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Bgedenue. BaxHenwuan 3afaya B 061acTvt ynyyLleHns pe3ynbTaToB fiedeHnsA 60bHbIX pakoM MpeacTaTebHOM Heesbl —
3T0 WX NpaBWNbHaA CTpaTUdUKaLMA Mo rpynnam pucka. CoBpeMeHHble CUCTEMbI CTpaTUPUKALMM He MO3BOAAIOT B MOHOM
Mepe 06ecneunTb afleKBaTHYIO OLEHKY pUCKa A1A Bcex BO/bHbIX paKoOM NpefcTaTenbHov Henessl. [JanbHeilee passutue
anropuTMOB MPOTrHO3MPOBAHMA KIMHUYECKOTO TEYEHUA paKa MPeACTaTeNlbHOM Henesbl 4/1A KOHKPETHOro 60/IbHOM0 MOMKET
MOJIOMKMTESNIbHBIM 06pPa30M MOBNMATL Ha TEYEHWE U UCX0L 3ab0NeBaHuA.

Lless. Onpepenenne KIMHUYECKOTO U MPOrHOCTUYECKOr0 3Ha4eHWA NIOTHOCTK NpocTatcneumdmyeckoro aHturena (nfCA)
y 60/bHbIX JIOKaNM30BaHHBLIM PaKOM NpeLCTaTebHoOM Hene3sbl, NepeHecUnX KOMOMHMPOBaHHOE FOPMOHO-/TY4EBOE SIEYEHME.

Mamepuanesl u Memodbl. MpoBeseHa oueHKa BAMAHKUA napametpa NMCA Ha nokasatenu onyxosib-CreLmpuyecKon Bbl-
¥KMBAEMOCTH, a TaKHKe KIIMHUKO-MOpdOOrMyeckmne napaMeTphbl 0MyXoeBoro npouecca y 272 NaLMeHTOB C JIOKaIN30BaHHbIM
PaKOM MpeLcTaTesibHOM Mese3bl, NOMyYaBLUMX KOMBMHMPOBAHHOE FOPMOHO-/y4eBOE fledYeHne B nepuof, ¢ AHeapA 1996 r.
no utonb 2007 r.

Pesynsmamei. TpoeMOHCTPUPOBaHa BbICOKaA KMHMYeCKaa 3Ha4nMMocTb nokasatena nlCA. MosbiweHve nlCA Kop-
penupoBano ¢ yBeNMYeHUEM KOHLeHTpaumu cbisopaTouHoro [CA, cHuweHveM BpemeHn yaBoeHuA [CA, yMeHbLueHVeM
InddepeHLMpoBKM onyxonu. MoaTeepkaeHO nporHocTMyecKkoe 3HadyeHue NMNCA y naLMeHToB C NIOKANU30BaHHBIM PaKoM
NpeACTaTeNbHOM Hene3bl, NOMyYaBLIMX KOMOBMHUPOBaHHOE FOPMOHO-/y4eBoe fiedeHue. C nomowbio ROC-aHanu3a onpe-
[eNIeHo Noporosoe 3HaveHue nokasarens nfCA — 0,36 Hr/(Mn-cM®), npeBbileHre KOTOPOro 6bIM0 CBA3aHO CO CTATUCTU-
YECKM 3HAYMMBIM CHUMKEHWEM YPOBHA OMyX0/b-CreLMpuyeckon BbixmBaeMocTu. MNnowanb nog kpuson coctasuna 0,703
(95 % [OW 0,236-0,434; p < 0,001). Puck onyxonb-cneunpryeckon CMEPTHOCTM M BO3HUKHOBEHUA pPeLMAMBa BO3pacTaeT
no mMepe yBenuyeHua nokasarena nllCA.

3akmoyenue. TNapametp NMCA ABnAeTCA HafeHbIM 6UOMapKEPOM paKa MpeacTaTeNlsHOM enesbl C BbICOKUMM MoKa-
3aTefIAMM KNMHUYECKOM W NPOrHOCTUYECKOM 3HAYMMOCTM, MUCMOMb30BaHWE KOTOPOr0 He CBA3AHO C BHEAPEHWEM 3aTpaTHbIX
1 06peMeHUTENbHBIX METO0B 1ab0paTOpHO M MHCTPYMEHTANbHOM AMArHOCTUKM.

KnioueBble cnioBa: pak npeacTaTeslbHOM *ene3sbl; 0nyXonb-Creunpryeckan BblXKMBAEMOCTb; NPOCTATUYECKUIA CNeLum-
Guueckui anturen; MCA; nnotHocTb MNCA.
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Prostate-specific antigen density as a prognostic
marker in patients with localized prostate cancer
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BACKGROUND: The most important task in the field of improving the results of treatment of patients with prostate
cancer (PCa) is their correct stratification by risk groups. Modern stratification systems do not fully provide an adequate risk
assessment for all patients with prostate cancer. Further development of algorithms for predicting the clinical course of pros-
tate cancer for a particular patient can positively affect the course and outcome of the disease.

AIM: Determination of the clinical and prognostic value of the density of prostate-specific antigen (PSAD) in patients with
localized prostate cancer who underwent combined external beam radiation with androgen deprivation therapy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: The effect of the PSAD parameter on the tumor-specific survival rates, as well as the clini-
cal and morphological parameters of the tumor process, was assessed in 272 patients with localized prostate cancer who
underwent combined external beam radiation with androgen deprivation therapy from January 1996 to July 2007.

RESULTS: The high clinical significance of the PSAD indicator has been demonstrated. An increase in PSAD correlated
with an increase in serum PSA concentration, a decrease in PSA doubling time, and a decrease in tumor differentiation.
The prognostic value of PSAD was confirmed in patients with localized prostate cancer who received combined hormone-
radiation therapy. Using ROC-analysis, the threshold value of the PSAD index was determined - 0.36 ng / ml / cm?, the excess
of which was associated with a statistically significant decrease in the level of tumor-specific survival. The area under the
curve was 0.703 (95% Cl 0.236-0.434; p < 0.001). The risk of tumor-specific mortality and recurrence increased as the PSAD
value increased.

CONCLUSION: The PSAD parameter is a reliable biomarker of prostate cancer with high rates of clinical and prognostic
significance, the use of which is not associated with the introduction of costly and cumbersome methods of laboratory and
instrumental diagnostics.
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OPUTVHATBHBIE CTATBEN

BBEAEHUE

Pak npepnctatensHon wenesbl (PMH) 3aHMMaeT BTOpoe
MECTO N0 pacnpoCcTPaHeHHOCTU B CTPYKType 3aboneBae-
MOCTM 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIMU HOBOObpa3oBaHuAM B Poccuu,
a cpeam MyRumH ctapiue 60 net — nepsoe [1]. TouHoe npo-
rHO3MpOBaHWe CTafuW 3aboneBaHNA Y NALMEHTOB C JIOKa-
nu3oBaHHbIM P, HecMoTpA Ha pa3BuTMe METOOO0B WH-
CTPYMEHTaNbHOM M NabopaTopHOW AMAarHOCTUKM, MOKa eLLe
haneKko oT coBepLueHcTBa. [lporHo3mpoBaHMe 0CHOBbIBa-
€TCA Ha AaHHbIX Ma/bLEeBOro PeKTanbHOr0 UCCNea0BaHuA,
MCXOAHOM KOHLEHTPALMKU CbIBOPOTOYHOrO MpocTaTcne-
unduyeckoro aHtureHa (MCA) v pesynbratax rucronoru-
UECKoro MccnenoBaHuA 6MONTATOB NpeLcTaTeNlbHOM Hene-
3bl (M) — cTenenu anddepeHLMPOBKI ONYX0/M MO LUKane
[IMCOHa, NPOLLEHTHOM COAEpPHaHUM Onyxonu B buonTare,
a TaKKe Hannumnm o04aroB NnepuHeBPanbHONM MHBa3WK [2-4].
CTeneHb 310Ka4YECTBEHHOCTU ONYXO/IM — PeLLaLLMn daK-
TOP, KOTOPbIN Y4UTLIBAETCA B MpOLLECCE MPOrHO3MPOBaHUA
W BblbOpa ONTUManbHOrO METOAA NeYeHus, BBUAY TOrO,
uUTO 13 BCEX MapaMeTPOB /ULLb CTeNeHb AnbPepeHLUpOBKM
0NyX0/IM 3Ha4MMO KOPPENMPYET C UCX0,0M 3aboneBaHus [9].
B 10 ke Bpems yposeHb [1CA 1 pe3ynbTathl NanbLEeBoro pex-
TaNbHOMO McCreaoBaHMA 6e3 yueta ApYrux KAMHUYECKMX
[aHHbIX He ABMAIOTCA 3HAYMMbIMKU (haKTOpaMmM MPOrHO3a,
MOCKO/IbKY MOryT BbITb 06YCNOBNEHBI MPUYMHAMM, HE CBA-
3aHHbIMM C OMyX0NeBbIM nopaxeHneM [6]. Pesynbrathl
6roncuun, ogHaKo, He NO3BONAIOT B NOJHOWM Mepe OLEHWUTb
Takve xapaktepuctukm PITHK, Kak pa3mep, nokanusauus
“ Mopgonorva onyxonesoro noparenusa. UHaoekc uco-
Ha NpMCBaMBAETCA MO pe3y/ibTaTaM OLEHKM MOTEHLMAbHO
reTeporeHHOro yyacTka OmyXo/iu, a MoTOMy He Mo3BosifAeT
B TOYHOCTM OLEHWUTb BECb 0OBEM M arpeccMBHOCTb O4ara
noparKeHnaA No CpaBHEHUIO C UCCeA0BaHNEM MaKponpena-
parta nocsie XMpypruveckoro BMeLLaTenscTea [7]. Boibop Me-
TOAQ NeYEHNA BO MHOFOM OCHOBaH Ha TOM MPeAMo/IoKeHUM,
UTO XapaKTepUCTMKA ONYXoNW Mo pe3ynbraTaM NepBUYHOM
broncum ABNAETCA OTPAXKEHWNEM ee UCTUHHOW CTENeHM 3/10-
KaueCTBEHHOCTU. B 3ToM cBA3M OLWMOKM NpU NPUCBOEHUM
CyMMbI 6annoB no Wwkane [ncoHa MoryT NPMBECTU K TOMY,
YTO NaUMEHTbI C UHAONEHTHBIMM GOpPMaMM OMyxosen noa-
BEPrHYTCA M30LITOYHOMY fIeYEHMIO, @ NaLMeHTaM C arpec-
CMBHbIMM dopMaMu 3aboneBaHuA He byneT NpOBOAMTHCS
a[IeKBaTHOr0 /IEYEHWA, YTO HeraTMBHLIM 06pa3oM NoBAWA-
eT Ha ucxop, 3aboneBaHnA. ToyHanA OLIEHKA XapaKTepUCTUK
OMyX0/IeBOr0 MpoLecca MOMOMET OTIUYUATL MaLUEHTOB,
NoAXOAALLMX ANA aKTUBHOTO HAbNIOAEHUS, OT TEX, KTO HYH-
[LAeTCA B PaAMKanbHOM JIEYEHUM, U NYULLE OLLEHUTb PUCK
[anbHENMLLEro NporpeccupoBaHmna 3abonesaHus.

HecMoTpA Ha TO YTO COBOKYMHOCTb KAMHUKO-MATO/OM M-
YeCKUX NapaMeTpoB, NMPUMEHSAEMbIX Ha MPaKTUKe, B 60/b-
LUMHCTBE CNy4aeB obecneymBaeT npuemnemylo cTpatuu-
KaLMIO PUCKa, OHA TeM He MeHee [aneKa 0T COBEpLLEHCTBA,
uTo 3aTpyAHAeT BblbOp OMTMManbHOrO MeTofa fieYeHUs
B KaXK0M KOHKpPeTHOM cy4ae [8]. [laHHoe 06CcToATeNbCTBO
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obycnosnvBaeT noTpebHOCTb B ONpesieNeHn HOBbIX Npo-
rHoCTMYecKMx bruoMapkepos PITHK [9].

MnotHocTb MCA (nMCA) onpenensetca Kak OTHOLUEHWE
coiBopoToyHoro MCA K o6bemy K. [aHHbIA nokasatenb
M3HaYanbHO NPUMEHANM ANA OLEHKM pycKa Hanmuma PITHK
Cpefiy MauMeHTOB C UCXOAHOM KOHLEHTpaLMel CbIBOpOTOY-
Horo MCA <10 Hr/mn [10]. Mi3BeCTHO, YTO POCT KOHLIEHTPaLLMK
cbiBopoToyHoro MCA npu fobpokayecTBEHHOM rMnepniasum
npeactatensHon enesbl (OITH) cBA3aH ¢ yBenuyeHveM
obbeMa enesnctoro KoMnoHeHTa MK, To ecTb KOHLEHTpa-
umA coiBopoToyHoro MCA noBbllLaeTcA MPoOnopLUOHaNbHO
yBenvyenuio obbema MHK. Mpu P poct yposHsa MCA o6-
YCNOBNEH UHBA3MBHBIMM CBOWMCTBAMU OMyXO0/IM, pacnpocTpa-
HEHVe KOTOpOW NPUBOAMT K HApYLUEHWIO aLMHapHO-CoCyau-
CTOM apXMTEKTOHMKM opraHa u cexkpeuun [CA Hanpamyio
B CUCTEMHbIN KPOBOTOK. Y 60/1bHbIX PITH 3HaueHme nlCA cea-
3aHO KaK C OMyX0/EBbIM KOMMOHEHTOM, TaK U 06beMoM [THK.
Takum obpasoM, onpepenedne nlCA nossonseT oLEHUTb
BamAHne [T Ha KoHueHTpaumio cbiBopoTouHoro [1CA
y 6onbHbIx P,

Lens uccnedosaHua — onpepeneHvie KAMHUYECKOro
1 mporHocTuyeckoro 3Havenna nMCA y 60nbHbIX noKanu-
30BaHHbIM PITHK, nepeHecLumx KOMBUHMpPOBaHHOE FOPMOHO-
Ny4eBOE NIeYeHME.

MATEPUANBI U METO/ bl

B peTpocnekTvBHOE uccnefoBaHWe ObIU BKIKOYEHDI
272 naumeHTa c nokanu3oBaHHbIM PIH (cT1-T2NOMO),
nosyyaBLWKUX KOMOMHMPOBAHHOE FOPMOHO-NY4YeBOE eve-
Hue B POCCMIACKOM Hay4YHOM LiEHTPEe pagmonorum n xvpyp-
TMYECKMX TEXHOMOrMIA MM. akad. A.M. paHosa (PHLIPXT)
B nepuog, ¢ Axueapa 1996 r. no mionb 2007 r. n HaxoamB-
LUMXCA B JanbHENLLEM NOA AMHAMUYECKUM HabiofeHNEeM.
CpenHui BO3pacT MauMeHTOB B Havyane JieYeHnA CoCTaBun
66,5 + 6,8 roga. B oTHOLWEHUN BKMIOYEHHBIX B UCCNemd0-
BaHWe MaLMEeHTOB MMenacb BcA HeobxoauMaa MHpopMa-
uMA o pesynbTatax obcnefoBaHuA U nevenus. Cpeam atux
naLWeHToB bOblna NpoBeAeHa OLEHKa BAMAHMA MapameTpa
nMCA Ha nokasatenu onyxoNb-CneLupuUYecKon BblKUBa-
eMOCTH, @ TaKMKe KMHUKO-Mopdonornyeckme napameTpbl
OMyX0/1eBOro npoLecca.

Y BCex MmaLMeHTOB paccumTbiBanu nokasatens nfCA
KaK OTHOLLEHME 3HAYEHWA UCXOOHOW KOHLEHTpaLuuW Cbl-
BopoToyHoro MNCA u obbema [MHK. lMocneoHui oueHnBanu
no pesynbTataM YyibTpa3ByKoBOro wuccneposanua (Y3U)
WM MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHon ToMorpadmm K. 3HayeHua
noka3atens nMCA y BKMIOYEHHbIX B MCCEL0BaHNE NaLMeEH-
T0B Bapb1poBanu B ananasoue ot 0,004 o 6,5 Hr/(Mn-cm3),
MeguaHa 3HadeHuit nMCA pasHanack 0,45 Hr/(Mn-cm?)
(95 % M 0,41-0,52). NMatomopdonornyeckas xapaKtepu-
CTMKa OMyxonu no wkane [nucoHa 6bina oueHeHa y 196
(72,1 %) nauwmeHToB. BoicokoguddepeHLMpoBaHHbIE ONYyX0-
nm (cyMMa 6annoB no wkane MMucoHa <6) bbin BbIABNEHDI
y 98 (50,0 %) naumenTos, y 67 (34,1 %) nauueHToB cymMa
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6annos no wwKane n1coHa pasHanack 7, ny 31 (15,8 %) —
Haxogunack B guana3soHe ot 8-10. 3HayeHWA napameTpa
BpeMeHun yaBoeHuA MCA B uccnepyemont rpynne 60MbHbIX
coctasnanum ot 0,7 oo 833,33 Mec., c MegMaHHbIM 3HaYeHUN-
eM B 36,66 mec. (95 % [ 26,84-40,00).

Bce maumentbl ¢ P nonyyanu KoMO6UHMpPOBaHHYI0
rOpMOHO-NyyeBylo Tepanwuio. CpefiHAA CyMMapHas ouvaro-
Bas [,03a Ha 0bnacTb opraHa-muwenm (MK 1 ceMeHHble ny-
3blpbKK) cocTaBmna 67,01 + 5,6 I'p. FopMoHanbHylo Tepanuio
MPOBOAMIN arOHUCTaMM FOHALOTPONMH-PUNM3UHI FOPMOHA
W/MNU aHTMaHApPOreHHbIMM NpenapatamMu. YacTu naumeH-
TOB, B LeNIAX AOCTUMKEHUA KaCTPaLMOHHOTO YPOBHA TECTO-
CTepOHa, 6blna BbINOMHEHA [BYXCTOPOHHAA OPXIKTOMMUA.

CTaTMCTUYECKWI aHanW3 NoMyYeHHbIX Pe3y/bTaToB Npo-
BOM/IN C MOMOLLIbIO KOMMbIOTEPHOM NporpaMMbl Statistica 10
En (StatSoft, Inc.) ¢ wucnonb3oBaHMeM t-Kputepus,
¥2-kputepua MupcoHa, TouHoro Metoaa ®uwepa (F-Tect),
U-kputepua MaHHa-YutHu, Metopa ROC-aHanu3a c mo-
ctpoeHnem ROC-KpumBoit (Receiver operating characteristic).
Pasnnuma cumtany [ocToBEPHBIMU NPU YPOBHE 3HAYUMOCTU
p < 0,05. CpegHue 3HaueHWA NoKasaTesein B TEKCTE YKasbl-
Ba/IM CO CPEAHMM KBaJPaTUYECKUM OTKIOHEHUEM (M + G).

PE3Y/IbTATHI

Ha nepBoM 3tane vccneoBaHuA bbina npoBeeHa oLeH-
Ka OMyXo/b-CMeLMPUYECKO BbIFKMBAEMOCTU BHIIOYEHHBIX
B UCCief0BaHMe naumeHToB. Beero 3a BpemA HabnogeHua
yMepAnu BCeACTBME NPOrpeccMpoBaHnA 0CHOBHOIO 3abone-
BaHWA 48 yenosek (tabn. 1).

Kak BMAHO M3 mpepacTaBneHHbix B Tabn. 1 pesynbra-
TOB OAHOQAKTOPHOrO aHanu3a, BbIKMBLUME W yMepLuue
NaLMeHTbl [LOCTOBEPHO pasnnyanncb Mexay cobo no ru-
cTonormyeckon auddepeHUMpOBKe OMYX0NEBON TKaHM
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npeLcTaTelbHOM ene3bl. TaK, cpeay BbIFKUBLUMX NaLMEH-
TOB [J,OCTOBEPHO YalLle BbIABNANMCH BbICOKOAUPdEpeHLMpo-
BaHHble onyxonu (p < 0,0001), a cpeay ymMepLUMX — HU3KO-
anddepeHumposatHble dopMbl PITHK (p < 0,05). UcxoaHbin
ypoBeHb cbiBopoTo4HOro MCA 6bin LOCTOBEPHO HUHKE B rpyn-
ne BbIKMBLUMX MALMEHTOB NO CPABHEHWIO C YMEPLUMMU —
cootBeTcTBEHHO 15,06 1 22,45 Hr/mn (p = 0,0001). OTMeueHo
TaKe [OCTOBEpHOE pasnuume no BpeMeHu yaBoeHus MCA.
[laHHbIN noKasatesb 6blN 3HAUMTENBHO BbILLE B Fpynne Bbi-
¥MBLLMX NaLMEHTOB — 36,66 MeC. N0 cpaBHeHWIo C 7,56 Mec.
y yMepwmx 60nbHbIX (p < 0,01). MaumeHTbl gaHHbIX rpynn
CTaTUCTMYECKU AO0CTOBEPHO OT/MYANUCh MO 3HAYEHWAM
nlCA. MegwnaHa 3HaveHnun nlCA B rpynne BbIKMBLUMX
6onbHbIX cocTaBuna 0,42 Hr/(Mn-cM?), a B rpynme yMepLunx
BCNeACTBME NPOrPECCUPOBaHMA OCHOBHOMO 3aboneBaHnsa —
0,66 Hr/(mn-cM?) (p < 0,0001).

lpoBegeH aHanu3 3HayeHwmit NMCA y nauueHToB B 3aBU-
CMMOCTY OT BbiABNEeHMA peunamsa Pl nocne nepeHeceH-
HOro neyeHusa. PeLnamB onyxonm oTMeYeH y 52 NaLMeHToB.
MegnwaHa nlCA y 60/1bHbIX C NOATBEPHKAEHHBIM PELUANBOM
coctasmna 0,74 wr/(mn-cm3) (95 % 111 0,63-0,93), 6e3 peuu-
amea — 0,41 ur/(mn-cm3) (95 % 1M 0,35-0,46) (p < 0,001).

Ha BTopoM 3Tame onpegeneHo MoOporoBoe 3HaueHWe
napaMeTpa, NpeBbILLEHNE KOTOPOro HbIN0 CBA3AHHO CO CTa-
TUCTUYECKM 3HAUMMbIM CHUMKEHMEM ToKasaTefied ony-
X0nb-Creumdryeckon BblkMBaeMocTW. [inA onpegenexva
MoporoBoro 3Ha4eHuA napameTpa ucnonb3osa Metog, ROC-
aHanusa (puc. 1, Tabn. 2).

CornacHo nony4YeHHbIM [aHHbIM, MOPOroBOe 3HaYeHUe
nMCA coctasuno 0,36 Hr/(Mn-cM®) Npu ypoBHAX YyBCTBM-
TeNbHOCTU M cneunduyHocTn 89,58 n 46,43 % cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO.

Ha cnepnyoLiem stane uccneoBaHMA Mbl MCMONb30BaM
nonydyeHHoe MetogoM ROC-aHanv3a moporoBoe 3HayeHue

Ta6nuu,a 1. OcHoBHbIE KNMHUYECKME U Mopd)onormqecr(me NnoKasaTtesin y BbIXKUBLUNX WU YMepLLUUX NaLMeHToB C pakoM ﬂpe,ﬂ,CTaTeﬂbHOVl

wenesbl (n = 272)

Table 1. Main clinical and morphological parameters in surviving and deceased patients with prostate cancer (n = 272)

Moka3aTenb BbirkuBLIMeE naumenTsl (n = 224) YMepLune naumenTsl (n = 48) p
Bospacr, net (Me, 95 % OW) 67,75, 67,14-68,67 66,87, 65,61-67,85 >0,05*
Bpems Habnogenus, mec. (Me, 95 % W) 147,0, 139,0-156,2 75,5, 63,7-100,0 <0,0001*
WcxopaHbin yposeHb MCA, Hr/Mn (Me, 95 % W) 15,06, 13,08-17,57 22,45, 18,81-28,21 0,0001*
nMCA, ur/(Mn-cm3) (Me, 95 % QW) 0,42, 0,36-0,46 0,66, 0,57-0,90 <0,0001*
BpeMs yaBoeHus MCA, mec. (Me, 95 % [W) 36,66, 30,46-40,00 7,56, 1,21-36,66 <0,01*
CymMa 6annoB no LuKkane nucoHa:
o <7 93 (41,5 %) 5 (10,4 %) <0,0001**
o7 54 (24,1 %) 13 (27,0 %) >0,05**
o>7 20 (8,9 %) 11 (22,9 %) <0,05***
 HEU3BECTHO 57 (25,4 %) 19 (39,5 %) <0,05**
CyMMapHas o4aroBas [03a /I0Ka/lbHoro
obnyyenus, I'p (Me, 95 % OW) 68,0, 66,00-68,00 66,0, 66,00-68,00 >0,05*

[lpumeyanue. NCA — npoctatcneumuyecknin aHtured, Me — meamana, 95 % N — 95 % poseputensHbii MHTepBan. * U-kputepui
MaHHa-YuTHu. ** y2-Kkputepui MupcoHa. *** F-TecT (TouHbIN KpuTepuii Ouwepa).
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Tabnuua 2. Xapaktepuctvika ROC-KpuBO# 3Ha4YeHMIA NJIOTHOCTU MpocTaTCneLUdUYECKOro aHTUIreHa Y NaLUEHTOB C IOKAZIM30BaHHbIM
paKoM NpecTaTe/bHON Hene3bl

Table 2. Characteristic of ROC-curve of values of the density of prostate-specific antigen in patients with localized prostate cancer

y ) 95 % N
I'Inou.La,u,bRno,u, Kpuneomn Cpep,HeKBa,u,pﬁaque p ONTUManbHBIf KpUTEpHI
oC CKaA owwmbKa HWKHAA rpaHuLa | BEPXHAA rpaHuLa

0,703 0,0363 <0,0001 0,3601 0,2360 0,4345

Tabnuua 3. KnuHuueckue 1 Mophonormyeckie NoKasaTenm y NaumMeHToB C PaKoM NPeSCTaTesbHON HKeesbl B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT 3Haue-
HWUIM NNOTHOCTM NpocTaTCreLMdUIecKoro aHTureHa (n = 272)

Table 3. Clinical and morphological parameters in patients with prostate cancer depending on values of the density of prostate-specific
antigen (n = 272)

AHanusupyeMmbIn NpusHaK «Hwu3kas» nMCA (n=101) «Bbicokas» nlCA (n=171) p

Bospacrt, net (Me, 95 % W) 68,33, 67,21-69,56 66,92, 64,92-67,65 >0,05*
WcxopHbin yposeHb MCA, Hr/Mn (Me, 95 % W) 9,8,8,00-11,30 23,00, 20,35-26,07 <0,0001*
Bpems yasoenus MCA, mec. (Me, 95 % W) 40,00, 36,66-47,73 24,60, 13,97-36,66 <0,001*
Cymma 6annoB no Lwkane nMucoHa:

o <7 63 (62,3 %) 35 (20,4 %) <0,0001**
o7 14 (13,8 %) 53 (30,9 %) <0,01**
o>7 9 (8,3 %) 22 (12,8 %) >0,05%**
* HEU3BECTHO 15 (14,8 %) 61 (35,6 %) <0,001**

lpumeyarue. NCA — npocTatcneumuyecknin aHtureH, Me — Megumana, 95 % AN — 95 % posepuTenbHbIn UHTEpBan. * U-Kkputepuii
MaHHa-YuTHW. ** x*-kputepuit MNupcoHa. *** F-TecT (TouHbIN KpuTepuin Ouiepa).
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: 95—
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o - © *
5 60 - 2 g5 -
5 n E ......
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Puc. 1. Pesynbtatbl ROC-aHanu3a 3HaueHuin nnotHocTM  Puc. 2. Onyxonb-cneuyuyeckan Bbl*KMBAEMOCTb MALMEHTOB C TOKaNU-
npocTaTcneunPuyeckoro aHTUreHa y MaLMeHToB C IoKa-  30BaHHbIM PITH ¢ «BbICOKOM» U «HWU3KOWM» MAOTHOCTBIO MpoCTaTcreLy-
JIM30BaHHbIM PaKoOM MpecTaTe/bHoOMN Hene3bl dryeckoro aHTMreHa

Fig. 1. Results of ROC-analysis of values of the density of pros-  Fig. 2. Cancer-specific survival prostate cancer patients with “high” and
tate-specific antigen in patients with localized prostate cancer ~ “low” density of prostate-specific antigen

nlCA onAa pasgeneHna NauMeHTOB Ha rpynnbl «HU3KoM»  BpeMA yaBoeHud [CA. Ha puc. 2 npefcrtaBneHbl pe3ynbTarhl

n «BbIcoKoW» nMNCA (tabn. 3). OLLEHKM OMyX0/lb-CNeLUdUYECKON BbIMKMBAEMOCTH HOMBHBIX
Y naumeHToB m3 rpynnbl «Hu3kov» NMCA poctoBep-  PIMMK B 3aBMcuMocTyM oT 3HaueHuid nllCA.
HO YalLe BbIABNANM BbiCOKoAM(depeHLMpoBaHHbIN PITHK, B cBA3M c TeM, 4To 3a nepuog HabnwaeHUs Kymyns-

a «cpepHeamddepeHLMpoBaHHbIE» OMyX0/M LOCTOBEPHO  TWMBHAA LONA BbIKMUBLIMX He omycTunack Huke 50 %, Me-
yawe obHapyuBanu B rpynne c «Bbicokon» NMCA. Uc-  gmaHa onyxonb-cneLmpuuecKom BbIFKMBAEMOCTM OKa3anach
X0[HaA KoHUeHTpauma coiBopotoyHoro MCA 6bina gocto-  He gocturHyTta. CpefHAs onyxonb-cneumduyecKkas Bbiu-
BEPHO HMKe B rpynne «Hu3Kkom» NMCA. Mbl TakiKe BbiIfBU-  BaeMoCTb B rpynne «Hu3Kow» nl1CA coctaBuna 247,21 mec.
M, YTO C yMeHblUeHWeM nokasatena nMCA ysennumsanocs (95 % [WN 236,27-258,15 Mec.), a B rpynmne «BblCOKOM»
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nMCA — 222,64 mec. (95 % [OM 206,29-238,98 mec.).
OnoHoMeTHAA onyxonb-cneunduyeckan BbIXKUBAEMOCTb
MauMeHToB C NI0Kann3oBaHHbIM Pl B rpynne «HWM3KoW»
n «Bblcoko» nllCA pocturana 100 %, nATuneTHAs —
98,9 +1,0 nu 91,5+2,1 %, necatunetiaa — 96,6 + 1,9
n 79,6 +3,2% cootBetcTBeHHO. OTHOCMTENBHBIA pPUCK
CMEpTM Y MaLMEHTOB M3 rpynnbl ¢ «BbicoKkon» NINCA yBe-
nnumBancA B 3,6 pasa no CPaBHEHMIO C FPYMMONA «HU3KOW»
nMCA (95 % [N 2,0139-6,4446). Takum 06pasoM, y 60MbHbIX
nokanu3osaHHbIM PITHK MeHblume 3HaueHmna nl1CA conpoBo-
¥WOANNCb NTyYLIMMM NOKa3aTenn onyxosb-CrneumduyecKomn
BbIKVBAEMOCTM.

OBCYOEHUE

N3BecTHo, YTO TKaHb 3710Ka4ecTBeHHOM onyxom MK Bbi-
LENSeT B CUCTEMHBIA KPOBOTOK Ha efMHULY 06beMa npu-
mepHo B 10 pa3 bonbluee Konmyectso MCA no cpaBHeHUIo
¢ pobpokavectBeHHoM TKaHbio T [11]. B oTamume ot 6onb-
LUMHCTBA Pas3BMTbIX CTPaH, rae C BHeOPEHUEM CKPUHMHIa
Ha ocHoBe cbiBopoTouHoro MCA KonmuecTBo criyyaeB Briep-
Bble BblABNeHHoro Pl Bo3pocno, a KonmM4yecTBo cMepTen
yMeHbLlumnoch [12], B Poccum Mbl HabniofaeM HeyKNoHHoe
YBE/IMYEHUE NOKa3aTesie CMepTHOCTM OT AaHHOro 3abone-
BaHuA [10]. B 1992 r. M.C. Benson v coasr. [13] npegnoxumnu
KoHuenuuio NMCA ¢ Lenbio HUBENMpOBaTL BAUSAHWE 06bEMA
MK Ha yposeHb cbiBopoTouHoro MCA. B nocnepytowem pe-
3yNbTaTbl HECKOMbKUX WCCNeA0BaHWIA MPOLEMOHCTpUpO-
Ba/y, uto 3Hauenma nMCA sbiwe 0,15 Hr/(Mn-cM®) cBA3aHbI
C [0CTOBEPHO 60/blUEN BEPOATHOCTbIO BbiABNEHMA PITHK
[14-16].
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HacroAwlee nccnenoBaHe — 0AHO U3 HEMHOMMX, NOCBA-
LLIEHHbIX M3Y4eHWI0 CBA3W Mexay 3HayeHnamn nlCa n ucxo-
[,aMV FOPMOHO-/Ty4eBOr0 Jle4eHNA 60/bHbIX IOKM30BaHHbBIM
PMX [17-19]. Mbl NpoieMOHCTPUPOBANM BLICOKYID KAMHMU-
YeCKYI0 M MPOrHOCTUYECKYID 3HAYMMOCTb 3TOr0 MapaMetpa
Yy [aHHOW rpynnbl 60/bHBIX. TaKk, Mbl YCTaHOBWAM, YTO Y Na-
LiMeHTOB ¢ bonee BbICOKMMM 3HaueHUAMM NMCA MeHbLLe cTe-
MeHb FCTONOMMYECKON AndGepeHLMPOBKY OMyXonK, bonbLue
MCXOAHbIN ypoBeHb CbiBopaToyHOro MCA, a Takke MeHblue
BpeMA yaBoeHua MNCA, 4To cBMAETENbCTBYET 0 HOMbLLEN CKO-
pocTn pocTa onyxonu. Hamu Take 6b1n10 NPOAEMOHCTPUPO-
BaHO, YTO Y NaLMEHTOB C JIoKkann3oBaHHbIM PITHK ¢ BbicoKoi
nfCA 6onblue pUCK ONyXonb-Creuuguyeckon cMepTHOCTH
1 BO3HWUKHOBEHWA peLyyavBa nocse NpoBeAEHHOr0 IEYEHUA.

3AKNTIOYEHUE

lMonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaThl JaloT OCHOBaHWe npeanona-
ratb, yto NMCA fABnAeTcA HageHbIM 6uoMapkepoM P
C BbICOKMMM MOKa3aTenAMM KIMHUYECKOM U NPOrHOCTMYe-
CKOW 3HauMMOCTW, UCMO/b30BaHME KOTOPOr0 He CBA3aHO
C BHEAPEHWEM 3aTpaTHbIX U 06pPEMEHUTENbHBIX METO0B
NabopaToOpHOM M MHCTPYMEHTANbHOM AMarHOCTUKM.

AOMNOJHUTE/IbHAA NHOOPMALUA

UcTounuk ¢uHaHcupoBaHua. /ccnesoBaHne npose-
[EHo 6e3 CMOHCOPCKOM MOAAEPHKM.
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