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Llenb uccnepoBaHusa: CPaBHUTb XapakTeEPUCTUKN Me-
TOO0B ocTeocumHTurpadum n MPT Bcero tena B BbisiB/e-
HUW KOCTHbIX METAacTa30B MpPU MEPBUYHbIX 3/10KA4YECTBEH-
HblX HOBOOOPa30BaHMAX Hanbosee YacTbiX IoKann3awumii.

Matepuan n metogbl. O6cnenosaHo 29 60MbHbLIX CO
3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIMN HOBOOOPA30BaHUSAMU Pa3NNYHbIX J10-
KanMsaumi n NOAO3PEHNEM HA BTOPUYHOE MOPaXEHNE KO-
cTein. Bcem naumeHTam Obina BbiNOSIHEHA OCTEOCLUMHTUNpa-
buna Ha ramma-kamepe Nucline DHW ¢ ucnonb3oBaHnem
MOHO- 1 gudocdartos Tc-99m akTmeHOCTbIO 370-600 MBK,
a Takxe MPT Bcero Tena Ha MarHMTHO-PEe30HAHCHbIX TOMO-
rpagax “Atnac” 1,5 T n “CurHa” 1,5 T. InarHo3 BTOPUYHOIO

nopaxeHust KOCTel B AanbHelem Obli NoATBEPXAEH AaH-
HbiMn MCKT unu HabniogeHneMm B TedeHne 6 mec.
Pesynbratbl. MeTactatnyeckoe nopaxeHue KocTemn
umenock y 21 (72,4%) nauneHTa, obpasoBaHuns fobpoka-
4eCTBEHHOM NpPUPoabl ObinK BbiSBAEHbI Y 8 (27,6%) naumeH-
TOB. 10 pesdynsratam npumeHeHus metoaukun MPT Bcero
Tena 6bln noctaeneHbl 1 NOXHOOTPULLATENbHBIA 1 2 NOX-
HOMOJIOXKNTESbHbIX AMarHo3a, YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb METOAM-
kun coctasuna 95,2% (20/21), cneumnduyHocTb — 75% (6/8).
Mo paHHBIM ocTEOCUMHTUIPadUM ObINO OTMEYEHO 3 TOXHO-
OTPULATENbHLIX U 3 NOXHOMONOXUTENbHbLIX pe3ynbraTa,
4YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb MeTOoAMKM coctaBuna 85,7% (18/21),
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cneundunyHocTb — 62,5% (5/8). Mpu 9TOM TOYHOCTb METO-
omkn MPT Bcero Tena 6bina 89,6% (26/29), ocTeocuUmHTH-
rpacdum -79,3% (23/29).

BeiBogbl. MPT Bcero tena ssnaetcsa 6onee 06beKTUB-
HOM METOOMKON, YHEM OCTEOCLMHTUIPadMS, 3a CHET TOHHOWN
BM3yanm3aumm aHaToOMuU4eckmx 30H. BbinonHenne MPT
BCEro Tena npv nogo3peHnn Ha BTOPUYHOE NOPaXeHMe Ko-
CTeli MOXEeT CHU3UTb NOTPEBHOCTL B A,OMOHUTENbHbIX Ana-
FHOCTUYECKUX nccnengoBanusx. MPT Bcero tena siBnseTca
6e30030B0I METOANKO, 0OHAKO OHA CJIOXHEe TEXHUYECKN
1 MOXeT ObITb BbINOJIHEHA HE HA BCeX ToMorpadax, 4To Be-
0eT K YBENIMYEHNIO CTOMMOCTM UCCNEN0BaHNS.

Kniouesble cnosa: MPT Bcero tena, octeocumMHTUrpa-
buns, meTacTasbl B KOCTU, OHKONIOTUS.

* k%

Purpose. Compare the characteristics of MRI tech-
niques and whole-body bone scintigraphy in the detection
of bone metastases in primary malignant tumors of the most
frequent sites.

Materials and methods. 29 patients with malignant
tumors of different localization and suspected secondary
bone lesions were examined at “RNTSRR”. All patients
underwent bone scan to gamma camera Nucline DHW using
mono-and diphosphates of Tc-99m activity of 370-600
MBq, as well as MRI “whole body” for magnetic resonance
imaging “Atlas” 1.5 T, and “Signa” 1.5 T. The diagnosis of
secondary bone lesions was further confirmed by the data
MSCT or supervision for 6 months.

Results. Metastatic bone lesions were present in 21
(72.4%) patients, benign nature were identified at 8 patients
(27.6%) patients. According to the results of the use of MRI
techniques “whole body” was placed 1 false-negative and
false-positive diagnosis 2, the sensitivity of techniques was
95.2% (20/21), specificity of 75% (6.8). According to bone
scan were mentioned 3 false-negative results, and 3 false-
positive, the sensitivity was 85.7% technique (18/21), speci-
ficity — 62.5% (8.5). The accuracy of the technique of the
whole body MRI was 89.6% (26/29), bone scintigraphy -
79.3% (23/29).

Conclusions. MRI “whole body” is a more objective
procedure than bone scan, due to a more accurate visual-
ization of anatomical zones. Using MRI “whole body” for
suspected secondary bone disease can reduce the need for
additional diagnostic studies. MRI “whole body” is no-radia-
tion procedure, but it is technically difficult and may not be
performed at all equipment, which leads to increased cost
of study.

Key words: MRI “whole body”, bone scan, bone metas-
tases, oncology.

BeepeHue

KocTHast TkaHb npeacTaBnseT cobol naeanbHyo
cpeny Aans MeTtacTa3vpoBaHUS PaKOBbIX OMyXOnen
pas3NnyHbIX Jlokanuaaumin, 3To 0OyCloBAEHO HaNNYK-
€M BbICOKOro YPOBHS KPOBOTOKA B KPACHOM KOCTHOM
MO3re, aare3anBHbIMY CBOMCTBAMU OMyXOJEBbIX Ke-
TOK, KOTOPbIE CBA3bIBAOTCS CO CTPOMasbHbIMMU KNeT-
KamMu KOCTHOrO MO3ra 1 KOCTHbIM MaTPUKCOM; Takxe
nmMeeTcs 60JbLION pe3epByap UMMOOWUIM30BAHHbIX
dakTopoB pocta [1]. Mpn pake MONOYHON Xenessbl,
npeacTaTenbHOM Xeneabl, IErknx nopaxeHne KOCTen
oceBoro ckeneta gocturaet 70% [2]. Apyrumun 3noka-

Ned 2014

4EeCTBEHHbIMM HOBOOOPA30BaHUSMMN, AAOLUMUN KOCT-
Hble MeTacTasbl, B NOpsiake yobiBaHWS SBASIOTCS MOY-
KW, LMTOBUOHASA Xenesa, MOYeBOW Nny3bipb U TONCTas
KULLKA, paK SUYHUKOB. TOYHAA W paHHAS AuarHoCTuKa
KOCTHbIX METACTa30B MMeET BOJbLLOE 3HAYEHME 1 On-
penenseT ganbHenlee nevyeHne n NporHos [3-5].

MHorve aBTOpbI paccMaTpmBalOT OCTEOCLIMHTU-
rpaduio Kak NyyLInii MeToA, 4S9 PaHHEro BbISIBEHUS
KOCTHbIX MeTacTasos [6, 7]. OgHako po 46% pesynb-
TaTOB CUMHTMIpadumn KOCTEN OKa3blBAOTCHA JIOXHO-
NONOXUTENbHBLIMW 32 CYET HAKOMNEHMS PaguoOMETKM
B BOCMA/IUTENbHbLIX O4Yarax WU 30HaX WHTEHCMBHOIO
ocTeoreHesa. B cBa3u ¢ TeM 4To naeHTudurkaums me-
TacTaTNYECKMX 04AroB NPOUCXOANT KOCBEHHO, 3@ CHET
BKJIIOYEHNST METKM B 30HbI OCTE0OIACTUYECKON peak-
uun, METOAMKA MMEET HEAOCTATOUHYIO NHPOPMATMB-
HOCTb Y B0JIbHbIX C OCTEOIUTUYECKMMIM METAcTa3amu.
Tem He MeHee ocTeocuMHTUrpadus aBASETCA OTHO-
CUTEJNIbHO HELOPOrUM 1 BbICTPLIM METOLOM AMarHoc-
TUKW, TaK Y4TO 4O CUX NMOP CHUTAETCS STANIOHHbIM CTaH-
0AapTOM A1 PaHHEro BbISIBIEHNS 1 OLLEHKM pacnpo-
CTPaHEHHOCTU KOCTHbIX MeTacTa3oB [8—10].

JaHHble nuTepaTypbl yKa3biBAOT HA HECKONbKO
NPOBEAEHHbIX CPaBHUTENbHbIX MccnemoBaHuin MPT
BCEro Tena n oCTeoCuMHTUrpadum B BbIIBIEHUN KO-
CTHbIX MeTacTasos [11-15]. OgHako B HUX OTPaXeEHO
MaJsioe KONMMYEeCTBO HabNoOEeHWI, a UCMONb3yemble
NPOTOKOMbI UCCNEAOBAHUS OTNNYAIOTCH LUMPOKON Ba-
puabenbHocTbio. Kpome Toro, MPT Bcero tena siBnsi-
eTCs AOCTaTO4HO AOPOrMM U MEHee AOCTYMHbIM UC-
CNel0BaHNEM MO CPABHEHWNIO C OCTEOCUMHTUIPadU-
el 1 N03TOMY [0 HACTOSILLLEr0 BPEMEHM HE Mony4Yumna
[0CTaToO4YHOro pacnpoctpaHenus [16, 17].

Llenb uccnepnoBaHud

CpaBHuTenbHas xapaktepuctmka metogos MPT
BCEro Tena n 0CTeoCuUMHTUrpadum B BbIIBIEHUN KO-
CTHbIX METACTa30B NPV NEPBUYHbIX 3/1I0KAYECTBEHHbIX
HOBOOOpPa30BaHMAX HAaNMboNee HYacTbIX U pacnpocTpa-
HEHHbIX JTOKan3aumi.

Martepuan n metoabl

MccnepoBaHve BKAKOYAET aHanM3 pesynbTaTtoB
obcnenoBaHMa 29 G0NbHBLIX CO 3/10KA4E€CTBEHHBLIMMU
HOBOOOPA30BaHUSMU PA3NNYHBLIX IOKanM3aLmnin, 06-
cnepoBaHHbiX B OIBY “POCCUIACKUIA HaYYHbIA LEHTP
peHTreHopagmonorun” B nepuog ¢ 2011 no 2014 r.
Bce 60/ibHble HAa MOMEHT 0bcnenoBaHns He UMENU
0OBEKTMBHOrO MOATBEPXAEHUS METacTaTU4yeCcKoro
rnopaxeHust kKocten, npu atom y 19 (65,5%) 60nbHbIX
NMENNCh KIIMHUYECKNE NPU3HAKN NMOPAXKEHUST KOCTHOM
CUCTEMbI (MPEeNMYLLIECTBO CTOWKMIA BONEBON CUHAPOM
pa3Hol cTeneHun BblpaxeHHocTn), y 10 (34,5%) Takmx
NPU3HAKOB HE OTMEYanocb. Bcem naumeHTam BbInon-
HAIM OCTEOCUMHTUIPadUIO U He Boiee YEM B TEYEHME



Puc. 1. AneHokapuyHoOMa Nerkoro, BTOpUYHOE nopaxeHune kocten. MPT Bcero tena. a — T2BW, carntranbHas Npoekums;
6 — ppoHTaNbHas NPOEKLUNS — CErMEHTbI UCCNeA0BaHNs, COEANHEHHbIE MexXay COO0I B eAnHOe 300paxeHune, C Haminem

MVH/MaJIbHbIM HAaBOOOK OT ABUMXEHUA (,u.blxava) naumeHTa.

nocnenyowmx 5 gHenn MPT Bcero Tena. [JuarHos BTO-
PUYHOrO NopaxeHus KOCTEN B AasnbHeliwem Obin nog-
TBEpXaeH aaHHbiMn MCKT mnnu HabniogeHnem B Te-
yeHme 6 MecC Takxke C NMocneayloLWmMM BbINOHEHNEM
ocTeocumHTurpadum nnm MPT Ha obnacTb nHTepeca.

OcteocumHTUrpaduio NpoBOANAM HA raMMa-Kame-
pe Nucline DHW ¢ ncnonb3oBaHnem MoHO- 1 Audpoc-
daToB Tc-99m akTmBHocTbIO 370-600 MBK B 3aBu-
CUMOCTW OT MaccChbl Tena, AaHHble dukcuposanm no
nctedeHnn 3 4 nocne BHYTPUBEHHOrO BBEOEHUS pa-
onodapmnpenaparta. MPT Bcero Tena BbINOSHANN Ha
BbICOKOMOJIbHbIX MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHbLIX TOMOrpa-
dax “Atnac” 1,5 T n “Curnva” 1,5 T ¢ BHYTPUBEHHBIM
BBeAeHneM napamarHeTuka. lNpotokon MPT Bkntoyan
B ce0s1 BbiNONHeHME T1-B3BELUEHHbIX N300paXeHWN
(BN) n STIR B KOpOHApPHOM NPOEKLUUN 1N ONuUanbHO
T1-, T2B/ v DWI B caruttanbHon npoekuun. Cneaoyet
OTMEeTUTb, 4TO ANa npoBegeHns MPT Bcero Tena Ha
OONbLUMHCTBE annapaTtoB TpebyeTcs cneumasnbHas
HaCcTpolika napamMeTpoB M MPOTOKOJIOB MUCCenoBa-
HWUS, Tak Kak JaHHas MeToamka B 3HaYNTENbHOM Mepe
4yyBCTBUTENbHA K apTedakTaM AOBUXEHUS, B NEpPBYIO
o4yepeab BO3HMKAOLWMX OT AblIXaHMS MauMeHTa, a Tak-
Xe A0CTaTO4HO CNOXHA TEXHMYECKU; KOPPEKTHOE MNO-
JlyYeHMe KOHEeYHOro Lenioro nsobpaxeHus Tpebyet
onpenesieHHbIX HaBbIKOB 0OpalLeHnst ¢ paboyei KoH-

COJbIO 1 Ha pa3HbIX annaparax peann3oBaHa no-pas-
HoMmy (puc. 1).

Y 15 (51,7%) naupentoB T1BW Gbinn gononHeHsI
BHYTPMBEHHbLIM KOHTPACTHBLIM YCWUJIEHMEM Mpenapa-
TaMmn ragonuHus. Bce mnccnenoBaHus Oblnn UHTEP-
npeTnpoBaHbl 1 cneumanmcTom No SAepHoOn MeguLum-
HEe 1 HE3ABUCMMO 2 PEHTIEHOI0raMu, COTPYyAHMUKaAMM
nabopatopun MPT. Pe3ynstathl 06CnefoBaHns oLe-
HMBaNW MO ABOMYHOM CUCTEME B OTAENbHOCTU ANs
KaXXaoro Metoga — Hanudme/OTCyTCTBME MeTacTatu-
4eCKOro nopaxeHus kocTten. Ona kaxporo mertopa
paccymTbiBaNn nokasarenn NHOOPMaATUBHOCTU.

Pe3ynbTaTbl U UX 00CYyXaeHue

Kak nokagan aHanms nony4yeHHbIX AaHHbIX, MeTacTa-
TUYECKOEe MopaxeHne KocTen umenock y 21 (72,4%)
nauneHTa, y 8 (27,6%) nauneHToB Obinv BbISIBNEHbI
06pa3oBaHMa OOPOKAYECTBEHHON NpMpoab! (remMaH-
rmombl — 3) U Hecneumdunyeckne N3MeHeHns (gere-
HepPaTUBHO-ANCTPODUNYECKNE NUBMEHEHNS, B TOM Y/C-
ne OCTEOXOHAPO3 C HaIn4MemM MeXNO3BOHKOBbIX
rpbiX, HapyLEHUs CTaTUKM MO3BOHOYHOrO CTONOAQ,
30HbI TpabekynspHoro oteka — 5 HabnwaeHui).
Mo pesynstatam npumeHeHus metoamkn MPT Bcero
Tena ObiM noctaefeHbl 1 NOXHOOTPULATENbHbIN
N 2 NOXHOMONIOXMUTENbHbIX OMarHo3a, B pesyfbrate
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Puc. 2. MHoxecTBeHHaa muenoma. Mpu cumHturpadum (a) yoeamtenbHbIX AaHHbIX O HAIMYUN METACTAa30B HE MOJyYEHO.
MPT, kopoHapHast npoekums. T1BU (6), STIR (B) — onpenensioTcst o4aroBble M3MEeHeHUsl FpyaHOro oTaena no3BOHOYHMKA
C MHBa3Mne B MNO3BOHOYHbIN KaHan (CTpenku).

9TOr0 4YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb METOAMKW COCTaBuna
95,2% (20/21), cneundunyHocTb — 75% (6/8). Mo naH-
HbIM OCTEOCUMHTUIpadum OblI0 OTMEYEHO 3 JTOXHO-
oTpuuaTenbHbIX U 3 NIOXHOMONOXUTENbHbBIX Pe3yib-
TaTa, TakMm 0b6pa3om, YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTb METOOUKN
coctaBuna 85,7% (18/21), cneundpunyHoctb — 62,5%
(5/8). Mpwn aTtom TO4HOCTL MeToankn MPT Bcero Tena
6bina 89,6% (26/29), octeocuuHtTurpadum — 79,3%
(23/29).

Mpw BoiNnONHeHMM MPT Bcero Tena y 3 nauMeHToB
TakXe y[anocb BU3yannampoBaTb napasepTebpasb-
HbIA KOMMOHEHT C PacnpPOCTPaHEHNEM B MO3BOHOY-
HbI KaHan, numdageHonaTuio —y 7, o4aroBoe nopa-
XeHue nevyeHun — y 2. Cnenyet OTMETUTb, YTO 0OOHapY-
XEHME SKCTPAOCCaSIbHbIX 0YAroB MOPaXEHUS MOXET
N3MEHUTb TakTUKy BefeHus 6onbHoro. Mpu aTom Ko-
JINYECTBO N COOTHOLLEHME TaKNX U3BMEHEHWI B HALLEM
NCCNEeAOBaHMM HECKOJIbKO OTIMYAIOTCA OT TaKOBbIX
B APYrMX CXOOHbIX uccnegoBanusax [18, 19]. 31o mox-
HO 0OBSACHUTbL KPUTEPUSIMU OTOOPA MALMEHTOB, pa3-
HULEN B AMarHo3ax 1 ctagusix 3abonesaHust. Tem He
MeHee [OaHHble pe3ynbTaTbl MO3BONIAOT NPeanono-
XnTb, 4yTo MPT BCero Tefia MoXeT yCTPaHUTb HEe0bXo-
OMMOCTb NPOBEAEHNS OPYIrX OUAarHOCTUYECKMX NPOo-
uenyp, KoTopble B HACTOSILLEE BPEMS ABNSIOTCH Yac-
TbO ANArHOCTNYECKOro 06CNea0BaHNs OHKONOrMYec-
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Kux GOJNbHbIX; 3Ta rMNoTe3a MOXeT ObITb MpoBepeHa
B Aa/IbHENLINX nccnegoBaHusx (puc. 2).

Takum 00pa3om, To4HOCTb MeToaukn MPT Bcero
Tena B MPOBEOEHHOM WCCNefoBaHUM Obina BhbILE,
4YeM TOYHOCTb OCTeocumHTUrpadum. B uenom ato co-
OTHOCUTCA C pesyfbTatamu APYrux WUCC/ieLoBaHUin
[20-22], x0T NpOBECTU TOYHOE CpPaBHEHME 3aTPYa-
HUTENBHO BBUAY PA3HULBI KPUTEPUER OTOOPA 1 Napa-
METPOB NMPOTOKO/IOB UCCNef0BaHW, a Takke METO-
[OB aHanM3a nony4eHHbIX AaHHbIX.

BOsIbLLIOE YNCIIO NOXHOMONOXUTENBHBIX PedynbTa-
TOB NPU OCTEOCUMHTUrpadumn 00yCNoBNEHO HANMNYM-
eM N3MeHeHuI ,06POKa4YeCTBEHHON NPUPOALI (Takne
KaKk BOCNaneHue, reMaHrmoma, KOCTHass MO30Jib),
XOTS 4MCNo HabMoOeHUA B HalEeM MCCnenoBaHum
6e3 MeTacTaTMyeckoro NopakeHUss HE3HAYNTENBHO.
B psae cnyyaeB HavyanbHblEe CTaAMM BTOPUYHOIO MO-
paXeHus KOCTEN XapakTepu3yoTCs HU3KON nponude-
PaTVBHOW aKTUBHOCTbLIO OCTEO0NACTOB, TO Xe camoe
BEPHO 1 /19 CBEPXArpPECCUBHbIX ObICTPOTEKYLLNX Me-
TacTa3oB, Bbl3bIBAIOLWMX BbIPAXKEHHYIO OECTPYKLUMIO
KOCTW 6€3 CYLLIECTBEHHbIX PEAKTUBHBLIX N3MEHEHWUIA CO
CTOPOHbI 30POBOM KOCTHOW TKaHW, 4TO SBNSETCA
NPUYMHON NOXHOOTPULLATENBbHLIX pedynbTaToB. lNpe-
nmywectsom MPT B JaHHOM cliydae siBNSieTCs BO3-
MOXHOCTb AMAarHOCTUMPOBATb MOPaXeHUEe KOCTHOro



Puc. 3. MNepexoaHo-KNeTouHbI pak MoveBoro nyssips. MPT, dpoHTanbHas npoekums. T1IBU (a) , STIR (6) - Bocnanutenb-
Hble U3MEHEHNMS B CUMDU3E U NpUAEXaLLUmMx MArkux TkaHsix (ctpenku). OcteocumHTurpadums (B) NnokasbiBaeT MNOBbILLUEHHOE
HakonneHne pagmodapmMnpenaparta Ha ypoBHe cuMbursa, MHTEPNPETUPYETCS Kak Hannyme BO3MOXHbIX METACTa30B.

MO3ra HE3aBMCKMO OT TuMa NOPaXEHUS N COOTHOLLE-
HUS1 OCTEOKIACTNYECKOM 1 0CTE0BNACTHON aKTUBHOC-
Tn. NMoatomy MPT ocobGeHHO nosie3Ha 1 MOXEeT npwu-
MEHSATBLCSA B TEX C/ly4asXx, korga CUMHTUrpadus KocTen
4acCTo MPUBOOMUT K JIOXHOOTPULUATESNIbHbIM Pe3ysibTa-
Tam, Hanpumep MeTtactazam MNOYEYHO-KIETOUYHOMN
KapuUWHOMbI UM MHOXECTBEHHOM muenome. C gpy-
rOW CTOPOHBI, orpaHndyeHnem MPT Bcero Tena sBng-
eTCs OMarHoCTMKa 04aroB B OMpenefieHHbIXx obnac-
TSIX, HANpUMep B KOCTSAX Yeperna, rpygHOM KNeTKu,
B pebpax, B HEKOTOPbIX APYriX NepndepuiiHbIX 30HaxX
opraHmama. 9T0 NPOUCXOONT 3a CYET TEXHUYECKOW
CJIOXHOCTM BbINOJIHEHWUS!, B TOM YUCAIE€ CONOCTaBe-
HUSA Mexay cobon BCex 0TCKaHNPOBAHHbIX CErMEHTOB
Tena, rge wurpalT ponb apTedakTbl OT ABMXEHMS,

BO3HMKalOLLME B pe3dynbraTe AplxaHus uamn 605eBoro
cuHpgpoma 6onbHbix. MPT Bcero Tena nosBonsiet
NydlWe onpenensatb aHaTOMUYECKYID JIOKanM3aumio
obnactu nopaxeHus B OTIMHME OT CUMHTUrpaduu,
e NPOUCXOAAT CyMMaLLMsl U3006paxeHnii 1 Hanoxe-
HWe CTPYKTYp Tena. AHanm3 pesdynbLTatoB UCM0SIb30-
BaHHbIX B HACTOSILLEM WCCNEO0BAHUN MPOTOKOOB,
a TakXke OaHHbIX ApYyrux aBTOpoB [23-26] nokasan,
4yTO Hambonee adekTMBHBIM NpoToKonoMm MPT Bce-
ro Tena siBngetcsa covyetaHme MP-nocnenoBatesnbHO-
ctent TIBM n STIR (T2 FatSat), nmetowimx BbICOKYHO
YyBCTBUTENBLHOCTb B ONPEAEeSEHN KOCTHOM NaTono-
rm1, B TOM 4ncie A0OPOKAYECTBEHHBIX N 3/10KAYECT-
BEHHbIX MPOLECCOB KOCTHOro Mosra. B nocnenosa-
TenbHOoCTN T1 ocTeoknactTMyeckme MeTactasdbl UMeT
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FMMNOVHTEHCUBHBIA CUrHaN 3a CYeT UHGUAbTpauuu
N 3aMeHbl XeNnToro KOCTHOro Mosra. B nocneposa-
TENbHOCTSAX C MOAABMEHWEM CUTrHana OT XWUPOBOW
TkaHu (STIR) ocTeoknactTuyeckme mMetactasbl UMEOT
FMNEePUHTEHCUBHBIA CUrHaN 3a CYET MOBbILEHHOMO
coaepxxaHus BOAbl B OMyXosieBbIX KieTkax. MIHTeHCUB-
HOCTb CurHana OT 0cTeobnacTu4yeckmx MeTacTas3oB
MOXET BapbMpOBaTbCs OT rmMnep- OO rMNOUHTEHCUB-
HOro B 3aBMCMMOCTW OT NpeobnagaHns Toro uim NHo-
ro KOMMOHEHTA, 4acTO HAbNAAETCS CUTHAN CMELLaH-
Horo Tuna. OnNpeaeneHHyio AMarHoCTUYECKyo NHGOpP-
Maumio 0o0aBnseT BBEAEHME KOHTPACTHOrO areHTa,
B TOM 4MCE NPU ANArHOCTUKE KOCTHbIX KUCT UKW OCT-
POBKOB OCTEOCK/1ep03a Hecneundunyeckoro xapak-
Tepa. Hannyme KopTuKanbHOM AeCTPYKLMM PEKOMEH-
OyeTcsa OueHMBaTb B ABYX peXxumax, Tak Kak Ha
T1/T2BU Ha ¢pOoHE OTHOCUTENBHO CBET/LIX Npuiexa-
LLIMX @aHATOMUYECKUX CTPYKTYP XOPOLLIO BU3yannsnpy-
eTCsl KOPTUKaNbHbIN cnoi, a B pexume STIR 6onee
4EeTKO ONPEeLENseTCcs 0TEK MArKNX TKaHeN, Kak npasu-
110, COMPOBOXAAKLLMA KOPTUKANIbHYIO OECTPYKUMIO.
OpHako cnegyeT MOMHUTb, YTO Hecneunduyeckui
OTEeK KOCTHOr0 Mo3ra Takxe runepuHteHcuseH B STIR
N 3TO MOXET NPUBOAUTL K AMArHOCTUYECKMM OLLING-
kam (puc. 3).

3akniovyeHue

MoMnMo NoATBEPXAEHMS BbIBOAOB 60Nee paHHUX
nccnenoBaHuii, B HACTOSLLLEM UCCNEA0BaHUM Nokasa-
HO, 4yTo MPT BCero Tena sBnseTcs 6onee 06bLEKTUBHOM
METOOMKOWN, YEM OCTEOCUMHTUrpadus, 3a CYET Jlyd-
LUel paspeluaiolLieli cnocobHocTu, 6onee TOUYHOM BU-
3yanmsaumm aHaTOMUYECKMX 30H, Takmx Kak no3BO-
HOYHbIN CcTONG, kOocTM Tasa. Mcnonb3oBaHne MPT
BCEro Tena npu NoA03peHn Ha BTOPUYHOE nopaxe-
HMEe KOCTeN MOXET CHU3UTb NOTPEOHOCTL B NpoBeae-
HUW OOMONHUTENBbHbIX AMArHOCTUYECKUX NCCNenoBa-
HWUIA ONs peleHns BOMpocoB AnddepeHumanbHON
aunarHoctukn. MPT Bcero tena sisnseTtcs 6e30030B0
METOAMKOWN, OAHAKO OHa CNOXHEEe TEXHUYECKN U MO-
XeT ObITb BbIMOSIHEHA He Ha BCcex Tomorpadax, 4to
BeOET K YBENIMYEHUIO CTOMMOCTU MCCNEenoBaHUS.
Mo>HO NpennosioXnTb, 4TO BoNee LWMPOKOe NCMOosb-
3oBaHne MPT Bcero tena MoXeT npuBecTu Kk bonee
3 DEKTMBHOMY 0OHAPYXEHMIO KOCTHbIX METacTa3oB
N MOXEeT OblTb PEKOMEH0BAHO B Ka4€CTBE OCHOBHO-
ro mMetoga HabnoOeHMs MaLUMEHTOB C OXMOAEMbIM
OCTEOJINTUHECKMM NOPaKEHNEM CKeneTa, B YaCTHOC-
TN Y BONbHbLIX HEMEJIKOKIETOYHBLIM PAaKOM IErKOro.
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