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Llenb uccnepoBanma — cpaBHeHWe fMarHocTMyeckoi 3theKTUBHOCTM KOHTPACTHO-YCUIEHHOTO YNbTPa3BYKOBOrO UCCe-
posaHua (KYY3WN) u marHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHol Tomorpaduu (MPT) B nepBUYHOI [MAarHOCTUKE paka MONOYHOI enesbl
METOfOM NCeBAOPAHAOMU3ALUN.

Marepuansbi u metopbl. C 2017 no 2018 r. Ha 6a3e ®TBY «HMUL, oHkonorum um. H.H. NMetposa» Mun3gpasa Poccuu 6binu
o6cnenoBaHbl 176 XEHIWMH C pasnuyHbIMU 3a60N1EBAHUAMKN MONOYHbIX Xene3 ¢ nomolbto MPT, koTopas nposogunach
Ha annapatax Magnetom Aera (Siemens) u Signa Excite HD (GE) ¢ HanpsixeHHOCTbto MarHuTHoro nons 1,5 T u cneyuans-
HOM NoBepxXHOCTHOM KaTywkoi breast coil. C 2018 no 2019 r. Ha 6a3e ®IBY «HMWULL, oHkonorum um. H.H. MetpoBax
MwuH3gpasa Poccuu Gbinv 06cnefoBaHbl 277 XeHLWMUH C pa3fiMYHbIMW NATOJOMMAMU MOJIOYHBIX XKENe3 Npu NOMOLLM WKPO-
KOro CMeKTpa ynbTPa3BYyKOBbIX TEXHONOTHIA, BKNOYAOLWMX 3nacTorpaduio 1 KOHTpacTHoe ycunenue (2,5 mn CoHoOBbIO),
BbINOMHEHHbIE HA yNbTPa3BykoBoM ckaHepe Hitachi Hi Vision Ascendus ¢ nomouybio nMHe#HOro AaTtymka ¢ AManasoHoMm
yactoT 5-13 MIL. Npu NoJ03pEHMN Ha 3NI0KAYECTBEHHbI NPOLLECC NALMEHTKAM BbINONHANACL TPenaHobuoncus ¢ nocne-
IVIOWMMU FTUCTONOTUYECKUM U UMMYHOTUCTOXMMUYECKUM UCCTIEA0BAHUAMY, @ NPU ONPefeneHnn Npu3Hakos fobpokaye-
CTBEHHOCTU — NYHKLMA C NOCNEAYIOLUM LIUTONOTUYECKUM nccnefoBaHnem. Pesynbtatel MPT n MynsTnapameTpuyeckoro
YNbTPa3BYyKOBOMO UCCNE[OBAHUSA, TUCTONOTMYECKOTO W LUTONOTMYECKOTO 3aKIOYEHNUS BHOCUAUCH B 6a3y faHHbIX. B Ha-
cTosLeit paboTe paccmaTpuBaeTcs efuHan 6a3a, cogepalyas 453 fuarHoCTMYeCcKue 3anucu: 277 nosyyeHsl C NOMOLLbIO
metopa KYY3W, 176 — c nomowpbto metoga MPT. [ins peweHuns nocTaBNeHHO 3a4ayn Obin UCNONb30BAH anroputm PSM:
NOCTPOEHME MOJENH, PAcHeT YCIOBHbIX BEPOATHOCTEl, 6anaHCcMpOBKa, MPoBepKa KayecTa 6anaHca, oueHka 3 hekTms-
HocTW. OCHOBHblE M BCMOMOraTesnbHble xapaktepuctuku metogos MPT u KYY3U no u nocne noagbopa nap npusegeHs
B pabore.

BbiBoabl. [penoxeHHbI anropuTm peann3oBaH Ha a3bike R. Mo pesynbTatam paboTbl NporpamMmmbl BUAHO, Y4TO 063 Me-
TOAA AMArHOCTUKM NOKasann oTanyHble pesynstatbl, 95 % [oBepuUTenbHble MHTEPBaNbl NPaKTUYECKN NONHOCTbIO nepe-
KpbIBAIOTCA, U3 Yero cnepyeT NpeABapuTebHbI BbIBOL O TOM, YTO AaHHble METOAbl ABNAIOTCA 3KBUBANEHTHbIMU N0 3¢-
(DEKTUBHOCTU B NEPBUYHO JMArHOCTMKE PaKa MOIOYHOW Xenesbl.

KnioueBble cN0Ba: NCeBLOPAHAOMU3ALNS, KOHTPACTHO-YCUIEHHOE YNILTPA3BYKOBOE UCCIEA0BAHUE, MarHUTHO-PE30HAHC-
Has ToMorpacdus, MONOYHas XeNe3a, Pak MOSIOYHOM eNe3bl, OHKONOTUs
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Comparative assessment of the diagnostic efficiency of medical imaging methods,
as exemplified by magnetic resonance imaging and contrast-enhanced ultrasound examination,
based on propensity score matching

E.A. Busko’ 2, A.B. Goncharova’, D.A. Buchina’, A.S. Natopkina®

ISaint Petersburg State University; 7—9 Universitetskaya Naberezhnaya, Saint Petersburg 199034, Russia;

2National Medical Research Center of Oncology named after N.N. Petrov, Ministry of Health of Russia; 68 Leningradskaya St.,
Settlement Pesochnyy, Saint Petersburg 197758, Russia;

3I.P. Paviov First Saint Petersburg State Medical University, Ministry of Health of Russia; 6—8 Lva Tolstogo St.,

Saint Petersburg 197022, Russia

Contacts: Ekaterina Aleksandrovna Busko katrn@mail.ru

Objective: comparative assessment of the diagnostic efficiency of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) and contrast-
enhanced ultrasound examination in the primary diagnosis of breast cancer based on propensity score matching.
Materials and methods. From 2017 to 2018 on the basis of the National Medical Research Center of Oncology named
after N.N. Petrov 176 women with various complaints of breast diseases were examined using MRL, which was carried
out on a Magnetom Aera (Siemens) and Signa Excite HD (GE) apparatus with a magnetic field strength of 1.5 T and special
surface breast coil. From 2018 to 2019 on the basis of the National Medical Research Center of Oncology named after
N.N. Petrov 277 women with various complaints of breast diseases were examined using multiparametric ultrasonogra-
phy (US) consisting of gray-scale US, color Doppler US, strain US, and contrast enhanced US, performed on a Hitachi
Hi Vision Ascendus ultrasound scanner using a linear transducer in the frequency range 5-13 MHz. To verify the lesions,
the patients underwent histological or cytological examination. The results of ultrasound examination, histological and
cytological conclusions were entered into the database containing 453 diagnostic records: 277 were obtained using the
multiparametric US and 176 - using the MRI method. To solve the problem, the propensity score matching algorithm
was used: building a model, calculating conditional probabilities, balancing, checking the balance quality, evaluating
efficiency. The main and auxiliary characteristics of the methods of MRI and contrast-enhanced ultrasound before and
after the selection of pairs are given in the work.

Conclusion. The proposed algorithm is implemented in the R language. The results of the program are that both diag-
nostic methods showed excellent results, 95 % confidence intervals almost completely overlap, from which a preliminary
conclusion should be made that these methods are equivalent in efficiency in the primary diagnosis of breast cancer.

Key words: propensity score matching, contrast-enhanced ultrasound, strain elastography, magnetic resonance imaging,
breast lesions, breast cancer, oncology

For citation: Busko E.A., Goncharova A.B., Buchina D.A., Natopkina A.S. Comparative assessment of the diagnostic
efficiency of medical imaging methods, as exemplified by magnetic resonance imaging and contrast-enhanced ultrasound
examination, based on propensity score matching. Opukholi zhenskoy reproduktivnoy systemy = Tumors of female re-
productive system 2021;17(3):37-43. (In Russ.). DOI: 10.17650/1994-4098-2021-17-3-37-43.

BBepeHue

OcCHOBOI BCeX METULIMHCKUX UCCIETOBAHUM SIBJSIETCS
CTAaTHCTMYECKUI aHaIM3 JaHHBIX. MeauIIMHCKAsK CTaTh-
CTHKa IaeT BO3MOXHOCTh Bpauy 000CHOBAaTh Ty WJIX MHYIO
TaKTUKY JICYCHUS] UM HEOOXOIUMOCTDh UCIIOJIb30BaHUS
JIUarHOCTUYEeCKOro Metoaa. JIJist MpoBeaeHUST CPaBHUTE b~
Horo aHanu3a 3¢ (MEKTUBHOCTH PA3IUIHBIX METOIOB JIy-
YeBOM JMArHOCTUKM HEOOXOIMMO MX OZHOBPEMEHHOE
BBITIOJIHEHYE, YTO HE BCETa SIBJISIETCS] O€30ITaCHBIM U 11e-
JIecooOpa3HbIM TSl TanueHTa. OMHAKO eCIv ITPOBOIUTh
cpaBHeHUE 3(PDEKTUBHOCTU METOAOB Ha Pa3HbBIX IPyIIax
MMaIMEHTOB, Ha N3y4aeMbIil KICXOJ MOTYT BJIUSITh Pa3JIMy-
HbIe BMelLIMBatolmecs ¢pakTopsl (KoH(payHIephl), YTO 3a-
TPYIHSIET MpoBeJAeHUE aHaau3a. JlaHHas mpobiemMa nuMeeT
pelieHue — MPUMEHEeHUE CTaTUCTUYECKOrO METO/IA TICEB-
JopaHaoMu3aluu (propensity score matching, PSM), ko-
TOPBII UCITOIb3YETCS ISl YCTPAHEHUST CUCTEMATUIECKUX
pa3Iuyunii cpaBHUBaeMBbIX TpyIii. BriepBbie moHsitue PSM

obLT0 BBeneHo PyorHoMm 1 Pozenbaymom B 1983 1. [1, 2].
OaHako IMMUPOKOE pacHpoOCTPpaHECHUE METOM ITOJYYMII
Jmub rtocyie 2000 1. [3—5] 1 B naHHBII MOMEHT HauboJiee
YCIICIITHO UCITOJIb3YeTCsl B 00JIACTH J0Ka3aTeIbHOM Me-
JULMHBI, ONlepUpYIOllell pe3yabTaTaMU KIMHUYECKUX
WCCaenoBaHmii [6, 7].

MerTog riceBIOpaHIOMU3ALMHN — 3TO CTATUCTUYECKUI
METO/I, IIO3BOJISIONINIA ONIPENCIUTh MACHTUYHBIX TallieH-
TOB U3 2 pa3HbIX I'PYMIT U OLIEHUTb BIUSTHUE BO3MOXKHBIX
neicTByoImmx daktopoB. [Ipy ucnonb3oBaHUM MeTOAA
pPacCYMTHIBACTCS BEPOSTHOCTD IOIAAaHUsI KaxkI0ro Ha-
OJIIOZICHYSI B OCHOBHYIO WJIM KOHTPOJIBHYIO IPYIIITY C y4e-
TOM Habopa ero xapakrepuctuk [8, 9]. biaromaps nmoy-
YEHHBIM BEPOSITHOCTSIM MOXHO I10100paTh TPYIIIIbI
COIOCTAaBJICHHSI TAKUM 00pa30oM, YTOObI 3HAYCHUSI COOT-
BETCTBUSI I10 IIEPEMEHHBIM ObUTH COATAaHCUPOBAHBI MEXXITY
Humu [10, 11]. 3a cyeT 3TOro KOMIIEHCUpPYETCSI HepaB-
HOMEpPHOE paclpene/icHue XapakTepUCTUK, MPpUCYIIee



ONYXONIU KEHCKOWN PENPOAYKTUBHOM CUCTEMDbI

OpueuHaﬂbele cmambu

00cepBallMOHHBIM UCCICIOBAaHUSIM, U YYUTHIBACTCS BO3-
MOXHasI OIIMOKa IIPU OLICHKE pa3IMYMii MEXIy TpyIIia-
mu [6, 12].

B Hacrosiiee Bpems a1 PSM He cyiecTByeT o0111e-
MPUHSTHIX PEKOMEHIALIMIA 10 BEIOOPY MOMIEIN, TaKXkKe
OTKPBITHIM OCTAeTCs BOMPOC O KOJIMYECTBE U IPUPOIL
BKJIIOYA€MbIX B MOZICJIb XapaKTEPUCTUK, MeTodax OaIaH-
CHPOBKU M pacyeTa BO3ACCTBUS, YTO OATBEPXKAACT He-
00X0IMMOCTh 60J1ee IeTaTbHO MTPOPabOTKKM METOIA TIPO-
BeneHus PSM U1t MeIULIMHCKMX MCCIIeTOBaHMii [6].

IlepcnekTUBHBIM HalpaBjieHUEeM IpuMeHeHuss PSM
SIBJISIETCSI CpPaBHEHUE TMarHOCTUYECKOM 3(h(PeKTUBHOCTH
pPa3IMYHBIX METOIOB MEAUILIMHCKON BU3yanu3auuu [7].
M3ydyeHne BOBMOXHOCTEl HOBOTO TMarHOCTUYECKOTO Me-
TOMIa TUKTYET HEOOXOAUMOCTh CPAaBHEHUSI €ro C 3TaJIOH-
HBIM, OOIIETIPUHITHIM METOJIOM C YK€ TOKa3aHHOM BbICO-
Kot a¢ppekTuBHOCTHIO [1, 13, 14].

B coBpeMeHHOII OHKOMaMMOJIOTUH IIJIST OLICHKU Ba-
CKYJISIpU3alMy pa3IMYHbIX 3a00JIeBaHUI MOJIOYHOM Ke-
JIe3bl UCTIOJIB3YIOTCS TMAarHOCTUYECKHUE METOIbI ¢ KOH-
TpacTHBIM ycuieHueM. CorjacHO JaHHBIM JIUTEPATypPhI
1 MUPOBOMY KJIMHUYECKOMY OITBITY, MATHUTHO-PE30HAHC-
Hast Tomorpadust (MPT) siBrisieTcst BBICOKOUYBCTBUTETbHBIM
METOJIOM JIMarHOCTUKHA HOBOOOPA30BaHUIA M UCTIOIB3YETCsI
KakK «30JI0TOM CTaHIapT» AMarHocTuku. KoHnTpacTHo-ycu-
JIeHHoe ynbTpa3BykoBoe uccienoBanue (KYY3U) — or-
HOCUTEJIbHO HOBasI TEXHOJIOT s, C TIOKa €Ille He U3Y4eHHOM
3(HEKTUBHOCTHIO B TMarHOCTUKE paKa MOJIOUYHOM XeJle-
36l (PM2K), xoTopas, kak 1 MPT, no3BoJsieT olieHUBaTh
BaCKYyJ/ISIpH3allMIo IMaTOJIOTMYECKOTO M3MeHeHus. M3yJe-
HHe BO3MOXXHOCTel HoBoro Mmetona KYY3U u onpenene-
HHE TIEPCIEKTHUB €ro MpUMeHeHUs B muarHocTruke PM2K
TPeOYIOT HE TOJIBKO OIPEIEICHUS ero TUarHoCTUYECKOM
3¢ (HEKTUBHOCTH, HO U CPaBHEHUSI C 3TAJIOHHBIM U 00111e-
npusHaHHbIM MeTogoM MPT. I1poBepka rurore3nl 00 K-
BuBaJieHTHOM 3(pdekTuBHOCTM KYY3U 1 MPT B nuarHo-
ctuke PM2K MoxXeT ObITh OCyIIeCTBJI€HA C IMOMOIIbIO
00ceoBaHYsI MAalIMEHTOK 2 METOIaMM B TeUEHME OJTHOTO
KOPOTKOTO MPOMEXYTKa BpeMEHH, HallpuMep B TCUCHUE
1 mHs. OgHAKO, YYUTHIBAsI 3HAYMTEIBHYIO CTOMMOCTb ITPO-
BeIeHUs1 2 TIPOLIeYpP IMarHOCTUKU M BPEMEHHBIE 3aTPaThl,
MpoBeicHUe 2 UCCIIeAOBaHUI y 1 TTaleHTa 11T OLIEHKHU
OJIHOTO M TOTO K€ IaTOJIOTMYEeCKOro Ipoliecca B paMKax
PYTUHHOM TUarHOCTUYECKOM NeSTEIBHOCTH HEelLleJeco00-
pasHo.

Ienblo ucclienoBanusA SBJSIETCS CPaBHEHUE MHMAarHO-
ctuueckoit appextuBHocTH KYY3U 1 MPT B niepBuuHOiA
nuarHoctuke PM2K MeTonoM riceBnopaHaIoMU3alvu.

Martepuanbi u metogbl

C 2017 o 2018 r. Ha 6aze PI'BY «<HMMUII onkonorun
uM. H.H. [TetpoBa» Mun3znpasa Poccuu 6111 06cieno-
BaHBI 176 XEHIIWH ¢ pa3InYHBIMHU 3a00JIEBAHUSIMU MO-
JIOUHBIX Xkese3 ¢ momoubio MPT, kotopast mpoBoauiach
Ha anmapaTax Magnetom Aera (Siemens) u Signa Excite HD

(GE) ¢ HanpsixxeHHOCTBIO MarHuTHOro nous 1,5 T u cne-
LIMaJIbHOM TTOBEPXHOCTHOI KaTylKoli breast coil. Bee pe-
3yJIBTaThl 3aHOCUJIMCH B 6a3y qaHHBIX. O011ast XapaKTepu-
CTHUKA MallMEHTOK, BXOMSIIUX B BHIOOPKY, IIpUBEACHA
B TaoI. 1.

Taomana 1. O6was xapaxmepucmuka nayueRmox, 6X00SUUX 8 8bI00PKY
MAa2HUMHO-PE30HAHCHOL MOMoZpaguu

Table 1. General characteristics of patients included in the sample magnetic
resonance imaging

Parameter o
Minimal and non-

palpable lesions
(<15 mm)

Palpable
lesions
(>15 mm)

Yucno manueH-
TOK, 1 (%)
Number of patients,
n (%)

176 (100) 0 176 (100)

CpenHuit
BO3pACT, JIET
Average age, years

47,8 11,0 0 47,8 £ 11,0

PenponyKkTuBHBII
niepuon, #n (%)
Reproductive
period, n (%)

102 (57,95) 0 102 (57,95)

Menomay3a, n (%)

Menopause, 7 (%) 74 (42,05) 0

74 (42,05)

C 2018 m0 2019 1. Ha Gaze PI'BY «<HMMUII onkomornm
uM. H.H. [TetpoBa» Mun3npasa Poccuu 6111 06cieno-
BaHbI 277 >XEHIIWH C pa3JIMYHBIMU 3Kajjo0aMu Ha 3a00J1e-
BaHUS MOJIOYHBIX KeJIe3 C IIOMOIIBIO IITMPOKOTO CIIEKTPa
VJIBTPa3BYKOBBIX TEXHOJIOTHI, BKIIIOYAIOIINX 3JIAaCTOTPa-
¢uio u KoHTpacTtHoe ycuieHue (2,5 ma CoHOBBIO), BbI-
MOJIHEHHbIE Ha YJIbTpa3BykKoBoM ckaHepe Hitachi Hi Vision
Ascendus ¢ TTOMOIIIBIO JIMHEMHOTO JaTYMKa B JUAIIa30HE
yacToT 5—13 MIi1. O61ias xapakTepucTUKa NalMeHTOoK,
BXOJSIIMX B BLIOOPKY, IpUBeIeHa B Ta0I. 2.

INony4yeHHBIE ITOKA3aTe M 3aHOCUIIVCh B 3JICKTPOHHbBIE
0a3bl JaHHBIX, HA OCHOBAHWU KOTOPBIX IMOJYYEHO 2 CBU-
JIETeIbCTBA O PETHCTPallMM 3JEKTPOHHBIX PECYpPCOB
B ®T'HY «HCTUTYT HayYHOI U MeJarornaeckoi nHpop-
Marun» Poccniickoit akagemnn oopazosannss ODOPHuO
[15, 16].

IIpu momo3peHMM Ha 3710KAaYeCTBEHHBIN IIpOLIECC
npu MPT (n=62) u KYY3U (n = 76) BBITIOIHSIACH TPE-
MaHOOUOTICUS C TOCJIEAYIOIIUM THCTOJOIMYECKUM U,
MpHU HEOOXOAUMOCTU, UMMYHOXUMHWYECKUM HCCIIEI0Ba-
HueM. [Tpu npu3HaKax J00pOKaYeCTBEHHOTO 3200 IeBaHUsI
o naHHbIM MPT (n = 144) u KYY3U (n = 201) BbIIIOJ-
HSIJIaCh MYHKIIWS JI MCKJIIOUEHMST 3J10KaueCTBEHHOTO
Ipoliecca ¢ MOCIASAYIONIUM [IUTOJIOTMYECKIM UCCIIeI0Ba-
HueM. g Bcex nmauueHToK pe3yiasratel MPT, KYY3U,
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TUCTOJIOTMYECKOTO Y IIUTOJIOTUIECKOTO 3aKII0YEHMSI BHO-
cuIuch B 6a3bl JaHHBIX [15, 16]. B Hacrosmeir padbore
paccMaTpuBaeTcs eauHast 6a3a, cogepxaias 453 nuarHo-
cThyecKue 3anmucu: 277 MoydeHbl ¢ TTOMOIIbIO METOAa
KYY3U u 176 — ¢ nomoisio Mmetoma MPT [15, 16].

Taomuna 2. O6was xapakmepucmuka nAyUeHmoK, 6X00UUX 8 8bI00pKY
KOHMPACHHO-YCUNEHHO20 YAbMPA36YK08020 UCCAe008AHUS

Table 2. General characteristics of patients included in the sample contrast-
enhanced ultrasound

Parameter ey
Minimal and non-

palpable lesions
(<15 mm)

Palpable
lesions
(>15 mm)

Yucno manueH-
TOK, 1 (%)
Number of patients,
n (%)

181(65,34) 96 (34,66) 277 (100)

CpenHuit
BO3pACT, JIET
Average age, year

44,4+ 11,0 41,5+ 11,7 43,6 £ 12,1

PenponykTuBHBII
niepuon, #n (%)
Reproductive
period, n (%)

120 (66,30) 69 (71,88) 189 (68,23)

Menonaysa, n (%)

Menopause, n (%) 61 (33,70)

27 (28,12) 88 (31,77)

Pe3synbTathbl

J171s1 peltieHus MOCTaBIEHHOM 3a1a4y ObLT OMMCaH aJl-
roput™ PSM.

1. ITocTpoenue moaemu. Ha naHHOM aTame ObLI Mpo-
BelIeH OTOOP NMEPEMEHHBIX, KONUPYIOLINX XapAKTEPUCTUKH,
YUUTHIBAsI TECOPETUIECKUE TIPEICTABICHUS O CBSI3U 3TUX
XapaKTePUCTUK KaK ¢ (DAKTOPOM, TaK 1 C UCXOIOM HCCIIe-
noBaHuUs. B paMkax moctaBiaeHHOM 3ama4yy ObLT ITPOBEIACH
0TOOP CJICIYIONINX XapaKTePUCTUK: BO3PACT, MEHCTPYallb-
HBII CcTaTyc, pa3Mep HOBOOOPa3oBaHUsI, KiacCupuKaiys
no BI-RADS, koanuecTBO 04aroB, THCTOJIOTUUECKOE 3a-
KioueHue. [lepemeHHOI pakTOpa OB MPUHST TUIT Me-
TOMa IMarHOCTUKU, a IIEPEMEHHOM UCX0aa — THCTOJIOT U~
YyecKoe 3aKmovyeHre. Takke HOpMUPOBaH KaxKIIbIii CTOJIOEIT
€O 3HAYCHUSIMM XapaKTePUCTUK IO MAaKCUMaJIbHOMY 3Ha-
YEHMIO.

2. Pacuer yc/ioBHBIX BeposiTHOCTei. J17151 pacyeTa ycioB-
HBIX BEPOSITHOCTEM MPUMEHSIACh JJOTUT-MOAe/b. Jloru-
CTUYECKasl perpeccusl — 3TO CTaTUCTUYECKash MOJEb,
KOTOpasi O3BOJISIET MpeAcKa3aTh BEPOSITHOCTH ITPUHA-
JIEXKHOCTU 00bEKTa K KAKOMY-JIM0O0 KJIaccy 10 3HaYSHUSIM
MHOXECTBa XapakKTepucTuk. B KayecTBe 3aBuUCMMOIl Ou-
HapHOIi IepeMeHHOI Opajicst (haKT MPUHAIIEKHOCTH T1a-
IIMeHTa K OCHOBHOI TpyIirie. B KauecTBe HE3aBUCUMBIX —
XapaKTePUCTUKU, TIOTCHIMAIbLHO BIMSIONINE HAa UCXO/.

OpLIZMHa./leble cmamobu

3. banancupoBka. 1j1s1 pelieHUs: TOCTaBJICHHOM 3a1a-
YU UCITOIb30BaJICS MeTo moadopa map 1:1 mmpu momMoIim
noucka okaiiiero cocena (nearest neighbor matching).
Jl1st Kaxkmoro HabJIIoAeHUSI U3 OCHOBHOM IPYITIbLI MOI0U-
pajoch Haubosiee OJIM3KOE MO 3HAYEHUIO BEPOSITHOCTHU
HaOJII0JeHUE U3 KOHTPOJILHOM TpyIIbI (puc. 1). J1is oueH-
KU BKJIa[ia U3y4aeMoro hakropa HeoOXoaMMO paccMaTpy-
BaTh Iaphl, MoMNagalolle B 30HYy IepeKpecTa 3HaYeHUIt
BEpPOSITHOCTEH.

4. IIpoBepka KayecTBa 0ananca. [Tocie mogbopa map
(134 HabnroaeHYs) MPOBEPsIaCh COTIACOBAHHOCTh I'PYIIIT
10 BCEM XapaKTepucTuKam. st OlleHKM COTIacusl, TOMU-
Mo BuU3yanuzanuu (puc. 2), npuMeHsiiach Kamnmna KosHa
(Cohen’s kappa) [3].

Karma Kosna = 0,767; 95 % moBepuTeIbHbII UHTEP-
Ban 0,656—0,878. TakuM 06pa3oM, HAOIIOJAETCS CYIIECT-
BeHHoe corjacue metonoB KYY3U u MPT mno BeibopKe
u3 134 nanueHTox [3].

5. Ouenka 3¢dekTuBHOCTH. [[7151 OLIEHKU U CPaBHEHUS
appexkTuBHocTy MeTogoB KYY3HM u MPT nposoauics
napHbIi aHaIU3 Ha ocHoOBaHUU PMS 1 BerumMcisiiuch oc-
HOBHBIC ¥ BCIIOMOTaTe/IbHbIC XapaKTePUCTUKHU JUTS KaxK-
noro metona. Takxke crpornack ROC-kpuBas [3].

B Ta6u. 3, 4 npeacraBaeHbl OCHOBHBIE M BCIIOMOTa-
TenbHble XapakTepucTuku MetogoB KYY3U u MPT
10 (277 HaGmoneHuit 1 176 HaGIIOAEHNIA COOTBETCTBEHHO)
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Fig. 1. Distributional balance between groups before and after pairing
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Fig. 2. Covariant balance plot before and after pairing

U nocie noadopa map (134 nadmonenust). Ha puc. 3 npu-
BeaeHbl ROC-kpuskie piisg MetonoB KYY3U u MPT nocne
noxbopa map.

IMokazarenu miowanu non kpuboit (AUC) MeTomoB
KYY3U u MPT paBubl 0,93 u 0,91 cooTBeTCTBEHHO,
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Fig. 3. Contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) and magnetic resonance

imaging (MRI) ROC-curves

YTO JOKA3bIBAET BHICOKYIO 3(P(HEKTUBHOCTH OOOMX METOIOB
B ntmarHoctuke PMXK.

BbiBOAbI
B cratpe pacCMOTPEH METOM IICEBAOpaHAOMMU3A-

OUKU 1 OIMMCaH aJITOPUTM, I/ICHOJIb?JyeMI)Iﬁ IJI1 OOEHKU
3(1)(1)6KTI/IBHOCTI/I 2 MAarHOCTMYECKMX METONOB; HOBOTO —

Taomaua 3. OcHosHble U 6cnoMO2amenbHble XapaKkmepucmuKu Memooa KOHMpacmHo-yCUAeHHO20 YAbMpPaseyK08020 Uccaedosarus 0o u nocae nodoopa nap

Table 3. General and additional characteristics of contrast-enhanced ultrasound before and after pairing

Before pairing

After pairing

95 % noBepHUTEIbHDII HHTEPBAJ

Contrast-enhanced ultrasound % 95 % 10BepPUTEIbHbII HHTEPBAT o
ZO‘IHOCT" 95,32 92,14—97,49 93,28 87,63—96,88
ccuracy
EYB?T‘%“TW’HOCT" 89,02 80,18—94,86 87,04 75,10-94,63
ensitivity
SCne_unq)uquch 97,96 94,86—99,44 97,5 91,26—99,70
pecificity
[TporHocTryeckast IEHHOCTh
MOJIOXKUTEJBHOTO pe3yJibTaTa 94,81 87,23-98,57 95,92 86,02—99,50
Positive predictive value
[TporHocTuyeckas lIEeHHOCTh
95,52 91,67—97,93 91,76 83,77—-96,62

OTPULIATEILHOTO pe3yJibraTta
Negative predictive value
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Taomuna 4. OcrosHyle u BcnoMocamenvHvle XapaKmepucmuKky Memooa MazHUMHO-Pe30HaHCHOL momoepaguu 0o u nocie noobopa nap
Table 4. General and additional characteristics of magnetic resonance imaging before and after pairing

Before pairing

Magnetic resonance imaging

TouHoCTh

OfIHOC 88,07
Accuracy
qYBt.:’FBI/ITeJ'[BHOCTB 72,58
Sensitivity
CHCF_[I/I'CI)I/I‘IHOCTL 96,49
Specificity
ITporHocTryeckasi HIeHHOCTD MOJOXUTEb-
HOTO pe3yJibrara 91,84
Positive predictive value
ITporHocTuyeckasi IEeHHOCTb OTPULIATENb-
HOTO pe3yJibTaTa 86,61

Negative predictive value

KYVY3HU u satanonnoro — MPT. IIpennoxeHHbI# an-
ropuTM peanu3oBaH Ha s3bike R. ITo pesynbratam
paboTHI MTpOTpaMMBbl BUIHO, YTO 00a MeTo1a IUarHo-
CTUKM TOKa3aJM OTJUYHBIE pe3yabTaThl, 95 % noBe-
pUTENIbHBIE WHTEpBaJbl MPAKTUYECKU ITOJTHOCTHIO
MEePeKPhIBAIOTCS, U3 YETO CIeAYET MpeABapUTeIbHbBII
BBIBOJI O TOM, YTO JAHHBbIE METOABI ABJSIOTCS 3KBU-
BaJIECHTHBIMU MO 3()(PEKTUBHOCTU B AMAarHOCTUKE
PMXK.

1. Bycbko E.A. MarHuTHO-pe30HaHCHasK

% 95 % 10BepHUTEbHbIi HHTEPBA

Voprosy neyrokhirurgii im N.N. Burden-

After pairing

% 95 % noBepUTEbHbINA HHTEPBA

82,34-92,46 91,05 81,52-96,64
59,77-83,15 84,91 72,41-93,25
91,26—99,04 95,06 87,84—-98,64
80,40-97,73 91,84 80,4-97,73
79,43-92,01 90,59 82,29-95,58

Hcnonb3oBaHKe CTATUCTUYECKOTO METOA TICEBIOPaHIO-
MU3ALUN [TO3BOIUT PACIIMPUTH BO3MOKHOCTU MEIULIMHCKHX
HCCIIEI0BaHMIA, TAK KaK He BCEr/a Leecoo0pasHo 1 Ge3orac-
HO JUTs1 TTALIMEHTA ITPOBOAMTH TECTUPOBAHKE HOBOTO AMArHO-
CTUYECKOrO METOA U BBITIONHATH 3TAJIOHHBINA METOM OIHO-
BpeMeHHoO. [lceBmopaHaIOMU3aLUST TTO3BOISIET TPOBOIUTH
JOCTOBEPHOE cpaBHEHME 3¢ (EKTUBHOCTU PA3IMYHBIX IUAr-
HOCTUYECKUX METOJIOB, BHIMOMHEHHBIX B PA3HBIX TPYIIIax
MALMEHTOB, IyTeM YCTPAHEHHUST CUCTEMATUUECKUX Pa3TNIHiA.

Posobie_po_analizu_mediko-bio-
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