, n (%) Mallgnan(t, tumors,
n (%)
Konuyectso, n 431 1205
Quantity, n
BospacrT, roabl, M (min—-max) 48,1 (14-89) 46,5 (3-94) 0,76
Age, years, M (min—-max)
MakcumanbHbIin anameTp, MM, M (min—-max) 82,6 (16-350) 97,1 (11-387) 0,32
Maximum diameter, mm, M (min—-max)
HepoBHbIN KOHTYP, N (%) 33 (7,7%) 90 (7,5%) 0,76
Irregular wall, n (%)
OnHokamepHas, n (%) 48 (11,1%) 16 (1,3%) 0,05
Unilocular, n (%)
MHorokamepHas, n (%) 92 (21,3%) 53 (4,4%) 0,10
Multilocular, n (%)
OpnHokamepHo-conuaHas, n (%) 86 (20,0%) 209 (17,3%) 0,88
Unilocular-solid, n (%)
MHorokamepHast KUCTO3HO-conunaHas, n (%) 134 (31,1%) 408 (33,9%) 0,62
Multilocular-solid, n (%)
ConupgHas, n (%) 71 (16,5%) 518 (43,0%) 0,13
Solid, n (%)
CTpyKTypa XUAKOCTHOrO KOMMOHEHTa KUCTO3HbIX NosiocTen
Structure of the fluid component of cystic cavities
AHaxoreHHas, n (%) 195 (45,2%) 220 (29,4%)* 0,45
Anechoic, n (%)
Hu3skas axoreHHoCTb, N (%) 125 (29,0%) 367 (49,1%)* 0,52
Low-level, n (%)
MenkogucnepcHasi B3BeCh (“MaToBOE CTEK/0”), 18 (4,2%) 76 (10,2%)* 0,43
n (%)
Ground-glass, n (%)
lfemopparuyeckas, n (%) 4(0,9%) 19 (2,5%)* 0,48
Haemorrhagic, n (%)
CwmeluaHHas, n (%) 25 (5,8%) 66 (8,8%)* 0,64
Mixed, n (%)
CTpyKTypa CONMAHOro KOMMNOHEHTa
Solid component structure
ManunnapHele paspactanus, n (%) 160 (37,1%) 317 (26,8%) 0,90
Papillary projections, n (%)
HeT XnOKOCTHbIX BKJIIOYEHNIA, N (%) 58 (13,5%) 282 (23,8%)* 0,41
No cyst fluid, n (%)
lMnepaxoreHHble BKOYEHUS, N (%) 13 (3,0%) 43 (3,6%) 0,71
Calcifications, n (%)
AkycTunyeckme TeHn, n (%) 72 (16,7%) 31 (2,6%) 0,01
Shadowing, n (%)
MeputoHeanbHas NONOCTb
Peritoneal cavity
KnpokocTb B yrnacoBoM kapmMaHe, n (%) 78 (18,1%) 227 (34,8%)* 0,57
Fluid in pouch of Douglas, n (%)
AcumT, n (%) 18 (4,2%) 264 (23,2%)* 0,13
Ascites, n (%)
METUIMHCKAS BIBYATHBAIILT 2022, o 26, Ned
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Ta6bnuua 13 (okoHYaHue)
Table 13 (end)

3nokavyecTBeHHble
Kputepwuii nogﬁgiﬁ;ﬁ?ﬁﬁ;‘;"'e onyxonu, n (%) b
Variable . Malignant tumors,
Benign tumors, n (%) n (%)
Backynsipusauus
Vascularization
1 6ann, n (%) 154 (35,7%) 76 (6,3%)* 0,06
No color, n (%)
2 6anna, n (%) 178 (41,3%) 254 (21,1%)* 0,60
Minimal, n (%)
3 6anna, n (%) 90 (20,9%) 545 (45,2%)* 0,12
Moderate, n (%)
4 6anna, n (%) 9(2,1%) 314 (26,1%)* 0,02
Abundant, n (%)

*McKnio4eHBI ONyxonu, B ONMCaHUM KOTOPbIX HET AaHHblX / Excludes tumors with no data in their description.

Mpwn conocTaBAEHUN HaCTOThbl OMMCAHHbIX MPU3Ha-
KOB [,0OPOKAYECTBEHHBIX 1 310KAYECTBEHHbIX, BKIIIO-
yasl norpaHunyHble, ONyxosier NPUOATKOB MaTKn 3Ha-
yumble pas3nuyns (p < 0,05) BeISBUANCH TONBKO B Cy-
Yyasx NPU3HaKoB OLHOKAMEPHOro obpal3oBaHus Uu
NpU HaIMYMM aKyCTUHYECKUX TEHEN, YTO XapakTepHO
0ns 1o6pokavyecTBEHHbIX 06pa3oBaHuniA, a Takxe npu
rMnepBackynapm3aumm, KoTopas AOCTOBEPHO 4valle
06Hapy>KeHa B 3/10Ka4ECTBEHHLIX ONyxonsx (Tabn. 13).

O6cyxpaeHue

Onyxonm SM4HNKOB ABASKOTCS LOCTATOYHO Pacnpo-
CTpaHeHHbIM 3aboneBaHvemM B t0OOOM BO3PACTHOM
NEepPUOAE XN3HW XEHLLUMHbI: OT PaHHEro AEeTCKOro Ao
ceHunbHoro. Cpean nccnenoBaHHbiX 1636 60MbHbLIX
He BbISIB/IEHO LOCTOBEPHOW Pa3HNLbI MEXY rpynnou,
BKJItOYalOLLLEel 00OpOKavyecTBeHHbIE 0Opa3oBaHus, B
KOTOpOW cpenHwuin Bo3pact coctaBun 48,1 (14-89)
roga, v rpynnon Co 3n10Ka4eCTBEHHbIMU ONyX0NsaMu
Cco cpegHuM Bo3pactoM 46,5 (3-94) ropa. AHano-
TMYHYI0 3aKOHOMEpPHOCTb BbigBuan M.A. Basha un
coaBT. [23], No ux HabNAEHUAM CpeaHuii BO3pacT
coctaBun 48 + 13,7 roga ¢ ananasoHomM 18-72 roaa.

Ncnonb3oBaHve equHon CUCTEMbl ONUCaHWUS na-
TONOrMYECKMX 06PaA30BaHNIA NPUAATKOB MaTKN, NPes-
noxeHHou rpynnow IOTA, N03BOANIO NPOBECTN CPaB-
HEHME NPU3HAKOB OMYX0Nen ANYHNKOB, OTHOCSILLIMXCS
K pasfiMyHbIM rmctonormyeckum tunam. Cpegm atumx
onyxosen 6binn Kak 4oOpPoKaYeCTBEHHbIE, TaK U MO-
rpaHnYHblE, N 310KAYECTBEHHbIE. B HekoTopbIX mc-
cneposaHusx [7, 8, 13] aBTOpbI He gaBanv U30aMpo-
BaHHOM MHPOPMaLMK No 3axorpaduyeckomy nsobpa-
XXEHWIO MOrPaHNYHBIX U 310KA4ECTBEHHbLIX HOBOOOPa-
30BaHMN KU paccmaTpuBann ux B obOLWen rpynne,
NMOCKOJIbKY B COOTBETCTBUM C MOPPONOrn4eckom

Knaccudurkaumen norpaHnyHbIe OTHOCAT K OMyXOnsam
C HM3KMM 3/10Ka4€CTBEHHbIM NOTEeHUManom [24].

Bce ynbTpasBykoOBble MPU3HAKK Onyxosneln Obinu
06HapyeHbl B 06eurx rpynnax, Ho YactoTa Ux BCTpe-
4aemMoCTM okasasacb pPasnnyHon. Tak, ogHoKamep-
Hble HOBOOOPA30BaHMA Yallle BbiSBNEHblI B 4OOpOKa-
YeCTBEHHbIX OMyXO0NsiX, YeM B 3/10KAYECTBEHHbIX
(p = 0,05). Takke B AOOPOKAYECTBEHHBLIX OMYXOMNSX
OOCTOBEPHO Halle BCTPEYanCb akyCTUYECKNE TEeHU
(p < 0,05).

Mpwu oueHKe yNbLTPa3BYKOBOro N3obpaxeHusi B 3a-
BMCUMOCTN OT MOP®dONOrn4eckoro BapmaHTa ony-
XOnn cnegyeTt 00patuTb BHUMAHWE Ha TEHOEHUMW,
fbonee xapakTepHble OJi9 3/710KAa4ECTBEHHbIX HOBO-
00pas3oBaHuii, K KOTOPbIM HEOoOX0AMMO OTHECTW
conngHoe ctpoenme (p = 0,13) n BOSHMKHOBEHUE
acumTa (p = 0,13), B TO BpEMS Kak MHOrOKamMepHoe
CTpoeHue 6e3 CONMAHOr0 KOMMOHEHTA Yallle BCTpe-
yanocb B fobpokayectBeHHbIX (p = 0,10). Pasmepbl
HOBOOOPA30BaHWS, HEPOBHBIN KOHTYP, NanUINspHbIe
paspacTaHus, rTMNepPaxoreHHbIE BKIIIOYEHUS 1 Xapak-
Tep BHYTPEHHEr0 COAEPXMMOro KMCTO3HbIX MOJO-
cTeil 06HapyXMBalOTCS NPUMEPHO C OANHAKOBOWN Ya-
CTOTOWM B 06emx rpynnax.

Mpu oueHke KPOBOCHAOXEHUS MaTONOrM4ecKoro
o0pasoBaHUs ruMnepBackynsapu3aums YBEPEHHO
yKasblBasia Ha 310ka4ecTBeHHyo onyxosb (p < 0,05),
B TO BpeMsi kak aBackynsipusaums B Takux Hosoobpa-
30BaHUSIX BCTpedyanacb penko, OAHAKO pPasfnyns
C [ob6poKaYyeCTBEHHbIMU OblIM HEAOCTOBEPHbLIMU
(p =0,06).

Bonee TOro, cnenyet OTMETUTb, HTO OObLLMHCTRO,
TO ecTb 864 (71,7%) HabnoaeHns Co 310Ka4eCTBEH-
HbIMM HOBOOOPAa30BaHMSAMM, COCTaBUIN Cepo3Has,
SHOOMETPUOMHASA, CBETIOKNIETOYHAA U MeTacTatu-
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yeckas kapuuHoma, npu 3ToM A006pOKAYECTBEHHbIE
BapuMaHTbl, HanpuMep Cepo3Has LUCTaAEHOMA,
B CpaBHWBAEMOW rpynne He npeacrtasneHbl. B 1o xe
Bpems 6ObLLUNHCTBO, @ UMeHHO 333 (77,3%) nobpo-
KaQ4eCTBEHHbIX OMyX0nn, COCTaBWUAN OPYrue rucTono-
rmyeckmne BapumaHTbl (UMCTaneHOPUOPOMBI U HE3NU-
TenuanbHble onyxonu). B cBA3u ¢ aTUM aHanna no
YyNbTPa3BYKOBOMY NPU3HaKy “runepsackynapuaumns’”
HY>XOAEeTCs B JOMOSIHUTENbHbIX UCCNEA0BAHUSIX.

CrneunanucTbl M3 pasHbIX CTPaH, OpraHM30BaB-
LUME MOCTOSIHHO OEMCTBYIOLLYIO FPYMMY MO U3YYEHUIO
onyxonen andHnkos I0TA, cdopmynmposanm “5 npo-
CTbIX NpaBun” ang andpdepeHumanbHON AMarHoCTUKN
[0OPOKAYECTBEHHbIX U 3/I0KAQYECTBEHHbBIX OMyXOJen
anyHmkoB [25]. K npu3Hakam [o6pokayeCTBEHHbIX
00pa3oBaHNin aBTOPbI OTHECU:

— OOHOKaMEepPHOCTb,

— HanMyne CONMAHbIX KOMMOHEHTOB, KOTOPbIE
B OTEYECTBEHHON NTEpaType Halle TPaKTYITCS Kak
nanuansipHole paspacTaHusi, MakCUMasbHbIM Aua-
METPOM MeHee 7 MM,

— Hanuyne aKycTUYECKNX TEHEN,

— MHOrokamepHasi OnyxoJflb C POBHbIMW KOHTYpa-
Mn 1 anameTpom meHee 100 mm,

— aBackyngpusauus.

3110Ka4yeCTBEHHbIE OMYXOAM AMArHOCTUPYIOTCS Ha
OCHOBaHUM CneayoLmx NPU3HaKkoB:

— CONMAHas Onyxosb C HEPOBHbLIMU KOHTYpPaMMU,

— Hanuyve acumTa,

— nanunaspHble paspacTaHus B KOAMYECTBe 4 1
oonee LITYK,

— MHOrokamepHasi onyxosnb C COJIMAHbIM KOMIMO-
HEHTOM, HEPOBHbIM KOHTYpPOM, AMameTpom 6onee
100 mm,

— BbIP@XEHHas BaCKynsapuaaumns onyxoJsu.

lNepeyncneHHble KPUTEPUM BKIIKOHAKOT HE BCE
NPU3HaKkW, KOTOpblE BCTPEYAKOTCA NPU ONyXOJIEBOM
npouecce, KpomMe TOro, GOMbLIMHCTBO MPU3HAKOB
MOTyT ObITb BbISIBAIEHbI Kak NpY 06pPOKaYeCTBEHHOM,
Tak 1 3510Ka4eCTBEHHOWN Onyxonn. BmecTte ¢ TeM He-
06X0QMMO YYMTBIBATb, YTO TaKOW NPU3Hak, Kkak pas-
Mep 00pasoBaHUs, He XxapakTepudyeT HU B KOel
Mepe cTeneHb 40OPOoKaYeCTBEHHOCTM MK 3/10KaYe-
CTBEHHOCTM OMNYyXO/AN U He YYUTbIBAETCS Npu CcTagun-
POBaHMN 3/10KQYECTBEHHbIX OMyXONeln SNYHUKOB,
NMOCKOJ/IbKY XOPOLIO M3BECTHO, YTO MHOrokamepHas
onyxosib 10 40 cM B MakcuMasbHOM AMamMeTpe (Ha-
npumep, MyLMHO3Hast) MOXET OblTb L0OpOKavecT-
BEHHOM, B TO BPEMS KaK AUCCEMUHMPOBaHHAs CEPO3-
Hasg kapuuHoma auyHuka lll unm IV ctagum 3abonesa-
HUSE MOXET MMETb MUKPOCKOMNYECKNE Pa3MepbI.

Mo MHeHW0 3apyBeXXHbIX KOMMEr, NCMONb30BaHNE
“5 npocTbix NpaBun” AOMKHO YYUTbIBATb MPUHLAM
HaMYNA—OTCYTCTBMS BKJIIOYEHHbBIX MPU3HAKOB. Tak,
npw HaNM4MKM XoTs 6l OAHOI0 U3 MPU3HAKOB 3/10KaYe-

2022, rom 26, Ned

CTBEHHOCTM M OTCYTCTBMM NMPU3HAKOB A00pOoKavecT-
BEHHOCTU OMyX0Jib KNacCUPULMPYETCS Kak 3/10Kave-
CTBEHHas. B cnyyae Hanuums xoTs Obl OQHOMO K3
NPU3HaKoB J,OOPOKAYECTBEHHOCTM 1 OTCYTCTBMM MPU-
3HAKOB 3/10KAYECTBEHHOCTU OMyX0Jlb PACLEHMBAETCH
Kak pgobpokavecTBeHHas. Npu HanMuMM MM OTCyT-
CTBMM NMEPEYNCIIEHHbIX NPU3HAKoB A0OPOKA4YeCTBEH-
HOCTW WM 3/10KQYECTBEHHOCTM OMyXofieBuaHoe 06-
pa3oBaHMe He MOXET ObITb KIIaCCUPULMPOBAHO.

Ncnonb3oBaHve npoTokona “mpocTbix npasun”
C TOYHOCTbIO 76-89% nO3BONSET AMarHOCTMPOBATb
3/10KQYECTBEHHYIKO OMyXOJb SIMYHUKOB, OLHAKO B TEX
clyyasix, Koraa npoToKoa He MOXET OblTb NPUMEHEH,
TpebyeTcs KOHCYNbTaUMs 3KCnepTa no YabTPa3ByKO-
BOW AmarHocTtuke [26].

B aHanuMsupyembix MCTOYHMKAX MNpencTaBieHbl
OAHHbIE COBMaAeHNs ynbTPa3ByKOBOro Aoonepaum-
OHHOrO MCCNeaoBaHUS xapakTepa HoBOOOpa3oBa-
HUS1 B CPABHEHUM C NOCIE0NepauoHHbIM MMCTON0-
rmyecknum peaynstatom. Tak, [o6pokayecTBeHHas
onyxonb Oblna NpaBuibHO npeackaszaHa B 71,0%
cnyyaeB, a 3fnokadectBeHHas — B 95,1%. BmecTte
C TEM COMHEHMS B XapakTepe OnyxosiM okas3anncb
B 5,8% cpean 0o6poKayeCcTBEHHbLIX HEOMNa3nii, B TO
BpeMs Kak Cpeamn 310Ka4eCTBEHHbIX — TONbKO B 0,4%.
Ha Takon pesynbrar NOBAMANO HE TONIbKO MHOro-
obpasue “macok” onyxofieit ¢ npuaHakamu, He Mo-
3BONISIIOLLMMUN OOHO3HAYHO TPAKTOBATb KOHKPETHOE
HoBOOOpa3oBaHue, B CBA3M C 4eM BOJIbLUMHCTBO COM-
HEHWN peLLanochb B NOJSIb3y 3/10KA4E€CTBEHHOCTM.

Ha koHeuHbIli pe3ynstat, 6e3yciioBHO, BAMS MPO-
deccunoHanbHbI  ypOBEHb uccnegosatens. Tak,
B 9KkcnepumeHTe |. Tavoraite n coasT. [27] Tpu 3k3a-
MeHaTopa OLUEHMBaAN O4HU 1 Te Xe TpaHCBarnHanb-
Hble YNIbTPa3BYKOBbIE N30OPaXEHWS OMYXONEN AUYHUN-
KOB. Kak 0xnaanocb, Bpay-aKkCnepT nokasan Hamnyy-
LMe pesynbraTbl, TOYHOCTb onpeaeneHns nobpoka-
YECTBEHHOCTU WM 3JI0KAYECTBEHHOCTM COCTaBuia
96%; opauHaTop-rmHekonor 4-ro roga obydyeHus —
82% wn CTyOoeHT nocnegHero kypca MeguLMHCKOro
dakynsTeTa nocne 6a3oBoi Nnoarotokn — 80%.

MHTepecHoe mnccnenosaHue nposenu P. Sladke-
vicius u L. Valentin [24]. ABTOpbI ABYKPATHO C MHTEP-
BaNOM MOAro4a CpaBHWUAM BOCMPOU3BOANMOCTb
CYOBEKTMBHOIM OLEHKM XapakTepa Onyxonen SuyHu-
KOB 4yepe3 12-18 mMec ¢ MOMeHTa nepBOHaYasbHOM
ONarHOCTUKM OBYMS Bpadyamu, 06a n3 KOTopbIX Oblnn
OMbITHBIMK CcneuuanucTamu. Pedynbrat okasancs
BbILLIE PACYETHOI0 PUCKa, YTO OTpaxaeT dakT Heob-
XOAMMOCTU KOMMIEKCHON OLLEHKN HE OTAESbHbIX MPU-
3HAKOB, @ COBOKYMHOCTW BbISIBJIEHHbIX U3MEHEHWUN,
XapakTepuayloLwmux naTonormyeckoe obpasoBaHue.

Ha Heo6X0AMMOCTb UCMOIb30BAHUS CTaHOAPTHbIX
NPOTOKONOB AMAarHOCTUKM Y NALMEHTOK C NOO03PEHM-
€M Ha HeonnaCTUYeCKUn MPOLECC, BKIOHAILLNX
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onpegeneHne oHkomapkepos CA-125, HE4 ¢ pacye-
ToM nHoekca ROMA, obpalualoT BHUMaHne 0TevecT-
BeHHble wuccneposatenu [28-31]. CoBpemeHHas
[00MNepaunoHHasl AMarHocTmka Onyxonen SNYHUKOB
C NMOMOLLbI0 HOBbLIX COBPEMEHHbBIX METO0B 0COHOEHHO
aKkTyasbHa Yy XEHLUWMH, MaHMPYIOLWNX peann3oBatb
penpoaykTMBHYO GyHkuuio [32].

3aknoyeHue

Takum 006pa3oM, NPOBEAEHHbIN aHann3 4acToThl
BCTPEYAEMOCTU Pa3/INYHbIX 3xorpaduyecknx npu-
3HAKOB W OLEHKM CTEMeHn Backynspusaumm oobem-
Horo obpasoBaHMs MPUAATKOB MaTKW, cpeamn KOoTo-
pbIX ObIIM TMCTONOMMYECKN BEPUPULMPOBAHHbLIE O0-
OpoKaYeCTBEHHbIE 1 3/10KA4ECTBEHHbIE OMYXON AnY-
HWKOB, KapLMHOMa MaTO4YHOW TPYObI M AHAOMETPUOMA
6epeMeHHbIX, OCHOBaHHbIM Ha daHHbIX 17 UCTOYHU-
KoB, onybsMKoBaHHbIX B 6a3e gaHHbix PubMed, cBu-
[eTenbcTByeT 00 OTCYTCTBUM OOCTOBEPHbLIX 3XOrpa-
durYecknx NprU3HaKoB xapakTepa HOBOOOPa30BaHUS.
BmecTe ¢ TeM 04eBNOHO, 4TO AnddepeHUMpoBaHHOe
MCNOJSIb30BAHME COBOKYMHOCTU KPUTEPMEB NO3BOJIS-
€T MOBbICUTb KA4YECTBO A00MNePaLNOHHON yNbTPa3By-
KOBOW OMarHOCTMKM OMyXOnen SIMYHUKOB, YTO HEeob-
XOOMMO O/ NMpaBWSIbHON W aAeKBaTHOM MapLUpyTu-
3aUmn NaumMeHToK.
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