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The review is devoted to the application of photodynamic diagnosis of non-muscle invasive bladder cancer. The recent
data on the mechanism of action of photosensitizers, the method of performing fluorescence cystoscopy are presented,
and the results of clinical studies of the application of photodynamic diagnostics in practical medicine are presented.
It has been shown that photodynamic diagnostics significantly increases the efficiency of detecting bladder cancer in com-
parison with standard cystoscopy. The application of this method is especially valuable in cases of carcinoma in situ and
multifocal growth of urothelial tumors. Improvement in diagnostics makes it possible to increase the radicality of surgical
treatment and to increase the duration of the relapse-free period.
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DoTtoguHaMUyeCKana AMArHOCTUKA HeMbllLeYHo-
UHBA3UBHOIro paka Mo4eBoro ny3bipsa
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0630pHan cTaTbA NOCBALLEHA NPUMEHEHWI0 GOTOAMHAMUYECKON OMArHOCTUKM HEMbILLIEYHO-MHBA3MBHOMO paka Mo-
yeBoro nysbips. [puBeaeHbl COBPEMEHHbIE [JaHHble 0 MexaHW3Me OeNCTBUA (OTOCEHCUOMNM3ATOPOB, METOAMKE Bbl-
nonHeHUA GnyopecLEeHTHOM LMCTOCKONUK, NpeacTaBfieHbl Pe3ynbTaThl KAMHWYECKUX WUCCNeA0BaHUN MPUMEHEHWA
GoToaMHAMMYECKOM AMArHOCTMKM B NPaKTUYECKoM MeauumHe. [ToKasaHo, 4To (poToaMHAMMUYECKan AMarHOCTHKa CyLle-
CTBEHHO YBE/IMYMBAET 3QPEKTUBHOCTL BbIABNIEHMA Paka MOYEBOI0 NMy3bIPA N0 CPABHEHWMIO CO CTaHAAPTHOW LIUCTOCKOMNMEN.
OcobeHHO LieHHbIM MpeacTaBNAeTCA NPUMEHeHWe OAHHOM0 MeTofda B Cydasx carcinoma in Situ U MynbTUGOKaNbHOM
pocTe ypoTeNnanbHbIX OMyxoei. YiyylleHne AMarHoCTUKM No3BOSET NOBLICUTL PafMKaNbHOCTb XUPYPruvecKoro ne-
YeHWA 1 YBENUYUTL OIUTENbHOCTL 6e3peLnaMBHOMO nepuoaa.

KnioueBble cnoBa: HeMbILLEYHO-NHBA3VBHbIN PaK MO4eBOro ny3blps; ¢nyopecu,eHTHaﬂ LUMCTOCKONNA; ¢0TOC6HCM6MHM33TOP;
¢0T0,D,VIH8MVILIECH8FI ONarHoCTuKa.
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