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B pabome nodeeperymoi ananuzy penmeenosocuveckue Haxo0Ku, omHecenHble peHmeeroaoeom k kamezopusim BI-RADS 4 (68 nayuenmox)
u 5 (38 nayuenmok) 6 3a8UcCUMOCmU OM XapaxKmepa 2Ucmonocu4eckoeo 3akaderus. Llugposas mammosepapus daem 603mMoICHOCMb 3a cuem
KOMNbIOMeEPHOIU 00pabomiu u300pajcerus noAyHums 6oaee MOYHYI OUEHKY NamMoA02UHeCcK020 NPOUecca 8 MOAOHHOU Jiceae3e, Ymo no360As-
em yayuuiums OUAeHOCMUKY PaHHe20 paka MoaouHoll dceaesvl. TIpu anairuse Haxodok, omuecenHbvix Kk kameeopuu BI-RADS 4, ommeuen
2opazdo bonee evicokuii (00 20,59 + 4,89 %) yposens goisigaeHus paka MOAOUHOL Jceae3bl NO CPABHEHUIO C AHAA02080L MaMmoepaguell.
Y nayuenmox ¢ kamezopueit BI-RADS 56 97,37 %+ 6,16 % cayuaes Ovi1 eucmonoeunecku noomeepiucoeH pax moaouHoi sceaesot. Onpedensi-
emblil y3en Obin 6edyuwum penmeerosoeuteckum cumnmomom npu kameeopuu BI-RADS 5 u ommeuancs y 26 nayuenmox (68,42 * 6,14 %).
Cpeduue pasmepol y3ra cocmasuau 2,12 = 0,19 cm, umo coomeemcmeyem kameeopuu T2.
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In the paper we analyzed radiographic findings related by the radiologist to BI-RADS 4 (68 patients) and BI-RADS 5 (38 patients) depend-
ing on the nature of histologic findings. Digital mammography allows to perform a more accurate estimation of pathological process in the
breast due to computer image processing. This can improve diagnosis of early breast cancer. In analyzing the findings referred to BI-RADS 4
we noted significantly much higher (up to 20.59 = 4.89 %) detection rate of breast cancer compared to analog mammography. Breast cancer
was confirmed histologically in 97.37 = 6.16 % of patients with BI-RADS 5. Definable node formation was the leading symptom in BI-RADS
5 cases and was observed in 26 patients (68.42 = 6.14%). An average node size was 2.12 = 0.19 cm, which corresponds to T2 category.
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Beenenue
ITo MHEeHUIO SKCIIEPTHOT'O coo011ecTBa, MaMMorpa-
(I)I/IH SIBJISIETCSI €AMHCTBEHHBIM O0OBEKTUBHBIM METOJOM

IMo3HaBaHUs 00pPa30B, BOBMOXKHOCTb apXWBUPOBAHUS
U nepegayu u3oodpaxeHus Ha pacctosiHum [2—4]. Kpome
TOTO0, CYILIECTBEHHBIM (PAKTOPOM SIBJISIETCSI OTKA3 OT IIPH-

KOPPEKTHOTO CKPMHUHTA paka MOJIOUHOI xkene3bl (PM2K)
[1]. Hudposas mammorpadusi, moaydyuBilasi MHTEHCUB-
HOE pa3BUTHE B MOCAEAHUE 2 IECITUICTUS, COUETAeT B Ce-
0e TMarHOCTUYECKYIO LIEHHOCTh aHAJIOTOBBIX MPEIIIEeCT-
BEHHUKOB M BO3MOXHOCTU LU(MPOBBIX TEXHOJOTUI:
M3MEHEHMe KOHTpacTa U300paXkeHusl, yBeJIndeHue, 00-
paboTka U300paXkeHUsI C UCIOJIb30BAHMEM CUCTEMBI pac-

00peTeHUsI peaKTUBOB IJIsI PEHTTE€HOBCKOM IJIEHKHU
U MPOSIBOYHOM MaluuHbI [5]. Mcnonab3oBaHUe CUCTEMBI
¢opManu3oBaHHOI olleHKU U300paxkeHus: BI-RADS
(Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System) AmepukaH-
ckoro coobmectBa paauogorun (American College
of Radiology) mo3BosieT Bpauy-peHTIeHOJIOTy obecrie-
YUTh MPABUIBHYIO TaJbHEUIITYI0 MapIIPYTU3AI1IO 00JThb-
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Hoii [6]. OnmHAKO MHTEPIPETALIMIO PEHTICHOJOTMYECKUX
HaxoJ0K MPOBOAMUT Bpay, U HA 3TOM 3Tare HE UCKIIIOYEH
YyeJa0BeUYeCKUl (haKTOp, KOTOPBHIA MOXET MPUBECTHU
K OlIMOKaM KakK B MOJIb3Y JOXHOMOJOXUTEIbHOTO, TaK
U JIOXKHOOTpULATeIbHOro AnarHo3a PM2K [7]. O6bekTUB-
HBII aHaJM3 OIIMOOYHBIX 3aKJIIOYEHUI KpaliHe UHTepe-
CEH B CBSI3U C TEM, UTO IMO3BOJISIET OMPEAECTUTH LIECHHOCTh
JIF0OOTO TUarHOCTUYECKOTO MEPOIPUSITHS.

Mamepuanbl U Memopbl

PeTpocnieKTMBHOMY aHalu3y ObLIM ITOIBEPTHYTHI
JlaHHbIe O pe3yJabTaTax LHUGbpPOBOil MaMMorpaduu, mpo-
BeaeHHoi B OO0 «MamMmmosornyeckuii ueHTp» (Bnagu-
BocToK) ¢ 09.01.2015 mo 30.12.2015 Ha uudpoBoM MaM-
morpadpe SENOGRAPH-2000. CHUMKU BBITTOJHSIANU
B CTAaHIAPTHBIX KPaHMOKAYIaJIbHOM M KOCOM TTPOEKIIMSIX
M OTIMCHIBAJIM 110 OOIIETIPUHSTOM cxeMe. Bce pesynbraTsl
Mammorpaduu 1 coHorpaduu oleHUBAIN B COOTBETCT-
BuM ¢ kputepusimu BI-RADS. Tlpu yctaHoBI€HUM KaTe-
ropuu BI-RADS 4—5 naiyeHToK HampaBsiv 1151 LIATO-
JIOTUYECKOTO MM TUCTOJOTUYECKOTO KOHTPOJIS
C TIOMOIIbIO TOHKOUTOJIBbHOM OGMOIICUY 1Ol KOHTPOJIEM
coHorpacduu, core-6MOICHU WM XUPYPruIecKOro yaa-
JIeHUsT 00pa3oBaHUs.

Pesynbrathl cciienoBaHKs 00pabOTaHbl CTaTUCTUYC-
CKU: JUISI TPU3HAKOB, (DIYKTYUPYIOLIUX B COOTBETCTBUHU
C 3aKOHOM HOPMAaJIbHOTO pacrpeneeHus, ONpeaeIsiiin
cpeaHiolo Beanunny (M), cpeaHeKkBaapaTUIHOE OTKJIOHE-
Hue (d), olMOKyY cpeaHeil apupMeTUIeCKON BETUUNHBI,
OTHOCHUTEJIbHbIE BEJIMYMHBI U UX OITUOKM.

Pesynbmambi

3a 2015 r. undposyio Mmammorpaduio B OO0 «Mam-
MOJIOTMYECKMI LIeHTp» npouutn 3502 xeHuuHbl. B mo-
JIaBJISTIOIEM OOJIBIIMHCTBE CJIy4aeB PEHTTeHOJIOTYeCKast
KapTUHa OMUChIBaach Kak A y3HbIi prdpoageHoMa-
TO3 WJIU XKUAPOBAgd MHBOJIOLUMS C YKa3aHUEM CTEIIEHU
WM HOBOOOPa30BaHMS ¢ JOOPOKAYECTBEHHBIM XapaKTe-
poM M oueHuBanach o kpurepuio BI-RADS kak 1, 2
win 3. Y 106 (3,03 = 0,29 %) naumeHTOK M3MEHEHMUS
B MOJIOYHOI XeJie3e 1o mikaie BI-RADS nonaiu nmox ka-
Teropuio 4 unu 5.

Y 68 XEeHIIMH PEHTIeHOJIOIMYEeCKMEe HaXOAKN ObLIN
olieHeHHBI Ha 4 6anna no mkaine BI-RADS. U3 Hux y 14
(20,59 £ 4,89 %) B nanbHelineM ObUT ToATBepKAeH PM2K.

VY 38 XeHIIMH PEHTIEeHOJOTMYEeCKue HaxOoIKu
npu MamMMorpaduu ObLIM olieHeHHI 1o cucteMe BI-RADS
Ha 5 6ayioB ¢ BepositHocThio PM2K 90—95 %;y 37 (97,37
+ 6,16 %) 13 HUX paK ObUI MOATBEPXKICH MOPGOIOTHYE-
cku. Madopmanuio o cyapbe MamydeHTOK MoJydalu
n3 KaHuep-peructpa 'bY3 ITKO/I u myrem omnpoca 1o te-
JecoHny. Bee xxeHIIMHBI moanucaniu WH(GOPMUPOBaHHOE
corjlacie Ha 00pabOTKy IepCOHATIbHBIX TAHHBIX U BO3MOXK-
HOCTB o1poca 1o tejiechoHy. M3 peHTTeHOJIOrM4eCKIX CUM-
ntomMoB y 7 (18,42 £ 6,23 %) naimeHToK ObLla OTMEUeHa

TepecTpoiiKa CTPYKTYPhI MOJIOUHOM KeJe3bl, y 26 (68,42 £
6,14 %) — Hanu4ue y3J10BOro 00Opa30BaHUs Ha MaMMO-
rpamMme. MUKpOKaJIbLIMHATBI ObLIM OOHapyKeHbl y 13
(34,21 £ 6,16 %) malnMeHTOK; couyeTaHue Y3JI0BOro odpa-
30BaHUSI ¢ MUKpOKaJblMHaTaMu — y 9 (23,68 *+ 6,83 %).
Pasmepnl y3noBoro oopasoBaHusl Kosebaauch oT 0,9
10 6,0 cM, B cpenHem 2,12 £ 0,19 cm. ¥V 3 (7,8 = 4,35 %)
JKEHIIUH ObLT OTMEYEeH MYJIBTULIEHTpUUeCKUit pocT PM2K.
OnHa maruMeHTKa 0TKa3anach OT JaJIbHEHIIETo 00cenoBa-
HMSI U JICYEHUs B OHKOJIOTMYECKOM JIMCIIaHCepe.

00cy:xpeHue

[Tpu aHanM3e TaHHBIX O KayecTBe nuarHocTuku PM2K
B KaTeropuu 4 mo cucreme BI-RADS o6paiaer Ha cebst
BHUMaHMe JOBOJIBHO BeICOKMIA (10 20,59 + 4,89 %) ypo-
BEHb IOCJICOTEPAIITMOHHON TUAarHOCTUKHU 3JI0KAYeCTBEH-
HBIX HOBOOOpa3oBaHMii. OOBIYHO 3TOi KaTeropyu J0JDKEH
COOTBETCTBOBATH Oosiee HU3KMIA (10 10 %) ypOBEHB BBISIB-
Jienust PM2K. D1y SIBHO 3aHM>XKEHHBIE TTOKa3aTe I MOXKHO
OOBSICHUTD MOIBITKOM «ITepeKJIaIbIBAHUST» TSKECTH TIep-
BOT'O BBICKA3bIBAaHMS O 3JI0KAYECTBEHHOM XapaKTepe BbI-
SIBJIEHHOIO 00pa30BaHMs Ha ApPYrue IMarHOCTUYECKUE
cayx0bl. C npyroit cTopoHsbl, iMbpoBass MaMMorpadus
MPENCTaBISIeT Bpauy-pPEeHTICHOJIOTY BO3MOXKHOCTh Pa3Jif-
yaTh 00BEKTHI, BU3yaJlM3allusi KOTOPBIX HEIOCTYITHA
Mpu aHajioroBoii mamMorpaduu. Menkue (MeHee 0,8—
1,0 cM) 00BEKTHI TPeOYIOT NJOBOJILHO YITOPHBIX YCUJIUIA
B IMarHOCTUYECKOM TIpoliecce. DTO CBSI3aHO MPEXKJIe BCe-
IO C TeM, YTO KPUTEPUHU 3JI0KAaYeCTBEHHOCTU, KOTOPHIE
TIPUMEHSTIOTCS B «KJIACCMYECKOI» aHaJIOTOBOI MaMMOTpa-
(un, MOryT OBITh HEUETKO BBIPaXKEHBI B HEOOJIBIIMX HO-
BOOOpa3oBaHuAX. B nmpuHLMNE, 3Ta NO3ULIKS TOXKHA
1 MOXET MMETh MECTO, TaK KaK KaTeropus 4 1o cucreMe
BI-RADS ogHo3HaYHO J0KHA TTOATBEPXKAATHCS MOP(O-
JIOTUYECKMU.

[Ipu aHanu3e KayecTBa AMArHOCTUKHU Y TAIIMEHTOK
¢ kateropueii BI-RADS 5 obOpanaet Ha cebsg BHUMaHUe
JIOBOJIBHO BBICOKMIT (0 97,37 £ 6,16 %) ypoBeHb MOpdhO-
JIOTUYECKOTO TOATBepKIeH sl nuarno3a PM2K, yro coot-
BETCTBYET MUPOBBIM HOpMaTtuBaM. OnpeaessieMblil y3el
OBbLT BEAYIIUM PEHTIEHOJOTUYECKUM CUMIITOMOM U OTME-
yajcs y 26 (68,42 + 6,14 %) naumeHTtok. CpeHue pa3mMepsl
y37a coctaBuiu 2,12 + 0,19 cM, 4TO COOTBETCTBYET KaTero-
puu T2. CouetaHue y3710BOro o0pa3oBaHus U CIPYIITMPO-
BaHHBIX MUKPOKAJIbIIMHATOB 06€30rOBOPOYHO OTHOCHUIIO
Haxoaky K Kateropuu BI-RADS 5, yTo BnosHe J1orudyHo
1 orpaBaaHHo. HeoOXomMo OTMETHTh, UTO Y 4 TTAIIMEeHTOK
IPpU TIEPBUYHOM ITPOCMOTPE MaMMOTPaMM y3JI0Boe 00pa-
30BaHUE HE OIPEIEIISIIOCh, OHAKO MPU 00paboTKe M300pa-
JKEHUSI Ha KOMITBIOTEPE OHO OBLJIO BBISIBJICHO B IIPOCKIIMK
MUKPOKAIBIIMHATOB. MYJIBTULIEHTPUIHOCTD IIPU PEHTTE-
HOJIOTMYECKOM OOCJIeIOBAHUM TO3BOJIMIIA C/IEIaTh BHIOOD
y 9THUX MAllMEHTOK B I0JIb3Y MAaCTIKTOMUU BMECTO Paju-
KaJIbHOM Pe3eKIIUM, XOTSI 3TO OOCTOSITEILCTBO U HE OB~
s1710 Ha yctaHoBlieHue Kputepus T no cucteme TNM.
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CrpynnupoBaHHbIE MUPOKAJIbILIMHATHI 0€3 COUETaHUS
C y3JIOBBIM O0Opa3oBaHUEM ObLIM OoTMeueHbl ¥ 9 (34,21 £
6,16 %) naumnenrtok. Llndposass mammorpadus naBaia
BO3MOXXHOCTD BBISIBJICHUSI KaJIbLIMHATOB Ha (POHE «ILIOT-
HOIi» TKAHU MOJIOYHOM XeJie3bl Y 3 MallMeHTOK C TTIOMO-
11IbI0 00PabOTKM N300paxkeHUs1. Takoit peHTreHoJIornyec-
KU CUMIITOM, KaK IePECTPOiiKa CTPYKTYPhI KeJIe3bl, ObLT
obHapyxeHy 7 (18,42 + 6,23 %) nauueHToK. B ocHOBHOM
3TOT CUMIITOM PETUCTPUPOBAIM TTPU HAJTUIMU HETTOJTHOTO
>KMPOBOTO 3aMeIleHUsI TKAaHU MOJIOYHOM XeJe3bl, KOoTaa
OIPENIeUTh HETTOCPEACTBEHHO Y3€eJl He MPeACTaBISICTCS
BO3MOXHBIM.
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Taxum obpasom, nudpoBast MaMMorpadus 1aeT BO3-
MOXHOCTb 3a CUET KOMITbIOTEPHOI 00pabOoTKM N300paxke-
HUSI TIOJTyYUTh 00Jiee TOUHYIO OLIEHKY MaToJIOrM4eckKoro
TIpoliecca B MOJIOYHOM KeJie3¢e, YTO MO3BOJISAET YIYIIIUTh
JIMarHoCcTUKY paHHero PM2K 1 oTHeCTH BBISIBJICHHBIC Ha-
xoaku K kateropuu BI-RADS 5, kotopas Oblia moj-
TBepkaeHa B 97,37 + 6,16 % aHaau3upyeMbIX ClydaesB.
[Ipu aHanM3e HaxomoOK, OTHECEHHBIX K KaTeropuu BI-
RADS 4, otmeueH ropasno 6osee BeIcokHi (mo 20,59 +
4,89 %) ypoBeHb BbisiBiieHMs PM2K 110 cpaBHEHUIO ¢ aHa-
JIOrOBOI MaMMoTrpadueii.
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