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AHHOTaumA

BeepeHue. B cratbe npencrasied onbiT MHVOW um. I1. A. Tepuiena, mpoananmusupoBanbl 110 malyeHToK ¢ AMarHo-
3oM PMIK 0 crapgum 3a nepuop ¢ 2023 no 2024 r. Matepuanbi u metogbl. ITo riuctonornyeckoit CTpykrype npeobmagan
BHYTpunpoTokoBslit pak — Tis (DCIS) 100/110 (90,9 %), na Bropom Mecte pak Ilemxera — Tis (Paget) 7/110 (6,4 %),
Ha TpeTbeM MecTe BHYTpuponbkosblit pak — Tis (LCIS) 3/110 (2,7 %). MacTakromus Bbimonsesa y 17 (15,5%) 6omnb-
HBIX, TOAKOXKHAs/KOXKeCOXpaHHAs MaCTIKTOMIS C PEKOHCTPyKumeit — y 44 (40 %) mauMeHTOK U pe3eKIysa MOTOYHOI
>Kkermespl — B 49 (44,5%) cny4asx. Pesynbratbl. ITo faHHBIM ITAaHOBOTO IMCTOTOTMYECKOTO JICCTIEROBAHUS KOHBeEp-
cus 0 craguu BoiABeHa B 42/110 (38,2 %) cny4asx. IIpu atom I cragun PMIK guarnoctupoBana B 33,6 %, II crapgus
PMIK — B 4,5 %. Ilono>xurenbhbie kpas pesexuym (R1) npyu niaHoBoM MOp(OI0rnyeckoM MCCIefoBaHNN JUarHOCTHU-
posaubl y 15 (13,6 %) manuentok. O6cyxxaeHne. MPT Mono4dHbIX xee3 mpu HenmHBasuBHOM PMOK — Heo6xoaumblit
KOMITOHEHT [UIS OIpefielieHN PacIpOCTPAHEHHOCTH IPOLiecca, OnpeieNieHN:A MyIbTU(OKaTbHOCTU WIN MYIbTUIEH-
TPUYHOCTHU MOPAKEHU, I, KaK CTIefICTBIE, pelIeHs O BO3MOXHOCTY COXpaHEeHM: MOTOYHOI JKele3bl UK ee yaneHus.
Ba)kHBIM TaKoKe ABIAETCA BOIPOC 0 HEOOXOAMMOCTH MCCIEJOBAHNA CTOPOXKEBOTO TMM(ATUYECKOTO Y3/I1a IPU HENHBA-
3MIBHOM paKe MOJIOYHOI1 Kefe3bl. 3aK/toueHue. Jlokanbuble penuansbl PMIK cpeny ananusupyemoii rpynsl uaruo-
ctupoBansl y 2 (1,8 + 1,6 %) manuentox. Kousepcus 0 craguu PMIK B apyrue cragumu, T.e. cTis>pT+, guarnocrupona-
Ha'y 42/110 (38,2 %) nmanyentok. HecMoTps Ha paciipocTpaHeHHOCTH mpouecca (cpegHuii pasmep cancer in situ 42 Mm),
B 93 % BBINO/THEHBI OPTAHOCOXPAHHbIE OIlEPALMY VIV TOFKOXKHbIE MACTIKTOMMM C peKOHCTpyKIfueit. Takum o6pasom,
cancer in situ Mo>xeT B 40 % TpaHCPOpPMMPOBATHCA B APyIMe CTafuu. Be3ycIOBHO, pOb AMATHOCTIYECKUX METOOB
ILA OL[eHKM pacrpocTpaHeHHOCTH ctaguu PMIK kpaiiHe BakHa A/ BbI60pa ONTHMAIbHOTO 06'beMa XMPYPrudeckoro
NedeHus.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak MOTOYHOI! JKe/le3bl, KapIMHOMa MOIOYHOI >Ke/le3bl in situ, KOHBepCuA CTafuu, MaMMOTrpa-
(1)1/1;1, TOMOCHHTE3, MArHUTHO-PE30HAHCHAA TOMorpa(l)ml, 6Moncus, MaCT3KTOMMA, peuuguB, OpraHOCOXpaHArIIass
XUPYprusa
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Abstract

Introduction. This article presents the study of 110 female patients diagnosed with stage 0 breast cancer conducted at
the P. Hertsen Moscow Oncology Research Institute between 2023 and 2024. Materials and methods. By histological
type, ductal carcinoma in situ (Tis, DCIS) predominated in 100/110 cases (90.9%), followed by Paget’s disease (Tis,
Paget) in 7/110 (6.4%), and lobular carcinoma in situ (Tis, LCIS) in 3/110 (2.7%). Mastectomy was performed in 17 pa-
tients (15.5%), skin-sparing mastectomy with reconstruction in 44 (40%), and breast-conserving surgery in 49 (44.5%).
Results. According to routine histological examination, progression of DCIS was identified in 42/110 patients (38.2%).
Among them, stage I breast cancer was diagnosed in 33.6% and stage II in 4.5%. In routine morphological examination,
positive resection margins (R1) were detected in 15 patients (13.6%). Discussion. Breast MRI in non-invasive breast can-
cer is an essential procedure for determining disease extent, assessing multifocality or multicentricity, and thus guiding
the decision on breast-conserving surgery versus mastectomy. Another important issue is the need to evaluate sentinel
lymph nodes in cases of non-invasive breast cancer. Conclusion. Local recurrences of breast cancer in the analyzed group
were diagnosed in 2 patients (1.8 + 1.6%). Progression of stage 0 breast cancer to higher stages, i.e., cTis > pT+, was
observed in 42/110 patients (38.2%). Despite the extent of disease (mean size of carcinoma in situ was 42 mm), breast-
conserving surgery or nipple-/skin-sparing mastectomy with reconstruction were performed in 93% of cases. Thus, car-
cinoma in situ may progress to higher stages in about 40% of patients. The role of diagnostic methods in assessing breast
cancer stage is therefore crucial for selecting an optimal surgical management.

Keywords: breast cancer, carcinoma in situ, stage progression, mammography, tomosynthesis, magnetic resonance im-
aging, biopsy, mastectomy, recurrence, breast-conserving surgery
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BBEAEHUE

ITpoTokoBast kapumuoma in situ (DCIS) — sto HemHBa-
3MBHAs KapIIHOMA, OIpefernsieMas KaK 37I0KadeCTBEeHHas
nponudepanuys KIeTOK IPOTOKOBOTO SIMTENNS MOIOY-
HOIt ermesbl [1]. 3abomeBaHue OrpaHMYMBAETCS IPOTO-
KOBO-JI0/IbKOBOJI CUCTEMOJ C COXpaHEeHMEM LIeTOCTHOCTI
6a3anpHOT MeMOpPaHbl U C/IOSI MMOSIMTENNATbHBIX KIIe-
TOK, 4TO HpeﬂOTBpaH_[aeT MeTaCTa3]/IpOBaHI/Ie OHyXOHeBI)IX
KIeTOK. Pa3Mepbl MPOTOKOBOI KapLMHOMBI MOTYT OBITH
OT MUHMMA/IbHBIX [JO 3aHUMAKIINX BECh 06'bEM MOIOYHOI
>Kenessl [2].

B nocnenHue AecATUNIETHS, B pe3y/IbTaTe IIMPOKOTO BHe-
OpeHusi IMporpaMM CKPMHUHIA paKa MOJIOYHON >KeTe3bl
(PMX) 1 undpoBoit BU3yanusanuy, 4aCTOTa BbIABIECHNA
DCIS ysemnuniach [3]. B Hacrosmee Bpemsa DCIS npep-
cTaBisAeT coboit 1o 20-25 % BIiepBble AMATHOCTYPOBAHHO-
ro PMX [4].

DCIS sBrsierca reTeporeHHbIM 3abojeBanueM. VI, HecMo-
TP HAa OTPAHMYEHHBII METACTATUYECKMil IOTeHIMAT,
Hexotopele DCIS mporpeccupyioT [0 MHBa3MBHON Kap-
LMHOMBI MOJIOYHOJ JXesne3bl [5, 6]. DTo MOATBep)KaaeTcs
peByHI)TaTaMI/I HpOCHeKTI/IBHI)IX MCCHCHOBaHMﬁ, OLIEHM-
BaromMx Jactory peruausos DCIS mocme KOMIIEKCHOTO
JIeYeHNs, B KOTOPBIX NpuOmmsurenbHo 50% wumncuare-
PaIbHBIX pelyuauBOB ObUM MHBa3uBHbIMU [7, 8]. Mexa-
HU3M IIPEAIIONATAET, YTO 3/I0KaUeCTBEHHbIE K/IIeTKI Pa3BU-
BalOTCA BHyTp]/[ HpOTOKOB o TexX HOP, IIOKa MyTaIU/IH nmm
prFOe SIINUT€HOMHOE CO6I)ITI/I€ HE HpI/IBeI[eT K IIOABJICHNIO
HOBOJ1 CyOIONy/ISALMY KIeTOK, CIIOCOOHBIX paspyarh Oa-
3a/pHyI0 MeMbpaHy [9, 10].

Y 6ompabix PMJK cocTossHME NOAMBIIIEYHBIX MMdpa-
TUYECKUX Y3IIOB CUNTAETCA BAXXHBIM HpOI‘HOCTI/I‘-IeCKI/IM
dakropom [11]. IIpu aTOM 6MOICHS «CTOPOXKEBOTO» JIMM-
¢aruueckoro ysna (BCJIY) ABnAeTCSA OCHOBHBIM METOLIOM
OLICHKM COCTOAHUA peI‘I/IOHapHI)IX ]I]/IMq)aTI/I‘{eCKI/IX y3HOB,
MCCTIeoBaHye KOTOPOro IIOMOraeT PeIlnTb BONIPOC O Iie-
71eCOOOPa3HOCTM BBIIOTHEHUA NUM(DAJIEHSKTOMUM TP
nHBasuBHOM PMJK B ciyyae OTCyTCTBUA JaHHBIX 06 MX
HOpa)KeHI/H/I II0 JAHHBIM OMATHOCTUMYECKUX METOJ0B (yJII)-
TPa3BYKOBOE MCCIIElOBaHMe, KOMIIbIOTepHasA ToMOrpadus)

PucyHok 1. Mammorpadus (cnpaBa — 30Ha KanbLMHaTOB)
Figure 1. Mammography (on the right — area of calcifications)

[12-16]. Tem He MeHee OTCYTCTBYeT JOCTATOYHOE KOMIYe-
CTBO PaH[OMM3UPOBAHHBIX IIPOCIIEKTUBHBIX MCC/IENOBA-
HUIA, U3Y4aIOWMX IpeumyliecTsa nposefenus bCIIY y ma-
uuentok ¢ DCIS [1].

ITo gaHHBIM AMEPUKAHCKOro o61ecTBa onkonoruu u Mra-
TbSHCKOM accolyanuy oHkonoruu, B caydae DCIS BCITY
CIefyeT BBIIOIHATD B CUTYALVIAX, TPEOYIOLIMX MacTIKTO-
muu (M3), npu 06IIMPHOI 30HE IOPAXKEHNUSI TTAPEHXVIMBbI
MOJIOYHOII kerne3bl (6omee 20-50 MM), IIpM IOZO3peHUN
Ha IOopakeHNe MMM(ATNYeCKNX Y3/I0B IO JAHHBIM (QU3N-
KaJIbHOTO OCMOTpA I peHTreHosorndeckn [17-20].
IMoTeHIManbHbBle HPOTHOCTMYECKUE (GaKTOpbl Iporpec-
cuposanusa DCIS MoryT moModb NMpakTUKYOIUM Bpadyam
ompenemnTsb nokasanua k bCJIY u takuM o6pasom nsbe-
XaTb IOBTOPHOIO XMPYPrMYECKOTO BMeELIATeIbCTBA WU
HEHY>KHOJI onepanym Ha muMarnyecKknx ysmax [1].

Llenp paboTBl — IPOAHAIM3UPOBATH GOMBHBIX C IIPETO-
nepayoHHbIM yarHo3oM DCIS, 4acToTy BBLABIEHMA
xoHBepcuy DCIS no MHBasMBHOI KapUMHOMBI, IOTEHIIN-
a/IbHbIe TPOrHOCTNYecKue pakropsl nepexona DCIS B nH-
Ba3UBHBIII PaK C IIe/IbI0 MAKCUMAIbHOTO COKpAILleHNs KO-
nudecTBa HeHYXHbIX 6uorncuit CJIY.

MATEPWAJIbl U METO/bI

B MHMOMWM wum. II. A.TeprieHa mpoaHaau3MpOBaHbBI pe-
3Y/IbTAThI o6cmegoBanus u medenns 110 manueHToK ¢ qua-
raozoM PMJK 0 cragum 3a mepuop ¢ 2023 o 2024 1.
Huarnoctnka PMJK 0 cragum Bx/IOYana KIMHUYECKOe
obciefoBaHme, YIbTPa3ByKOBOE MCCIEIOBAHIE MOTOYHBIX
JKere3 1 PerMOHapHbIX 30H, MamMMorpaduio (puc. 1), Tomo-
cuHTe3. [I/14 MCK/TIoYeHnsA MYIbTUIIEHTPUIHOCTY TIpolecca
MPT (MarHUTHO-pe30HAHCHAasI TOMOTpadusi) MOIOYHBIX
XeJle3 C KOHTPAcTOM, /A BepupUKalyM IIpoliecca Ipume-
HAIOT TPENaHOOMOIICUIO /I TMCTONIOTMYECKOTO MCCIEHO0-
BaHUA U OIpefiefieHNie YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTU K pellenTopaM
3CTpOreHa 1 IIPOrecTepoHa.

Tax xak 0 cragma PMJK He MeracTasmpyeT, IOKasaHMit
K Ha3HAYeHUIO CIMHTUTPaduM KOCTel! CKeleTa HeT.
Cpenmunii BO3PAcT MAIMeHTOK B MCCNIENOBAHUY OT 22 10 79
(55,0 + 2,1) ner.

IManmeHTKN ¢ COXpaHEeHHOI MeHCTPyanbHOl GyHKIMerr —
48 (43,7 %), B MeHOMay3e — 62 (56,3 %).

ITo TMCTONMOINYECKON CTPYKType OMOICHUITHOTO MaTepu-
aja npeo6nagaer BHyTpunpoTokosslit pak — Tis (DCIS)
100/110 (90,9 %), Ha BTOpoM Mecte pak Ilemxera — Tis
(Paget) 7/110 (6,4 %), Ha TpeTbeM MeCTe BHY TP/ 0/IbKOBbII
pax — Tis (LCIS) 3/110 (2,7 %).

Pasmep nopakenns B monounoit xenese DCIS u LCIS co-
cTaBUI OT 2 10 60 MM 110 gaHHBIM Mammorpadum u MPT
MOJIOYHBIX >Kelle3. JJaHHbIe pasMepsl 0OYC/IOBIEHBI B OC-
HOBHOM 30HOJ MUKDPOKAa/IbIIHATOB B MOJIOYHOJ JKerle3e.
Hanmmune myraunit BRCA1,2 guarsoctuposano y 11 (10 %)
MAIIMEHTOK, BO BCeX CAyYasaX B JAHHOI IPYIIIe BBIIIOTHEHA
TTOIKOXKHAsI MACTIKTOMUSA C OFHOMOMEHTHOM PeKOHCTPYK-
1yelt IMIUIAHTAaTOM M TPOGMIaKTIYeCcKas MOJKOXKHAsA Ma-
craxroMus (IIM3) KoHTpanaTepanbHOI MOTOYHON Xerte-
3Bl JI7I1 CHIDKEHMA PUCKa BOSHMKHOBEHNA paKa.

O6beM XMpyprudeckoro BMeILIaTe/IbCTBA OBUT PasINIHbIM
KaK Ha MOJIOYHOIT )Kejle3e, TaK U B IIOAMBIIIEIHON 0671a-
ctu. O6beM omepalyy Ha MOJIOYHOI Xejle3e ONpele/IIT
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JIOKa/mM3aIelt M3sMeHeHNiI 110 KBaf[paHTaM, COOTHOLIEHN-
eM M3MeHEHMI ¥ 06'beMOM MOJIOYHOI! JKeJIe3bl, Ha/MuneM
MYIBTUIIEHTPUYHOCTY, JKe/TaHMeM MallMeHTKN, HamudueM
MyTalluM B TeHaX.

MacTokTomus BbimonHeHa y 17 (15,5%) 60mbHBIX, MOf-
KOXKHast/KoxxecoxpaHHast MacTakromust (KM3) ¢ ogroMmo-
MEHTHOJ PEeKOHCTPYKIMell uMIytaHTaTaMu — y 44 (40 %)
MALMIEHTOK 1 Pe3eKIVisi MOIOYHOI >Kere3bl — B 49 (44,5 %)
cmy4asx (puc. 2).

IMopapnsromeMy 4yMCITy MAlMeHTOK BBHIIIOTHEHBI OpPTaHoO-
COXpaHSIIOIMe ONepaluy MM TIOFKOKHBIE/KOXKEeCOXpaH-
Hble MAaCT3KTOMUM C OJHOMOMEHTHOM DPEKOHCTPYKIMeN
MMIITAHTATOM, YTO Y/Iy4IlaeT KayecTBO XM3HM MallMieHTOK
¥ IIO3BOJISET PeabMINTHPOBATD OHKOTIOTMYECKIX OONBHBIX.
[Ipu BBINIO/THEHMM OPraHOCOXPAHAOIIMX OIl€PALIMIl MHTPA-
OTIepallIOHHO MapKUPOBA/N Kpass Pa3HBIMU KPACUTENAMMU
VIM TUTATypaMy PA3HO IIVHBI U 1[BeTa Y/IalleHHOTO CeK-
TOpa MOJIOYHOI! >Kefle3bl [IA aHa/lIN3a YMCTOTHI KpaeB pe-
3€KI[UV TPV ITTAHOBOM TMCTOJIOTMYECKOM MCCIIeIOBAHN,
a TakXe JyIA TOIMYECKOTO ONMMCAHNA OIyXO/lIeBOTO y37Ia
10 OTHOLIEHMIO K 6 KpasM pPe3eKI[MI MOTOYHO JKeTe3bl.
buorncus cTopoxeBoro mMpaTnyeckoro ysjia BbIIOTHEHa
y 103 manmeHTOK, IOAMBbILIeYHaA TMMbageHIKTOMUA y 5,
B 2 CIy4aAx Ha MMMQATUYeCKUX My TAX Olepayu He ObIIo
B paMKax K/IMHMYECKOTO IPOTOKOIA.

KimHydecknit IpOTOKOI IOfipa3yMeBaeT 005A3aTe/IbHOE YIb-
TPa3BYKOBOE MCC/IeOBaHMe IPYIIIbI IMM(ATHUeCKNX Y3/I0B
¢ 00s3aTeNbHOJ IYHKIMeEil ¥ HOC/IeNYIOUIM IIUTONIOTIYe-
CKIMM HCCTIe0BaHMeM MMMGaTIYecKOro y3/a B HOAMBIIIeY-
HOIT 0671aCTH, KOTOPBIII SIB/ISETCS GMIDKANIINM K HCCIeye-
MOJ1 30He TTIOPaKEeHNA WY OTIMYAETCS TI0 YIbTPa3ByKOBBIM
KPUTEPUAM OT PYTUX MMMQATUYECKUX Y37IOB.

CpenHee 4MCIO yHaleHHBIX MMMQATUYECKUX Y3/I0B IPU
6uoIICHY CTOPOXKEBOTO MUMpATHIecKoro yama — 2,1. Me-
toguky BCJIY cTaHAapTHBL U BK/IOYAIOT PaflOaKTUBHOE
MM KOHTPACTHOE MCCefOBaHMe C IpPUMMEHEeHNeM MHJIO-
LMaHVMHA 3€/IEHOTO CTOPOXKEBOrO NMM(ATUYECKOro y3ia.
CpouHas MHTpaolepalIOHHasA BepuMKalMs BBIIOTHEHA
C TIOMOIIBIO IIMTOTOTMIECKOTO MCCIefOBaHM .

JIyueBas Tepamvs Ha 2 9Tale BbIIOJIHeHa y 74 (67,3 %) ma-
IMeHTOK. JIydeByIo Tepanuio BBHIIOMHSIN IPU OPTaHOCOX-
PaHAIIMX OIlepalAX Ha MOJIOYHOII JKenese, B cay4dae R1,
IOpy MY/IbTULIEHTPUYHOCTU Ipoliecca, Ipy Huskopudde-
PEHIMPOBaHHOI GopMe.

TopmonoTepanuio HasHaumnu 62 (56,4%) manyeHTKaM
C Y4eTOM MMMYHOTUMCTOXMMMYECKMX IIOKa3aTenell BHY-
TPUIIPOTOKOBOTO MM BHYTPU/IONBKOBOTO paKa MOIOYHOM
JKeTIe3bl.

PE3YJbTATDbI

Ilo JAHHBIM II/TAHOBOTO TMCTO/IOTUMYECKOTIO MCCIeaOBaHMA
yIaJIeHHOI YacTU WIM BCero o6beMa MOJIOUHOI >Kele3bl
koHBepcusa 0 crapuu BbiABIeHa B 42/110 (38,2%) cyyva-
ax. [Ipu atom I craguu PMJK puarsoctuposana B 33,6 %,
I cragmss PMOXX — B 4,5 % (Tabm. 1). Bee cnyuan KouBepcun
10 TYICTOJIOTMYECKOIT CprKType OTHECEHBI K I/IHBa3I/IBHOMY
paky 6e3 IpU3HAKOB CIIeLUPUIHOCTH.

Konsepcnsa cNO B pN1 soisAsiena y 7/110 (6,4 %) naunen-
TOK IIpY IUIAHOBOM TMCTOJIOTMYECKOM MCC/IelOBAHUY CTO-
POXKeBBIX MMMGaTHIECKNX y3710B. be3ycoBHO, MeTacTasn-

60
40

20

, 1N

M3 IIM3/KM3 pesexuus

PucyHok 2. O6beM XMpypruyeckoro BMellaTenbCTBa naumeHTok PMXK
0 ctaguu (n=110)

Figure 2. Volume of surgical intervention in patients with breast cancer
stage 0 (n=110)

TNM Yucno naumeHToK (abc., %)
T1mic 6(5,5%)
Tla 14 (12,7 %)
T16 8(7,3%)
Tlc 9(8,2%)
T2 4(3,6%)
T3 1(0,9%)
Bcezo 42/110 (38,2 %)

Tabnuya 1. KoHeepcus 0 cTaguy paka MonoyHom xenesbl (n = 110)
Table 1. Conversion of stage 0 breast cancer (n = 110)

Yucno nayueHmok ¢ Memacmasamu

M 8 lUMhamudyeckux ysnax (aée., %)
T1mic 1/6 (16,7 %)
T16 1/8 (12,5 %)
Tic 2/9(22,2%)
T2 2/4 (50 %)
T3 1/1(100 %)
Bcezo 7/28 (25 %)

Ta6nuya 2. YactoTa MeTacTaTUHeCKOro NopaxeHua numpaTnyecknx
y3noB npu PM> ot paamepa onyxonesoro y3na (n = 28)

Table 2. Frequency of metastatic lymph node involvement in breast
cancer depending on tumor node size (n = 28)

poBanue B nuMdarndecKye y31bl BOSMOXXHO TOTIBKO IPU
MHBa3/BHOM KOMIIOHEHTe OIIyxojeBoro ysna. Haymo orme-
TUTD, YTO NPY CPOYHOM LIUTOTIOTMYECKOM MUCCTIelOBaHUN
BCJIY MeTacTa3oB He BBIABJIEHO Y JAHHBIX 7 MaL[I€HTOK.
Yem 6orbliie pasMep OIIyXO/IeBOTO y3/1a, TEM BbIIle BEPOSIT-
HOCTb METACTaTHYECKOr0 MOopaKeHus nuMQaTnIecKux y3-
noB. Tonbko npu pasmepe omyxosnesoro y3na pT'1ay 14 ma-
LIMEHTOK He BBbIABIEHO MeTacTaTM4ecKoe IIOpakeHue
nuMdaTnIecKux y3noB. B tabnuie 2 mpepcraBieHa B3an-
MOCBS3b MeX/ly pa3sMepOM OITyX0J/IeBOTO Y371 M HaJlMuueM
MeTacTasoB B IMMQATUIECKUX Y3/Iax.

IonoxurenvHbie Kpass pesexuun (R1) mpm mmaHoBOM
MOPQOIOrMIeCKOM  MCCIE[OBAHMY  JUATHOCTUPOBAHBI
y 15 (13,6 %) manmentok. K R1 oTHOCAT Hanmmume «4epHIUI
Ha ONyXO/IM» B CIy4ae MHBAa3MBHOTO paKa MOJIOYHOI Xe-
JIe3bl I PACCTOSIHUY MeHee 2 MM OT Kpasl pe3eKLUu Ipu
cancer in situ. B cyd4ae MONMO>KMUTEIbHBIX KpaeB pe3eKLun
CYIIECTBYIOT IB€ TAKTUKN: IOBTOPHOE XUPYPIUYecKoe je-
YeHMe 0 YMCTOTHI KpaeB pesekuyn (RO) nm nydeBas Te-
pamus ¢ JOmonHUTeNbHBIM O6ycToM Ha R1 o cymMMapHOI
ogarosoit go3bl (COM) 10 Ip.
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PucyHok 3. MPT MONOUHbIX »ene3 (B N1eBO MOIOYHOI ene3e 30Ha KOH-
TPacTMPOBaHNA BHYTPUMNPOTOKOBOTO pakKa)

Figure 3. MRI of the mammary glands (in the left mammary gland there is
a contrast zone of intraductal cancer)

Mbl mpoaHaNM3MpPOBANM [MATHOCTUYECKNE BO3MOYXKHO-
CTHU COBIafeHNs pasMepoB HopakeHuss 0 cragum PMIK
mo paHHeiM MPT/Mammorpadun (puc. 3) u IIaHOBOTO
MOPOIOTNIeCKOr0 MCCIEfOBAHMA.

MPT MOnOYHBIX JKejle3 BBIIONHEeHA y 49,1 % MmaLueHTOoK, Ipu
9TOM pa3Mepbl OPaKeHMs 110 JaHHBIM MamMMorpadum 1 MPT
coBnamm B 53,7 % Ciy4aes, a IIpU CPaBHEHUM Pa3MEPOB I0pa-
sxerust 1o MPT 1 Mopdornornaeckoro 1ccesoBanms ¥ aHa-
JIOTMYHOTO COMOCTaB/IeHNsi MaMMorpadum u Mopdororde-
CKOTO MCCTIE{OBaHNs TAaHHbIE He pasnmyamich (Tabm. 3). Ilpu
3TOM CpefiHMEe pasMepbl cancer in situ 42 MM 110 pe3y/braTaM
TIIAHOBOTO TYCTONIOTMYECKOTO MCCTIEOBAHMA.
MynbTULIEHTPUYHOCTD iMarHocTpoBaHa y 9/110 (8,2%)
nanyenTok 0 cragum PMOK, nmpu saToM MynbTULeHTpHUY-
HOCTb cpefy BHyTpunporokosoro paka pTis (DCIS)m Bbr-
sasneHa y 8/100 (8 %) maLueHTOK, a My/IbTUIIEHTPUYHOCTD
cpeny BHyTPU/0/bKOBOTO paKa AuMarHocTupoBaHa — pTis
(LCIS)m y 1/3 (33,3 %) maiyeHTOK, pasHMIA CTaTUCTUYe-
CKI HEJJOCTOBEPHA 13-32 HEIOCTATOYHOTO YMC/IA TaIlieH-
TOK C BHYTPU/J0IbKOBbIM PAKOM MOJIOYHOI JKe/e3bl.

OBCYXAEHUE

MPT MOMOYHBIX JKejie3 Ipy HerHBasuBHOM PMJK — Heo6-
XOJVIMBIif KOMIIOHEHT JiJIsl ONpefie/IeHNs PaclpoCTpaHeH-
HOCTH IIpOlLiecca, ompefeTeHNst MynbTiu(OKaIbHOCTH WK
MYIBTULEHTPUYHOCTY MOPAKEHNs, U, KaK CIIefCTBUE, pe-
LIeHKs BOIPOCA O BO3MOXXHOCTM COXPaHEHNSA MOJIOYHOI!
JKe7e3bl UM ee yZla/leH .

I[Tpu atoM Kpome 06b19HOr0 MPT MOJIOYHBIX JKefe3 ¢ KOH-
TPACTOM, IO JAHHBIM JIMTEPATYPbl, IPUMEHAIOT MHOTOMA-

pameTpuueckyio MPT, n nononHnuTenbHbIe METOMIBI TIO3BO-
JIAIOT UCKTIOYUTh MHBAa3MBHBIN KoMmoHeHT PMOXK [21].
Ecmu cpaBENTD 111 POBOJE TOMOCUHTE3 MOJIOYHOI YKe/le3bl
C KOHTPACTHBIM yCHJIEHMEM C MaMMoTpadueit ¢ KOHTPACT-
HbIM ycunenueM u MPT MOMOYHBIX Kenes, TO caMasi BbI-
COKasl YyBCTBUTETbHOCTb ¥ TOYHOCTb Ha IIEPBOM MeCTe
y MPT MomouHbIX enes, Ha 2-M MecTe — TOMOCKHTE3
C KOHTPACTHBIM YCHJIEHVEM U Ha 3-M MecTe MaMMorpadus
C KOHTpacToM [22-25].

Ipu HenupazusHOM PMIK He06x0mMMOCTb MCCIEHOBAHIS
CTOPOXXEBBIX MMM(ATUYECKIUX Y3/I0B OTCYTCTBYET, YTO CHM-
JKaeT pafyaI[MOHHble PUCKU MIPY PaIMOU30TOIHBIX METO-
IMKaX CTOPOXKEBBIX TMMQATUIECKUX y3/I0B. ITO BBITOIHEE
B 5KOHOMMYECKOM IUIaHe (CHIDKEHMeE 33 CYeT YMEeHbIIEeHN
obbema omepanyy, TpoduIaKTUKa MUMPOCTasa BepxHel
KOHEYHOCTI U HeOOXOAMMOCTY MOCTIEAYIOMUX peabymnTa-
LMOHHBIX MEPOIPUATHIL) [26].

Tax, uccnegoBanme SOUND mnpomeMOHCTPUPOBAIO, YTO
6e30IacHO MOXXHO OTKAa3aTbCsl OT BBINOJHEHMS OMOICHM
cropoxeBoro mmdoysna y 6onbHbx ¢ cT1INO, T.e. neacka-
naumss BCJIY mpomomkeHa M IIpM MHBa3MBHBIX (opMax
PMJK. bomee c/oXXHBIM OCTaeTCs BOIPOC, MOXET /I 3TOT
BBIBOJ] PAaCHPOCTPAHATbCA Ha BCE MOJIEKY/IAPHO-OMOMOTH-
YJecKye THUIIBI paKa MOJIOYHOM Ke/le3bl ¥ BO3PAcTHbIE TPyI-
mbl marmeHToK. B uccnemoBanun SOUND mnopamsoliee
6O/MIBIUIMHCTBO GONBHBIX MMEIO JIIOMUHATIBHBIN (peHOTHII;
HER2-nOSUTMBHBII U TPOJHOIM HETaTMBHBIA (DEHOTHIIDI
Ompenenanich y 6 1 5% 60MbHBIX COOTBeTCTBeHHO. Kak mpa-
BIJIO, 3TUM TIAIIMEHTaM Has3HaYajach XMMMIOTepanus, B TOM
YI1CTIe ¥ TONBKO IO pe3y/ibTaTaM MMMYHOTYCTOXMMUIECKOTO
aHa/IM3a OIyX0/IeBOTO y3/1a. XOTsI He TTOMy4eHO CBUIETeNbCTB
00 yXy/IILIeHNY JIOKa/IbHOTO KOHTPOJIA 3TUX OO/IbHBIX, YMCTIO
TaKVX HAO/IIOfIeHNIT SIBHO HEJOCTATOYHO, YTOOBI He30IIacHO
PEKOMEHJI0BAaTb OTKa3 OT BBIINOJHEHMA OVOIICHM CTOPOXKe-
BBIX JIMM(OY3/IOB IPM arpecCUBHBIX peHoTnmax [27].
TToaToMy TOYHas AMAaTHOCTMKA HeMHBa3uBHBIX popm PMIK
SBILACTCA BaKHOI U aKTyabHOI IIPO6/IEMOIT B OHKOJIOTHM.
B crmydae BbIAB/IEHNA MHBA3MBHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA ITpY II/Ia-
HOBOM THCTOJIOTMYECKOM JCC/IEOBAHNI BBICOKA HEO00-
XOJVIMOCTb TIOBTOPHBIX XMPYPTMYECKUX BMeIIAaTeNbCTB
Ha TMM$aTIYeCKOM KOJITIEKTOpe.

Jlokanbuble penyaysbl PMOK cpeny ananusupyemoit rpym-
IIbl AMarHocTyuposassl y 2 (1,8 + 1,6 %) manuentok. IIpu
3TOM y OJJHOII NALMEHTKM ObUIM IO3UTUBHBIE Kpad R1, uTo
HOBBIIIAeT pyucK penuaysa PMIK [28-30].

BpeMa [0 BO3HMKHOBEHMA pelujuBa  COCTaBUJIO
14 n 20 mecALEeB, peUUANBbI IPENCTaB/Ie€Hbl BHY TPUIIPOTO-
KOBBIM PaKOM, U JIe4eHIe ObIIO XUPYPINIECKUM: B OGHOM
crydae BBITTOTTHEHA MAcCTIKTOMMUSA, BO BTOPOM CiIyd4ae IIO-
BTOPHAs OPraHOCOXPAHAIONIAA ONepalys.

MPT MonouHbIX »Kenes,

CoBnapeHne pasmepoB  CoBnapeHue pasmepoB MPT n gaHHbIX
no gaHHbim MPT u MMl mopdonornyeckoro nccnegoBaHns

0
n, % n, % n, % uccneugsauma
n, %
54/110 (49,1 %) 29/54 (53,7 %) 29/54 (53,7 %) 12/23 (52,2 %)

CoBnapeHune pasmepoB mammorpadumn
1 AaHHbIX Mopdonornyeckoro

Ta6nuya 3. CoBnageHue pasmepos MPT, Mammorpaduu 1 aaHHbIX MOPPONOrMYecKoro NccneaoBaHnA
Table 3. Matching the sizes of MRI, mammography and morphological examination data
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OTaneHHbIX METACcTa30B CPefy aHAMM3MPYeMON TPYTIIbI
MalMeHTOK He BBIAB/IEHO.

B ronmaHcKoM HOM/IAIMOHHOM MCCIeOBaHUM PUCK pe-
LMMBa BHYTPUIIPOTOKOBOTO paka cocraBu1 7,1% (95%
ION 5,5-9,1), npu 3TOM peUMAMBbI IPON3OLIIN B TeUeHNe
10 ytet v 61N peAcTaBIeHb! MHBa3UBHBIM PMOK. MHoro-
YJIC/IeHHbIe PAaH[OMU3VPOBAHHbIE MCCTIeOBaHM A TIOKa3a-
71, 9TO JTydeBas Tepamus CHIDKAeT PUCK MECTHOTO Peliy-
IMBa, KaK MHBA3WBHOTO, TAK 11 HEMHBA3MBHOTO, IPUMEPHO
Ha 50 %, HO He B/IMsIET Ha OOIIYIO BBDKMBAEMOCTD [17].
Konsepcnsa 0 craguu PMIK B gpyrue cragum, 1. e. cTis>pT+
IamarsocTyposaHa y 42/110 (38,2 %) manmenTok. B rpymnme
C KOHBepCHeil B MHBA3UBHBIA PaK METACTa3bl B IIO[MbI-
IIeYHBIX TMMQATUYECKNX y3/1aX BbIABIEHHI y 7 (6,4 %) ma-
I[EHTOK.

CoBnajieHne pa3Mepos cancer in situ 1o ganabIM MPT mo-
JIOYHBIX >Ke/le3 C pasMepaMim IO JaHHBIM MaMMorpaduu
BBIAB/IEHO B 53,7 % crydaeB. AHa/IOTMYHBIE JAHHBIE TTOTTY-
4YeHbl 1 B OTHOIIeHMN cpaBHeHusA MPT MomodHbIX sxerne3
" pasMepoB IJIAHOBOTO TMCTONOTMYECKOTO MICCTIE{OBAHMIA.
MynpTULEeHTPUYIHOCTD cancer in situ JUArHOCTMPOBaHA
B 8,2% crmy4aes, Ipy 3TOM IIPY MYIbTULIEHTPUIHOM IIPO-
Ijecce BBITIOMHANM MACTIKTOMUIO MM TOKOXHYIO/KOXKe-
COXPaHHYI0 MaCTIKTOMMIO C OfHOMOMEHTHOJ PeKOHCTPYK-
e UMIUTAaHTaTaMI.

HecMoTpsA Ha paclpoCTpaHEHHOCTb Ipolecca (CpemHui
pasmep cancer in situ 42 Mm), B 93 % BBIIIO/THEHBI OPTaHO-
COXpaHHbIe OTlepaIy UM MOIKOXKHbIE MACTIKTOMMY C pe-
KOHCTPYKIMEIL.

3AKJTIOMEHUE

Taxum obpasoMm, cancer in situ MoxxeT B 40 % Tpancdop-
MUPOBAThCA B JIpyTue cTafuu. besycmoBHo, ponb fuarso-
CTUYECKMX METO[IOB [/ OLIEHKM pAacIpOCTpaHEHHOCTU
craguu PMOK kpaiiHe BakHa /s BBIOOpa ONTUMAIBHOTO
06beMa XUPYPrU4ecKoro Je4eHu .

B cry4yae [uarHOCTUKY IO HaHHBIM OMOIICUY cancer in situ
HeoOXO[MMOIT OIIjMeil [A/isi BBIOOpa o6beMa XUpyprude-
CKOTO BMEIIATe/IbCTBA Ha MOJIOYHOIL JKele3e He0OXORMMO
KpoMme pYTI/IHHI)IX METOOOB JMATrHOCTUKN 06;{3aTeano BbI-
nonHATh MPT MONOYHBIX JKe/le3 ¢ KOHTPacTOM.
Beinonuenne BCIIY npu cancer in situ He ABIAETCS HEOO-
XO[IMMON OILMEN, CHMXKAETCA HAarpy3Ka Ha JUarHOCTUYe-
CKIe CITY>KOBI, Ha IATO/IOrO-aHATOMIIECKYIO CIyxKO6y, ITO
9KOHOMMYECKN BBITOJHO IIPU JI€YEHUA NaHHBIX 60]II)HI)IX
PMIK.
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