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Lienb uccnepoBaHus: aHann3 nMTepaTypbl U CPaBHUTENIbHAS OLeHKA AaHHbIX 06 9DPEKTUBHOCTN UHCTPY-
MEHTabHbIX PAANONOrNYECKNX METOLOB ANATHOCTMKN Y MALMEHTOB C MOA03PEHNEM Ha OCTPbI anneHamuuT (OA).

Martepuan n metoabl. [TpoBeaeH NOMCK HayYHbIX MyOANKALMIA, KMMHUYECKUX PEKOMEHOALIMIA, OTYETOB Cbe3-
[O0B 1 HAay4YHbIX KOHDEPEHLMI B MHOOPMALIMOHHO-aHanuTn4eckux cuctemax PubMed, Google Scholar n ELibrary
3a2013-2022 rr. no cneayoLLMM KoYeBbIM ciioBam: acute appendicitis, diagnosis of acute appendicitis, intestinal
ultrasound, computed tomography in the diagnosis of acute appendicitis, CT and acute appendicitis, MRI for acute
appendicitis, radiodiagnosis of appendicitis, radiodiagnosis of intestinal pathology, aMarHocTka ocTporo anmneH-
onumta, Y3WU, KT, MPT B AMarHoCTMKe OCTPOro anneHauumTa. JononHUTeIbHO NPOBEeAEH aHann3 CrmnckoB nTe-
paTtypbl 419 06Hapy>XeHWsa cTaTeit, COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX KDUTEPUSAM MOUCKa.

PesynbraTtbl. bbinv npoaHannavpoBaHbl 264 cTatby, B TOM YMCNE NYOANKALIMIA HaYYHbIX KOHDEPEHLIIA 1 Cbe3-
0B, 50 13 KOTOPbIX CMOIb30BaHbI 419 COCTaBEHNS 0630pa. 13 cnnckoB nMTepaTypbl 4OMNONIHUTENBHO BKIIOYEHO
9 ctaten 3a 2020-2022 rr. Pe3ynbtaTthl Novcka — co3aaHbl 610K/ cTaTen, BHYTPU KOTOPbIX Oblv NpoaHanmMsnpo-
BaH MaTepuvan 4Ja U3y4eHns MOCTaBIEHHbIX BOMPOCOB.

3akniouyeHue. Kaxapii n3 ny4eBbix METOLOB B AvarHocTnke OA MEET CuibHbIE 1 cnabble CTOPOHbI. 3HaHNS
3TNX 0COOEHHOCTEN, a TaKkXKe OCHALLLEHHOCTb CTaLoHapa MOryT ONpeaensaTb BbIOOP METOAA Jly4EBON AMArHOCTU-
K1 npy nogo3peHnn Ha OA. AHann3 nMTepaTypHbIX AaHHbIX, MOCBSALLEHHbBIX CPABHEHMIO 3P EKTUBHOCTU Jy4YEBbIX
METOA0B M O4EPELSHOCTN VX MPUMEHEHUS, ANKTYET HEOOXOAMMOCTb NMPOLOMKEHNS NPOBEAEHNS UCCNELOBAHWIA
B 9TOM HamnpaBfieHUN.

KnioueBble cnoea: aMarHocTvka anneHauumTa; yyesas AMarHoCTuka anneHanumTa; yiasTpa3BykoBoe 1ccieaoBa-
HVe; KOMMbITEPHast TOMOrpadus; MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHas ToMorpadus
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Aim. Analysis of the literature and comparative evaluation of data on the effectiveness of instrumental radiologi-
cal diagnostic methods in patients with suspected acute appendicitis (AA).

Material and methods. A search was made for scientific publications, clinical recommendations, reports of
congresses and scientific conferences in the information and analytical systems PubMed, Google Scholar and
ELibrary for 2013-2022. by the following keywords: acute appendicitis (AA), diagnosis of acute appendicitis, intes-
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tinal ultrasound, computed tomography in the diagnosis of acute appendicitis, CT and acute appendicitis, MRI for
acute appendicitis, radiodiagnosis of appendicitis, radiodiagnosis of intestinal pathology, diagnosis of acute appen-
dicitis, ultrasound, CT, MRl in the diagnosis of acute appendicitis. In addition, the literature lists were analyzed to find

articles that match the search criteria.

Results. 264 articles were analyzed, including publications of scientific conferences and congresses, 50 of
which were used to compile the review. From the lists of references, 9 articles for 2020-2022 were additionally
included. Search results — blocks of articles were created, within which the material was analyzed to study the ques-

tions posed.

Conclusion. Each of the radiological methods in the diagnosis of AA has strengths and weaknesses. Knowledge
of these features, as well as the equipment of the hospital, can determine the choice of the method of radiation
diagnostics in case of suspected AA. An analysis of the literature data on the comparison of the effectiveness of ray
methods and the sequence of their application dictates the need to continue research in this direction.

Keywords: diagnosis of appendicitis; radiation diagnosis of appendicitis; ultrasound; computed tomography; mag-

netic resonance imaging
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BeepneHue

Cpenu naumeHToB, 00paLlaloLLMXCa B OTAENEeHUs
HEOTNOXHON Xupypruwn, ocTpbin anneHanumnt (OA)
ABNSETCS cCaMOW pacnpoCcTpaHeHHoW natonoruen [1]
¢ yactoTon npumepHo 100 cnyyaes Ha 100 000 yeno-
BEKO-JIET N PaCMNPOCTPAHEHHOCTbIO B TEHEHNE XU3HN
7-8% cpenwn HaceneHus [2]. HecMOTpsa Ha BbICOKYIO
3aboneBaeMoCTb, AvarHocTuyeckumii nogxof k OA Bce
elle obcyxaaeTcs: B HEKOTOPbLIX PYKOBOACTBAX WUC-
NoNb3YyTCH CUCTEMbI OLIEHKM, B APYrnux npegnaraet-
CS1 TOJIbKO KJIMHUYECKas OLLeHKa BPa4yoOM, @ HEKOTOpPbIE
nccneposatenn 3pOEKTUBHO MPUMEHSIIOT JlyYeBble
anarHocTuyeckme metoabl [3, 4]. MNosgHasa anarHo-
cTtuka OA cBsi3aHa C BbICOKMM PUCKOM OCTOXHEHWI 1,
KaK cnencrteue, ONUTENbHOCTbIO NpebdbiBaHUS nauu-
€HTOB B cTaumoHape. o BBeAeHUs y4EeBbIX METOL,0B
B amarHocTtuke OA yacToTa OTpuUATeNbHbIX anneHa-
aKTOMMIN Obina Bbiwe [5]. CerogHs B KIMHUYECKOWN
npakTukKe MNPUMEHSAIOTCA OMarHOCTUYEeCKMEe LLUKasbl
BeposaTHOCTM OA, OCHOBaAHHbIE Ha KIMHUYECKUX OAaH-
HbIX, Hanbonee 4acTo MUCnonb3yemble — AnbBapano
(Alvarado), AIR (Appendicitis Inflammatory Response
Score), RIPASA (Raja Isteri Pengiran Anak Saleha
Appendicitis) n AAS (Adult Appendicitis Score).
HyBCTBUTENBLHOCTb N CNeunprnyHOCTb BCEX Nepeyu-
CJIEHHBIX LWKan 06paTHO MNPOMNOPLMOHaNbHbI [6].
B mMexayHapoaHbIX HAay4YHbIX CTaTbsAX, a Takke B K-
HUYeckmx pekomeHgaumax PO no guarHoctuke u ne-
yeHunto OA, MOMUMO KJIIMHNYECKOW OLLEHKM CMMMNTOMOB
no AMarHOCTMYECKUM LiKanam, 6osblloe 3HavyeHune
yOoensietTcs M HeuHBA3VBHbIM JIy4EBbIM METoaaM,
MO3BOJISIIOLLMM C BbICOKOWN [OS1IEN BEPOATHOCTM Amar-
HocTupoBaTb OA. ns ny4eBO HEMHBA3MBHOW Aunar-
HOCTUKM [OOCTYMHbl TPU METOoAa: YIbTPa3BYKOBOE
nccnegoBaHne, HaTMBHAs cnvpasnbHas KOMMbIOTEP-
Has Tomorpacdus (KT) n moompnumpoBaHHbIe NMPOTO-
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konbl KT, MarHnTHO-pe3oHaHcHas Tomorpadus (MPT)
C pexvmoM and@dy3HO-B3BELLEHHOIO N300paxKeHns
(DWI - diffusion weighted imaging). Kaxgbln n3 me-
TOOOB MMEEeT CBOW CUjlbHble U Cnabble CTOPOHbI.
B Haluei paboTe NpoBOAMTCS CPaBHUTESbHbLIN 0630p
OOCTONHCTB Y HELOCTATKOB MNEePEeUHNCIEHHbIX JIy4EeBbIX
METO0B, a TakXe OLeHKa Ux apPpeKTMBHOCTM B auar-
HocTuke OA.

Llenb wuccnepoBaHus: aHanu3 nutepaTypbl
N CpaBHUTENIbHAsA OLeHKa JaHHbIX 06 aPdEeKTUBHO-
CTW WHCTPYMEHTANbHbBIX Pagnmoniorniyeckmx MeTonos
y naumeHToB ¢ nogo3pexHnem Ha OA.

Martepuan n metoabl

MpoBeneH NOUCK HayYHbIX MyBGAMKALWMA, KIMHUYE-
CKUX pPEeKOMeHJaumin, OT4EeTOB Cbe3[0B W HayyHbIX
KOHbEPEHLMI B UHOOPMALMOHHO-aHAIUTUYECKNX CU-
cremax PubMed, Google Scholar v ELibrary 3a 2013-
2022 rr. o crnenyloLWMM KIOYEBBIM CIOBaM: acute
appendicitis, diagnosis of acute appendicitis, intestinal
ultrasound, computed tomography in the diagnosis of
acute appendicitis, CT and acute appendicitis, MRI for
acute appendicitis, radiodiagnosis of appendicitis,
radiodiagnosis of intestinal pathology, anarHoctuka
ocTporo anneHgmumta, Y3U, KT, MPT B gnarHocTtuke
oCcTporo annenamumta. OMONHUTENBHO MNPOBEOEH
aHann3 CNMCKOB NTepaTypbl Ans 0GHapyXeHus cTa-
Tei, COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX KPUTEPUAM MOUCKA.

YnbTpa3ByKOBOE UccnenoBaHue

TpaanunoHHOE yNbTPa3BYyKOBOE MCCliefoBaHue
(Y3WN) xapakTepu3yetcsi BblCOKON [AOCTYMHOCTbIO
1N 6e30MacHOCTbIO. [TOCKONbKY B HECKONbKUX €BPO-
nenckmx nccnepgoBaHmsix Obino NPoAEMOHCTPMPOBa-
HO 3aMeTHOEe CHWXEHWE 4acTOTbl HEeraTUBHbLIX pe-
3y/bLTATOB lAanapoToOMuUX NPy UCMONb30BaHUN Y3U
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OploOLIHONM NONIOCTM Nepes onepauuwen [7], nocnen-
Hue pekomeHaaumm EFSUMB yka3biBaloT Ha npume-
HeHve Y3W kuweyHmka y Kaxaoro nauneHTta ¢ nogo-
3peHneM Ha anneHauuut [4, 8]. dencTBuTenbHO,
YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb 1 cneumdunyHocTb Y3W, BbINOAHS-
€MOro OnbITHbIMW cneumanucTamu, npesbiiaet 90%,
yto akBmBaneHTHoO KT wnm MPT, npn atom meToA
HeMHBA3MBEH 1 He 00nafaeT MOHM3NPYIOLWUM U3y~
yeHmeM [9]. Y3M nossonsetr anddepeHumpoBatb
HEOCJIOXHEHHbIA M OCJIOXXHEHHbIA  anneHanLNT,
4YTO BAWSIET Ha TakTUKy ne4vyeHus naumeHToB [10].
M.H. KamuHckuin B uccnegosanum 2017 r. [11] onn-
can 4yacToTy BCTPEYaeMOCTM 1 3HAa4YMMOCTb Hanbonee
YacCTbIX YNbTPA3BYKOBbLIX MPU3HAKOB B AWArHOCTUKE
OA, koTOopble NpeacTaBfeHsl B Tabn. 1.

ABTOp BbIAENSET OOMNOJIHUTENbHbIE YaCTO BCTpe-
vaowmecs npusHakm OA: HapyLLleHne aXOCTPYKTYpbl
CTEHKN (M3MEHEHME 3XOreHHOCTU, 30Hbl AECTPYK-
ummn), nokanbHas 601e3HEHHOCTb NPU CKaHMPOBaHUM
YbTPa3BYKOBbIM AATY4MKOM B MPOEKUMN anneHamk-
ca, YyBenMYeHWe pPernoHapHbIX IUMPaTUHeCcKnx
Y310B, UIBMEHEHUS CTPYKTYPbI CTEHKM KYNOJia CAenomn
kmwikn [11].

CornacHo gaHHbIM 3apy0exHbIX NCTOYHUKOB, OV-
arHocTuyeckue nokasartenn Y3M B npeaonepaumon-
HOWM OLUEHKe “CUMNTOMHBbIX” MaUMEeHTOB CUNBHO pas-
JIN4aloTCsa: 4YyBCTBUTENLHOCTbL cocTaBnsier ot 21,0
0o 100%, cneunduyHocTb — ot 71,4 no 97,9%, nono-
XUTeNbHOE MPOrHOCTMYECKOEe 3HavyeHme — oT 41,2 0o
100% n oTpuuaTenbHOe MNPOrHOCTMYEeCckoe 3Have-
Hue — ot 49 no 100%, yacToTa oTpuLATENbHBIX an-
neHgakTomun — ot 4,4 0o 28,2% [12, 13]. o gaHHbIM
K. Suta Kimle, Y3 aBnseTtca noaxonswmm MeTooom

BM3yanu3auun gna noareepxaerHva gmarHosa OA,
HO He ON1a ero ucknodeHus [14]. bonbloe KvHu-
YecKkoe 3Ha4YeHne UMEIOT OMbIT ornepaTopa 1 UCMoJib-
30BaHWe co4yeTaHns METOAOB Y/bTPA3BYKOBOW Auar-
HocTukn. Tak, G. Mostbeck n coaBT. yka3sblBaloT, 4TO
4yBCTBUTENbHOCTL Y3W BbilLEe B y4YpexaeHusx, npu-
MEHSAIOLWMNX yNbTpa3Byk Ang avarHoctukm OA daule
[15]. B uccnepoBarum C.A. AxmaToBa 1 coaBT. Oblnn
conocTtaefeHbl AaHHble Y3W ¢ pesynstataMmu rmcTo-
JIOrnun yoaneHHoro anneHankynsapHoro oTpocTka, no-
JIyYEHHblE pe3yNbTaTbl yKasblBAlOT Ha HaMOOJbLUYIO
MHdOPMaATUBHOCTb Y3W npu AECTPYKTUBHBIX hOpMax
anneHauumTa [16]. AkTyanbHa npobnemMa amMarHocTu-
k1 atunuyHblix ¢opm OA. B Heckonbkux nccrnegosa-
HUSIX MPOAHANN3MPOBaHblI PE3ybTaThl MPUMEHEHUS
Y3 y naumeHToB C atuUnuUyHbIMU N1abopaTopHbIMA
1 KnnHnyeckumm nposisneHnammn OA. HYyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTb, CMEeUMPUYHOCTb, OTPULATENbHASA NPOrHOCTU-
yeckasi LLleHHOCTb 1 TO4YHOCTb Y3W, no JaHHbIM aBTO-
pos, coctaBunn: 71,4,78,5, 94,8, 33,31 72,5% coor-
BETCTBEHHO. BblN0 yCTaHOBNEHO, YTO AMarHOCTUYe-
ckaa 9ddEKTUBHOCTb NPAMO MPONoOpLUMOHaNbHa
onMbITy UccnegoBaTens (Bpaym CKOPOM NOMOLLM, NPO-
weawmne KOPOTKNA LMK 00y4eHus, Boiseunm 33,3%
naumeHToB ¢ OA, a paguonoru, B CBOIO o4epenb, —
59,2% (p = 0,005), 4TO CBMAOETENLCTBYET O AOBOJIbHO
BbICOKOW ornepaTtopo3asucmmoctn metopa) [11].
B opyrux nccnenoBaHusix YCTAaHOBEHO, YTO Camble
BbICOKME MoKa3aTtenu 4yBCTBUTENbHOCTU (97,3%),
cneundpunyHoctn (91,0%) Y3M B guarHoctuke OA
Y XEHLLUMH Bbln AOCTUMHYTHI MPU COYETAHUM TPAHC-
aba0MVHaNbHOrO 1 TPaHCBarMHanbHOro nccnenoBa-
HWIA, KOTOPbIE BbIMNOIHAOTCS OAHUM OMbITHLIM OMNepa-

TaGnuua 1. YyBCTBMTENBHOCTb, CMeuUM®UYHOCTb U TOYHOCTb Haubonee 4acTbiX YIbTPA3BYKOBbLIX AMArHOCTUHECKUX

npuaHakos OA [11]
Table 1. Sensitivity, specificity and accuracy of the most common ultrasound diagnostic signs of AA[11]
JAunarHoctnyeckue napametpsl / Diagnostic parameters
Mpu3Hakm
Symptoms YyBCTBUTENIBHOCTb | CcneuudUYHOCTb TOYHOCTb
sensitivity, % specificity, % accuracy, %
[nameTp annenamkca =7 Mm 82.3 94.7 90.6
Appendix diameter >7 mm
YTOsLLEHME CTEHKN OTPOCTKA >2 MM, PUrMAHOCTb CTEHKM 74.3 95.1 87.1
Thickening of the appendix wall >2 mm, appendix stiffness
Copepxumoe anneHamkca (B3BeCh, KOMPONUTbI) 15.1 98.8 66.6
Contents of the appendix (suspension, coprolites)
“lNoBbILLIEHNE KOHTPACTHOCTU” CTEHKN; 35.5 87.0 42.3
YCWEHME KPOBOTOKA B CTEHKE M OKPYXKAIOLLMX TKAHSX
“Increasing the contrast” of the wall appendix; increased
blood flow in the wall
[MOBbILLEHNE 9XOFEHHOCTN OKPYXAIOLLMX TKAHEN 48.7 95.9 7.7
Increased echogenicity of surrounding tissues
JlokanbHbll rugponepuToHeym / Local hydroperitoneum 32.2 77.8 60.2
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TopoM (95% OWN) [17]. OnpeneneHbl pakTopbl, BAUS-
lOLLIME HA BO3MOXHOCTb YNbTPa3BYKOBOWM BU3yanmsa-
UMM  W3MEHEHHOro OTpOCTKa: peTpouekanbHoe
pacnosioXeHne, BbIPAKEHHOE MbILLIEYHOE Hamnpsxe-
Hue B 006N1acTV MccnegoBaHusl, oTcyTcTBME andde-
peHumaumm CnoeB CTEHKM MNpu raHrpeHo3sHom OA,
a TaKkke MHOEKC mMaccbl Tena nauuenta [11]. Ons
NOBbILLIEHNS ONArHOCTUYECKON apdeKTMBHOCTM Y3
npu OA O.A. XamunpgosbiM 1 C.X. ATaeBbiM Obina
npeasioxkeHa TexHuKa A03VMPOBAHHOM MaHyaslbHOM
KOMMpeccun npaeoi noae3aoLuHon obnactm [13].
B nccnegosaHum B.H. Shirah n coasT. [7] 6bIn10 ycTa-
HOBMEHO, YTO YYBCTBUTENIbHOCTb U CNeunudUYHOCTb
MEeTOOMKN MNO3TanHOM KOMMAPEecCun npaBor noa-
B3[0LUHOM 06acT Npy BbINOAHEHUN Y3W ONbITHEIM
oneparopoM y nauMeHToB ¢ nopo3peHnem Ha OA
Moryt pgocturatb 93 m 100% COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Ocoboe BHUMaHWe yaensietcs Y3W y naumeHToB ¢ 13-
ObiTo4HON Maccon Tena. C. Keller n coaBT. coobum-
NN, 4TO Y Noel ¢ 30bLITOYHOW Maccol Tena BEPOSIT-
HOCTb BM3yann3auun W3MEHEHHOrO OTPOCTKA Mpu
nomowm Y3M B 5 pas Huxe [18], a no AaHHbIM
M.O. Sauvain n coaBT., y NaLMeHTOB C MHOEKCOM Mac-
cbl Tena >25 kr/mM? COMHUTENbHbIE YILTPA3BYKOBbIE
npu3Hakm OA BcTpeyatoTcs B 7 pas yale [19].

KomnbloTepHas Tomorpadus

Bbicokaa gmarHoctuyeckass MHGOPMaTUBHOCTb
1 TOYHOCTb MeTomda caenanu KT OptoLHON NosocTr
M Tada OCHOBHbIM METOAOM HEMHBA3UBHOW AuarHo-
CTVKM Yy MNauuneHToB C nopospeHnem Ha OA. K KT
OPIOLLHON NONOCTM PEKOMEHAYETCSA NpuberaTtb Nocne
OLEHKM OOLLEro COCTOSIHUS nauMeHTa u onpepene-
Hus BeposiTHOCTU OA, Mcnonb3dys NPOrHOCTUYECKMEe
auarHocTuydeckue wkansl [6]. CornacHo pekomeHaa-
umam AMepukaHckoro konneaxa paauonorum (ACR),
KT C BHYTPMBEHHbLIM YCUEHMEM PEKOMEHAYETCSH
B KQ4ecTBe MeToAa NepBoi IMHUN Y NALMEHTOB C TU-
MUYHBIMU U aTUnMYHbIMK nposineHusamu OA [20].
CornacHo HauMOHaNbHbIM KIMHUYECKUM PEKOMEH-
naumam PO no amarHocTtuke v nedexHmtio OA ot 2020 1.
CO CCbIJIKOM Ha MCCnepoBaHus aBTOPOB, PYTUHHOE

ncnonb3doBaHne KT yMeHbLUaeT YUCAO HEHYXHbIX
anneHA3KTOMUIA 1 yBENIMYNBAET BbIBNSEMOCTb 3200~
neBaHuin opraHoB OptowHoli nonoctu. OCHOBHOW
HepocTaTok KT — nyyeBas Harpy3ka, N03TOMy Heob-
Xxooumo cobnogath 6asaHC COOTHOLLEHUSt PUCK/
nosb3a, 0COBEHHO Y NaLMeHTOB MOI0J0r0 BO3pacTa
M XEeHLWMH OeTtopoaHoro Bo3pacta [21]. 3apybex-
HbIMV @BTOpPaMM NPUBEAEHbI AAHHbIE YYBCTBUTENb-
HOCTW, CNEUMdUIHOCTN N ANArHOCTUYECKOWN TOYHOCTU
ctaHpapTtHoro KT-uccnepgosanusa B anarHoctmke OA.
JaHHble npeacTaBneHbl B Tabn. 2.

H.H. Kpbinos n A.B. CamoxBanoB gokasanu, 4To
HaTmBHasa KT nNo3BONSET YMEHbLUMTL YaCTOTy “Hera-
TMBHbIX” anneHgakTomuii ¢ 19 no 12%, npu aTtom
Y XEHLMH 3TN undpbl okasanmcbk 6osiee 3Ha4YMMbI-
Mn — ¢ 24 po 5% [27]. B uccneposannm M. Hwang
NPoOBOOVIOCH CpaBHEHME 3DPEKTUBHOCTM CTaHOAPT-
Hol KT 1 Y3WU B anarHoctuke OA — nony4eHbl BbICO-
KMe 3HayeHus AMarHoCTU4eckom 3P@PEKTUBHOCTU
Tomorpadum (cm. Tabn. 2), aBTop pekoMeHayeT
BbiNnoNHATL KT y mauMeHToB C HeybeauTeNbHbIMU
ynbTpa3BykoBbiMy NpudHakamm OA [22]. OTaenbHOro
BHUMaHWS 3acnyxuBaeT npumeHeHne KT nocne He-
nHdopmaTusHoro Y3W. B pabote R. Jones u coaBT.
y naumenTtoB ¢ OA, UMEBLUMX OTpuLATENbHbIE OaH-
Hble Y3W, koTopbiM Oblna BbIMOIHEHA B TeYeHue
nocnegyowmx 48 4 KT, anarHo3 OA 6bln yCTaHOBIEH
y 17,1% nauueHToB, 2,9% nauMeHTOB HyXAanucb
B OrepauuMu N0 NoBOAY albTEPHATMBHOIO XMPYypru-
yeckoro gmarHosa [28]. YacToTa yCTaHOBNEHHbIX
npu KT ansTepHaTMBHbLIX OWArHO30B Y NaLMEHTOB
C HeuvHdopmaTMBHbBIM Y3WM MOXET BapbuMpoBaTb
ot 23,2% [29] oo 45,3% [30]. Mo mHeHunio A. Scott
1 coaBT., KT-Bm3yanusaums OpioLLHOM NOA0CTM PeKO-
MeHOOBaHa MauMeHTaMm CO CpegHein BEPOSiTHOCTbIO
OA (no AAS/AIR) n OTCYTCTBMEM YNbTPA3BYKOBbIX
npu3HakoB anneHamumta. pu BbICOKOM BEPOSTHO-
ctn OA (no AAS/AIR) y nauuneHToB monoxe 40 net
KT He pekomeHpoBaHa [31]. A.C. Thompson n coasT.
YKa3bIBalOT Ha BbICOKYIO YYBCTBUTESIbHOCTb U CNELM-
¢nyHoCTb coyveTtaHna KT-npu3HakoB YTONLEHUS
CTEHKN M OTCYTCTBUS BHYTPUMNPOCBETHOIO BO34yXa

Ta6nuua 2. ViHdopmaTBHOCTL HaTMBHOIO KT-nccnenosaHus B anarHoctuke OA
Table 2. Indicators of the informativeness of native CT examination in the diagnosis of AA

MokasaTtenu / Options

ABTOpbI
Authors YyBCTBUTEJNIBHOCTb | cneundUyHOCTb TOYHOCTb
sensitivity, % specificity, % accuracy, %
M. Hwang [22] 86 94 92
G. Davis, M. Swaminathan [23] 94.65 52.6 100
B. Rud et al.[24] 72-100 50-100 80-94
R. Verma et al. [25] 38 96 86
K. Eng et al. [26] 89.9 93.6 93.6
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(92,6 n 82,4% cOOTBETCTBEHHO), KOTOPbLIE ABNSAOTCS
BaXHbIMY NpeankTopamu OA npu NOrpaHnYHbIX pas-
Mepax oTpocTka [32]. R. Verma 1 coaBT. yka3sblBaloT,
4TO B UX UCCEAOBaHMM NPU3Haku nepdopaumm obiim
OMarHoCTMPOBAHbI HA fooNepaunoHHOM aTane y 38%
naumeHtoB ¢ OA, npu atom cneundunyHocTb KT co-
ctaBuna 96% [25]. Ha cerogHsALWHWIA OeHb akTUBHO
pa3BMBAETCA MPUMEHEHNE HU3KOA030BOro U (oKy-
CUPOBAHHOro NpoTokonoB KT. 3T MeToamkn no3eo-
NS0T YMEHbLUUTb JIY4EBYIO HArpy3ky Ha naumeHTa 6e3
yuiepba ans amarHoctuyeckon odp@PeKTUBHOCTU
MeToga. B 1abn. 3 npeacraBneHbl 3Ha4eHNs YyBCTBU-
TeNbHOCTN, CNeundUIHOCTM U TOHHOCTU MOAUDULIM-
poBaHHbIX NPoTOKOJ10B KT (H1M3K0A030BOE 1 POKYCU-
posaHHoe KT-nccnenosaHus).

B nccneposanmn, nposeaeHHom B. Rud v coasr,,
YCTAQHOBJIEHO, 4TO BEPOSITHOCTb HANNYNS anneHanLm-
Tanocne otpuuatensHoro peadynbstata KT coctaBnsgeT
He B6onee 4%, a CymMMapHas YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb 1 che-
UMDUYHOCTL HE OTAMYANNCh MEXAY HU3KOA030BbiM
1 ctaHgapTHbIM KT-nccnenoBaHneM GproLIHOM Nosio-
ctn [24]. Mo mHeHuto M. Tarulli n coaBT., meToauka
dokycupoBaHHon KT ¢ BHYTPMBEHHBIM U nepopanb-
HbIM KOHTpacTMpoBaHveM npu nogo3peHun Ha OA
No3BONSIET BU3yann3npoBaTb OTPOCTOK B 95% cny4ya-
eB [33]. o faHHBIM HEKOTOPbIX aBTOPOB, MOAUPULIM-
poBaHHble npoTokonbl KT gaxe 6onee cneumpuyHbl
B cpaBHeHMM ¢ MPT ans ocnoxHeHHbIx dopm OA [34],
B TOM 4Mcne 1 ang geten ¢ nogo3peHnem Ha OA [35].
Ewe ogHMM BaxHbiM npenmyliectsom KT aengetca
BbICOKas MHPOPMATUBHOCTb B AMArHOCTMKE HOBOOO-
pasoBaHuii anneHamkca. ACMMMETPUS CTEHKU U yBe-
JIM4EeHne anameTpa oTpocTka 6onee 15 MM C BbICOKOA
TOYHOCTbIO MO3BONAIOT AMArHOCTMPOBATb HOBOOO-
pas3oBaHue anneHaunkca [37].

MPT GOploLIHO NONOCTU U Ta3a

CornacHo nuTepaTtypHbiM AaHHeiM, MPT npu no-
no3peHnn Ha OA pekoMeHayeTcs Kak OCHOBHOWN Me-
TO[, UCCNeaoBaHNs y 6epeMeHHbIX XeHLLMH ¢ 60bio
B NPaBOW NoAB3A0LLHON 061aCTV NPU COMHUTENbHbBIX

WA OTpULaTENbHbIX AaHHbIX Y3, a Takxke B Ka4ecTBe
YTOYHSIIOLLEr0 AMArHOCTUYECKOro mMetToda y AeTen
[6, 35]. B uccnepoBanugax J. Church n coasrT.,
J. Martin n coaBT. npn CpaBHEHUN ANArHOCTUYECKOWA
To4HOCTM KT 1 MPT y naumeHToB C NOAO3PEHNEM Ha
OA 6bin0 ycTaHoBAEHO, 4TOo MPT uMmeeT 60MbLLYIO
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb — 86,7-90%), HO MEHbLLYIO creum-
duyHoCTb — 74-97,1% (ons KT nokasatenu npeg-
cTaBneHbl B Tabn. 3) [34, 35]. MPT-texHonorus DWI
nosy4nna LWMpoKoe NPUMEHEHNE NPV NCCNEA0BaHUM
OptoLLIHOM NONOCTM Bnarogaps axoniaHapHoOM B13ya-
mM3aumm, KoTopasi yckopsieT nosydyeHne nsobpaxe-
HUA 1 ymeHbllaeT aptedakTbl. JlobaBneHue aTol
nocnenoBaTeNbHOCTU, MO HEKOTOPLIM AaHHbIM, MO-
3gonseT pobutbcs 100% cneumduyHocTn [38].
MeTaaHanna 11 uccnegoBaHunin B neamatpum noka-
3an, 4to MPT yny4waeT To4YHOCTb amarHocTuku OA
y AETeN, cokpallaeT BpemMs 0 anneHgsakToMmm 1 no-
Moraet B auddepeHumansHoM auarHocTuke [26, 39].
B petpocnektnsHom wuccneposaHum |. Petkovska
1 coaBrT. (2016) ¢ yyactnem 403 naumeHToOB B BO3pa-
cte o1 3 00 49 net ObISI0 YCTAHOBNIEHO, YTO KOJIMYECT-
BO KaK YPreHTHbIX, TaK 1 HE YPreHTHbIX anbTepHaTUB-
HbIX ANArHO30B, BbIIB/IEHHbIX C NTOMOLLbIO MPT, moxeT
pocturatb 83% [40]. OrpaHuMyeHneM NPUMEHEHMUS
MeToAa B ETCKOM MPaKTMKe ABNAIOTCA: 00S3Hb 3aMK-
HYTOro NPOCTPaHCTBA, HEBO3MOXHOCTb A/INTENBHOIO
HEMOABWXHOIO MOJIOXKEHMS MauMeHTa U LWyma, Co-
3naBaeMoro MP-tomorpadom, xoTa 9T npobnembl
B HEKOTOPLIX Clydasix MOryT ObiTb peLleHbl C MOMO-
b0 CeaaTMBHBIX CPEACTB MM MCUXOCOMATUYECKMX
mMeToamk [38]. AKTMBHO pa3pabaTbiBatoTCs M Tak Ha-
3blBaEMble KOPOTKME MNPOTOKOMbl WNCCNeAOoBaHUS.
[0.C. KanumynnuHa v coaBT. NPeasioxXnamn Ucnob30-
BaTb MPT-NpoTOKOMbI AJIUTENBHOCTbLIO OT 8 40 12 MUH,
KOTOpblE MO3BONSAIOT BU3yanM3npoBaTb HEU3MEHEH-
HbI1 4epBEe0OPa3HLIN OTPOCTOK, YCTAHOBUTL MPUYHNHY
00NeBoOro cMHOpoMa 1 NpoBecTn anddepeHumanb-
HYIO IMarHOCTUKY C ApyrumMu 3abonesaHuamm B 20%
HabnoaeHui. Mo MHEHMIO aBTOPOB, ONTUMasIbHbIMU
Ons Buayanuaauumn aeBnsoTcs pexumsl T2BU ¢ no-

Ta6bnuua 3. ViHdopmaTUBHOCTE MOAMDULMPOBAHHBLIX NPOTOKON0B KT B AMarHoctuke OA
Table 3. Indicators of information content of modified CT protocols in the diagnosis of AA

MokasaTtenu / Options

ABTOpbBI
Authors YYBCTBUTEJNIBHOCTb | CNeuudUYHOCTb TOYHOCTb
sensitivity, % specificity, % accuracy, %
B. Rud et al. [24] 95 93-95 *
M. Tarulli et al. [33] 95 85-94 92
J. Church et al. [34] 68,4 92,4 *
J. Martin et al. [35] 88 98,6 *
S. Sippola et al. [36] 89 96 79

* — maHHbIe He nNpepgocTaseHbl / data not provided.
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ISP  oviHcRAS BHSYATHBALNS

OAaBNEeHNEM curHana oT XMPOBOWN kneTtyaTtkm u DWI.
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb 3TON TexHonorum MPT cocTtaBuna
100%, cneundunyHocTb — 90%, TO4HOCTL — 97,8% [40].

3akJoueHume

Kaxablin 13 METOAOB Ny4EBOWN ANArHOCTUKM MMEET
CBOW CUNbHbIE U clabble CTOPOHbI. 3HAHUS 3TUX OCO-
OeHHOCTEeN, KNMHMYecKas cCMTyaumst, a Takxke YPOBEHb
OCHaLLIEHHOCTW CcTauuoHapa OyayT onpenensaTb Bbi-
60p MeToa Ny4eBoi anarHocTuku. o gaHHbIM psga
aBTOpOB, AocTynHocTb KT n MPT cBsi3aHa C ypOBHEM
9KOHOMUYECKOrO Pa3BuUTUS CTPaHbl [6], MauMeHTbl 13
CTpaH C HN3KMM YPOBHEM [0X0A4a He BCerga MMeoT
[OCTYN K 3TUM TexHonornam [42]. BHyTpu pasnuyHbix
CTpaH Takxe CYLLEeCTBYIOT pasHoriacus no nosoay
04YepenHoCTM W MNOCNedoBaTe/IbHOCTU MPUMEHEHMS
MeToaoB Bu3yanusaumm B guarHoctuke OA. Cunta-
€TCH, YTO 9TO CBSI3AHO C PAAOM (akTopoB: O0NEN
0COObIX rpynn HaceneHuss B CTPaHe WKW PernoHe
(NaumeHTbl cTapLlero Bo3pacTa, NauneHTbl C oXupe-
HUeMm, netn, 6epeMeHHble XEHLLMHbI), MaTepuanbHO-
TEXHMYECKMM OCHALLEHNEM KIIMHUK, a TaKXe C Hanu-
4ynem CneumanmcToB-pagnonoroB B LUTaTe MEANLINH-
ckux yupexaeHuin [43]. B xupypruyeckmx ctaumoHa-
pax 3KCTpeHHol cnyx0bbl Poccuitickoin depepaumm
Y3 4yacTo ncnosib3yioT TONbKO ASS MOMCKA CMEXHbIX
naTosornii 1 BbIIBNEHUS HANIMYMS XUOKOCTU B OPIOLL-
HOWM MOMIOCTWN, Kak KOCBEHHOro npuaHaka OA [11].
KT n MPT B gnarHoctuke OA NpUMEHSIOT Takxe O0-
CTaTO4YHO pPeako. MNpuYmMHOM 3TOro ABAAIOTCS HM3Kas
noctynHocTe KT/MPT, manbin oxBat nccnenoBaHus-
MK B nonynaumm. NMomMmmo HegOCTaTOYHOrO Konnye-
cTBa ckaHepoB (13 Ha 1 mMnH HaceneHusa B Poccun
npotue 42 B CLUA [43]), 0CTaeTcs HU3KMM 1 YPOBEHb
3P DEKTUBHOCTN MUCMONb30BAHUS UMEIOLLMXCA anna-
patoB. B Poccun MHTEHCMBHOCTb MCMNONb30BaHMUS
aToro Bmaa obopynoBaHuss B 1,5 pasa MeHblle,
4yeM cpegHuii nokasartenb No cTpaHam EBpocoto3a
(4300 B PD npoTtnB 6200 ckaHMpOBaHWIA Ha Kaxabll
annapart B EBpone) [44].

CornacHo npoBeOeHHOMY HaMKU aHanuay aMTepa-
TYPHbIX AaHHbIX, Y3W 6ptowuHon nonoctu npu OA pe-
KOMEH0BaH Kak MHCTPYMEHTalbHbIA MeTo, NepBom
JIMHAN Y “CUMMATOMHbIX” MauneHTOB BBUAY BbICOKOWA
[OCTYnHOCTU, 6€3BpPEeaHOCTM N OTHOCUTENIbHO HU3-
Ko cTommocTu. [pumMeHeHne ero Heobxoammo
M OOCTATOYHO Y MauMeHToB HM3Koro pucka OA gns
WCKJIIOYEHNS C BbICOKOW CTEMeHbi0 AOCTOBEPHOCTU
ownarHosa OA [6, 45]. CnenyeT OTMETUTb, YTO 6OJIb-
LIO€e BAUSIHME Ha pe3ynbTaT OKa3biBalOT OMbIT onepa-
TOpa, NPMMEHeHWe KOMOWHALUMK pasfinyHbIX npue-
MoB Y3W, a Takxe MHOEKC MacChl Tena nccneayemo-
ro. JlaHHble 0TeYEeCTBEHHbIX 1 3apyOexHbIX aBTOPOB
yKasblBalOT Ha 6o0Jiee BbICOKYIO AMarHOCTUYECKYIO
apdekTnBHOCTb KT B cpaBHeHuun ¢ Y3W. 310 nenaet
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KT OCHOBHbIM HEMHBA3UBHLIM METO0M Jly4EBOW OMN-
arHOCTUKM Yy NaumeHToB C nogo3peHneM Ha OA
(ncknoyeHne coctasnsoT anua monoxe 40 neT ¢ Bbl-
COKOW BEPOSATHOCTbIO OA 11 6epeMeHHbIe XEHLUMHbI).
OrpomMHy0 3HaYMMOCTb Kak MEepPCneKTMBHOW TEXHO-
norun Bmadyanusauum B guarHoctuke OA wnmetoT
GbOKYCMpPOBaHHbIE U HU3KOA030Bble MPOTOKOSbI KT,
KOTOpblE COMOCTaBUMbl MO MHOOPMATUBHOCTM CO
cTaHoapTHbiM KT-nccnegoBaHMeM, HO MMEIOT MPen-
MYLLECTBA B CHUXEHUW JTyHEBOM HArpy3Kn, yMeHbLUe-
HUN BPEMEHW W 3aTPaTHOCTU WCCNEL0BaHMS.
OueBMaOHO, 4TO HEOOXOAMMO VX aKTUBHOE BHEAPEHNe
B €XEeOHEBHYIO KJIMHUYECKYK MPakTMKy, YTO HaLlio
CBOE OTpaxeHue B HaumoHanbHbIX KIMHUYECKNX pe-
komeHpaumax P® no anarHoctuku n nevennto OA ot
2020 r. [6]. Hanbonee BbICOKYIO 4YBCTBUTENIbHOCTb
B auarHoctuke OA mmeetr MPT ¢ ncnonb3oBaHUEM
pexvmoB T2BW ¢ nogaBneHnem curHana oT X1poBom
knetyatknu DWI. 3tutexHonoruv MPT-Budyanusaumm
NPUMEHUMbI y AeTeil 1 6epeMeHHbIX XEeHLLMH, a Tak-
Xe Yy nauMeHTOB, KOTOpbIM npoTuBonokasaHa KT
C KOHTpacTuposaHueM. B cBoto ovepenb, MPT nmeet
OorpaHnyeHns B UCNOJSIb30BaHWM Y NaUMEHTOB C Bblpa-
>XEHHbIM 60N1EBLIM CUHAPOMOM N OOA3HbLIO 3aMKHYTbIX
MPOCTPAHCTB, MeTOL ManoA0oCTYMNEH M SKOHOMUYECKU
3aTtpateH. OTCyTCTBME KPYMHBIX PAHA0MU3MPOBAHHBLIX
nccnegoBaHnin U MeTaaHaIM30B MOCBSILLEHHbIX CPaB-
HEeHN0 3P DEKTMBHOCTM Ny4EBLIX METOAOB N OYepea-
HOCTU WX MPUMEHEeHUs, OUKTyeT HeoOXoOUMOCTb
NPOAOJIKEHNS MPOBEAEHUS NUCCNEeAOBaHNn B 3TOM
HanpaBneHUn.
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