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AHHOTauumA

OpHUM 13 pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX U Hanbonee TAXeNbIX 3ab01eBaHnIi OpraHoB MOYEMNOIOBOM CUCTEMbI ABMIAETCA Pak MOYEBOro My3bipA
(PMIM). CornacHo ctatuctuke BcemmpHon opradmnsauum sgpasooxpaHenna PMIT 3aHumaeT 10-e MecTo cpeau BnepBble BbIABMIEHHbIX
OHKOJIOrM4yeckux 3abonesaHuii B mmpe 1 13-e — B CTpyKType cMepTHOCTU. B Poccnm oH 3aHumaeT 11-e MecTo B CTpyKType 3abone-
BaeMoCTu 1 16-e — B CTPYKType CMEPTHOCTU OT OHKOJIOrMYecknx 3abonieBaHnin. B 60MbLIMHCTBE CNy4YaeB NepBMYHO BbIABIIEHHbIN
PMI gnarHocTupyeTcA B Bo3pacte 65—74 net. [1ATMNEeTHAA OTHOCUTENbHAA BbXnBaemocTb npu PMI IV cTtagum coctaBnAeT 0Kono
15%. CBOEBpeMeHHOe BbiABNEHWE, NPaBuibHOE CTaAMpoBaHme npouecca 1 BblbpaHHaA TakTuka fNeYeHnA BANAIOT Ha MPOrHO3 n
LanbHenlee KayeCcTBO XN3HM naumeHTa. B ctatbe npencrasneHbl 0630p NOAXOO0B K CTaAMpPOBaHuMio 1 BblABIeHUo PMI, kaTero-
pun CTaanpoBaHMA C UCMOMb30BaHMEM MyJbTUNAPaMeTPUHECKON MarHMTHO-PE30HaHCHOM ToMorpadum n cTaHaAapTU3NPoOBaHHONM Cu-
ctembl guarHocTukn PMIT (Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System — VI-RADS). NpeacrasneHbl unaoctpauum n kpatkune 063o-
pbl anbTepHaTMBHbIX METOA0B BU3yanu3aummn 06pa3oBaHnin MOYEBOro My3blpA U HOBbIX HaMpPaBfieHWI B OLLeHKe LMpoBbIX MeanLIMH-
CKNX N306paXKeHnin — pagMoMUKn U pagnoreHoMrkn. B byayluem npuMeHeHne AaHHbIX MeTOA0B AO/MKHO MOMOYb B OnpeneneHnm
B6MONOrMYECKNX XapakTePUCTUK onyxonu 6e3 nposeaeHnsa G1oncum.

KntoueBsble crioBa: pak moyeBoro ny3bipAa, VI-RADS, marHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHaA Tomorpaduma, KOMnbioTepHaa ToMorpadua, nosu-
TPOHHO-3MUCCMOHHAA ToMorpadua, CoOBMELLEHHAA C KOMMNbIOTEPHON TOMOrpaduen, pagnommka.
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Abstract

Bladder cancer is one of the most severe and common diseases of genitourinary organs. According to WHO statistics, bladder cancer is
the tenth in cancer morbidity structure and the 13th in cancer mortality structure in the world. In Russia, bladder cancer is 11th in cancer
morbidity structure and 16th in cancer mortality structure. In most cases, bladder cancer is diagnosed at 65—74 years of age. The 5-year
survival rate for stage IV bladder cancer is about 15%. Early detection, correct staging, and management of the patient influence the
prognosis and further quality of life. This review shows detection and staging methods of bladder cancer, staging categories based on
multiparametric magnetic-resonance imaging with the use of Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System (VI-RADS). lllustrations and a
brief overview of alternative visualization methods of bladder lesions, and new approaches in assessment of digital medical images, ra-
diomics and radiogenomics, are presented. In the future, these methods should help to determine the biological characteristics of the tu-
mor without taking a biopsy.
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BsepeHue

Pak mouesoro myspipg (PMIT) — geBATBINA 110 4aCTOTE BCTPE-
yaemocTy B mupe [1]. CornacHo craTucTuke BecemupHon opra-
HM3A1IMN 31paBooxpanenud (BO3) PMII sanumaer 10-e MeCTO
CPE/iN BIIEPBBIE BLIABICHHBIX OHKOJIOIMUECKUX 3260IEBAHUM B
mupe u 13- — B CTpPyKType cmeptHOCTH [2]. B Poccnn —
11-e MeCTO B CTPYKTYpE 3260J1€BAEMOCTH U 16-€ — B CTPYKTYpE
CMEPTHOCTHU OT OHKOJIOTHYCCKUX 32060JICBAHUI [3)].

[Tpumepno B 1/3 Bcex caydaes 3abonesanus PMIT Hadmona-
€TCSl MBIIEYHO-NHBA3UBHAsA (popMa paka [4]. [IpOrHO3 1 BbIKH-
BAEMOCTD TAKKE 3aBUCAT OT IIOJIA MAlIUEHTA [5]. YacToTa BO3-
HUKHOBeHUA PMITy My>KUMH B 4 pa3a BbIIIE, YEM Y JKEHIIUH, TEM
HE MEHEE y KEHIIUH JJAHHOE 3200JIEBAHUE UATHOCTUPYETCSA
ropasio MO3/HEE, 2 IPOrHO3 XYiKe [6]. [IATHIeTHSS BBIKUBAC-
MOCTb 32 2009—-2015 rT. cocrasmna 77,1% [1].

PMIT gxarHoCTUPYETCA B OCHOBHOM B IIOXKWJIOM U CTApYe-
CKOM BO3pacTe. B GONBITMHCTBE CJIy4a€B IEPBUYHO BBISBICH-
HbII1 PMIT imarsocTupyercst B Bospacte 65—74 ser [7]. B coot-
BETCTBUM C JJaHHbIMU BO3 MOMNYJISIIHS JIIO/IEN cTapiie 65 JeT K
2050 1. JOCTUTHET NPUOIU3UTEABHO 1,5 MJIPA, YTO COCTABUT
16% OT BCEMUPHOM TOMY/SIITNH [8).

K ¢pakTopam prcKa OTHOCATCA: paboTa HA IPEJNPUATUAX C
HCTIOJNBb30BAHUEM CMOJI M TUIACTMACC; BBICOKOE COZICPKAHNC
MBIITbSIKA, XJIOPA B BOJE; NMPHUEM JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX CPE/ICTB
(AHAJIBreTUKY, cojepsKamue (heHALECTHH, TUKIOMOochaMun);
KyPEHME; Pa/JUALINU; IHUCTOCOMATO3; XPOHUYECKUHN ITUCTHUT;
MENTUYECKAsA 3BA; TEHETUYECKAA TPEJPACIONOKEHHOCTD,
a TaKKe 3260JI€BAHS TAPOJOHTA [6,9—12].

MeToabl uccneposaHua PMI

CyIeCcTBYeT MHOXECTBO METOAOB BU3YAIM3ALMU [JI OLIEH-
KU HIMYUA U pACIpOCTpaHeHHoCTH PMIL «30/10ThIM CTaH-
JIapTOM» BU3YaJbHOM AarHoCTuku PMIT gBigerca ucToCKO-
nus [13]. JlaHHBIF METOJI IPUMEHSAETCS ISl OLLEHKU CJIU3U-
CTOM  OOONMOYKM MOYEBOro my3wipa  (MII), ycTbhes
MOYETOUYHHUKOB U ypPeTPphl. TakKe OJHUM U3 OTHOCHUTEIBHO
HEJOPOTUX U YACTO UCIOIB3YEMBIX METOOB BU3YATIU3AIIUNU
MIT 6€e3 j1y4eBOi HAIPY3KU ABJIACTCS YABIPA3ZBYKOBOE UCCIIE-
nosanue (Y3UW) [14]. Ina onpenenenus JOKAIU3aAUU U YPOB-
HA UHBA3UHU OIIYXOJIEBOI'O IIPOLLECCA MOTYT IIPUMEHATBC KAK
KoMmIibloTepHasg Tomorpadpusa (KT), Tak 1 MarHUTHO-PE30-

Puc. 1. IV crapgus PMI ¢ Hannynem pacnpoctpaHenns 3a npeaens M

¥ BOBNeYeHMeM BO BTOPUUHbII MPOLIECC 3anupaTenbHbIX, 0GLMX NOAB3AOLHbIX,
HIWKHNX GpbhkeeYHbIX NUMgaTUYECKUX Y3NOB U MeTacTaTU4eCKUM NopaxeHuem
nerKkux.

Fig. 1. Stage 4 bladder cancer with invasion and metastasis in obturator,

common iliac, inferior mesenteric lymph nodes, and lungs.

HaHCcHas ToMmorpacpus (MPT), ofHAKO METOJJOM BBIOGOPA CUU-
Taetrca MPT [15]. JIs OLIEHKH OITyXOJIEBOTO MPOIECCA MOKHO
TAKKE UCIIOAb30BATh TMOPUIHBIC METOABI BU3YAIIM3ALNUY, K
[IpUMEpPY, NO3UTPOHHO-IMUCCUOHHAA ToMorpadus (I1OT),
cosmemenHas ¢ KT (ITOT-KT), n konmmuectsennas MPT (nud-
(py3MOHHO-B3BEIICHHBIE N300pakeHUs — JIBU 1 KapThl U3Me-
paemoro koaddunuenTa Auddysun — UKI) npumeHdaioTcs
Ul OIIPEAENICHU YPOBHA OUOJIOTHYECKOM AKTUBHOCTU U UC-
II0JIb3YIOTCA B OCHOBHOM JIJIsI OTIPEJICJIEHUA CTAJUN U JIMHA-
MUKH IIPOIIECca BO Bpemst edenust (puc. 1) [16—18]. B tabm. 1,
2 IpeACTaBlIeHbl OCHOBHBIE IIPEUMYILECTBA U HEJOCTATKHU
PA3IMYHBIX METO/IOB BU3YIU3AIIUU 0Opa30BaHui MIT.

It cpaBHeHUA 3(P@MEKTUBHOCTH METOJOB BU3YAIU3ALIMU
MOKHO TAKXKE UCIIONb30BATh TAKUE MOKA3ATENN TOYHOCTH, KaK
YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTD, CIIENU(PUIHOCTD, TOKA3ATEb IIEHHOCTH I10-
JIOXKUTEIbHBIX PE3yabraToB (positive predictive value — PPV)

HasBaHue metona Mpeumyectsa

B03MOXXHOCTb OLEHUTb MOBEPXHOCTHbIE
N3MEHEHNA CIM3NCTON 060M104KM
BoamodkHa umcTockonmyeckana pe3ekuma
NOBEPXHOCTHbIX ONyXonewn
B coyeTtaHuu ¢ 6uoncueri ABnAeTcA
cTaHAapTOM AMarHoCTUKM peumansa

Lincrtockonua [19, 20]

Ta6nuua 1. MpeumyliecTsa U HeAOCTaTKU HErMGPUAHBIX METOI0B BU3yanunsauuu
Table 1. Advantages and disadvantages of nonhybrid methods of visualization

OI'paHVI‘-IeHHaH YyBCTBUTEJIbHOCTb K OrnpenesieHnio onyxonam Ha paHHeﬁ cTaguun
HeBo3moXKHO onpenennTb ypoBeHb MHBa3Un U HafiM4ne metTactasoB

HepocTtatku

CtoumocTb
VHBa3mBHOCTb

HewnHBasnMBHOCTb

TpyAHOCTM B BbiNonHeHn Y3W y naumMeHTOoB ¢ n36bITOYHOM Maccol Tena,

HeBo3mMo>kHO onpenennTb ypoBeHb MHBa3UU

KanbUMHUPOBAHHBbIMU WUJTX NJIOCKUMU ONYyXOAMN

Y3 [21-24] OTcyTCTBME NYYEBOWN HarpysKku .
[ ety At g TpynHOCTU B 0GHAPY>XEHUM NOpPaXXeHNA AnamMeTpoM <5 MM npwu no6oi
noKanuaauuy 1 nopaxxeHuii nioboro paamepa, pacnosioXKeHHbIX B 06nactu
LenKn nnun sepxyLuxku Mrl
MeHee wyBcTBUTENBHBIN, YeM MPT, MeToA cTaaMpoBaHWA ONyXoneBoro
npoLecca, Xy>xe onpeaenfAeTcA NHBa3vA B NMpuiexallye opraHbl
HeunHBasnsHOCTb poul Y pen P u p
. HeB03MOXHO onpeenuTb HanMyne MeTacTaTu4eckoro nopaxxeHms
Haunbonee 4yBCTBUTENbHBIN METOL,
numMaTnyeckoro yana HopmanbHoro pasmepa
[NA BbIABMEHUA KasbLyHauum
Xyxe, 4yem npu MPT, onpepensatoTcA Hebonblune onyxonu 6e3 nposeneHna
KT [25-28] B ocHOBHOM mcnonb3yeTcA AnA OLEHKN
BHYTPVBEHHOIO KOHTPacTMPOBaHNA
MeTacTaTU4eckun NopaxKeHHbIX
HeBO3MOXXHOCTb NPOBeAEeHUA NCCNeA0BaHNA C BHYTPUBEHHLIM KOHTPACTHbLIM
nMMpaTUYECKX Y3M0B U OTAANIEHHbIX o o
METACTAZ08 YCUNEHVEM NPV HANMYUK Y NaLMeHTa annepruiyeckol peakumm Ha KOHTPaCTHbIN
npenapart 1 Npu HapyweHnn yHKLMN NOYEK U HANMNYMEeM MeTanIMYecKmnx
npoTe30B B NOMIOCTN Tasa
HeunHBasmBHOCTb
OTCcyTCTBME NYHEBOW HArpy3ku
Hanbonee 4yBCTBUTENbHBIVA METOA, ANA CTonmMocTb +
[AVarHoCTUKMN U3MEHEHUI MATKUX TKaHeln HeB03MOXXHOCTb NPOBEAEHWA NCCNefoBaHNA nauveHTam
MPT [25-27, 29]

BoamoxxHocTb anddpepeHumposaTtb
VHBa3UBHYIO 1 HENHBa3MBHY0 hopmbl PMI
BbiABNEHVE YPOBHA NHBA3WUN 1 OTAANEHHbIX

MeTacTasoB

C KapAvoCTUMYIATOPOM, BHYTPUYEPENHLIMW KNUMCaMU (KPOME TUTaHOBbIX)
TpyAHOCTU NpoBefeHNA NCCNeA0BaHNA NaumeHTam ¢ Knayctpoobuer

102 JOURNAL OF MODERN ONCOLOGY 2020 | VOL. 22 | NO. 4

COBPEMEHHAA OHKOJIOIA 2020 | TOM 22 | Ne4



MARIA M. SUCHILOVA, et al. / JOURNAL OF MODERN ONCOLOGY. 2020; 22 (4): 101-108.

Ta6nuua 2. NMpeumyliecTBa n HeAOCTaTKU rMGPUAHBIX METOAOB BU3yannsaummn
Table 2. Advantages and disadvantages of hybrid methods of visualization

aHaTomMm4yeckan npueAska

HassaHue metopa Mpeumywectea HepocTtatkun
HeunHBasnBHOCTb CTOMMOCTb+
naT 1 BbiABneHne meT: NYECKON aKTUBHOCTU OMNyXonewn
9T [30,31] /1eHIe METaBoNNHecKoi a ocTV1 oryxone MpumMeHeHune 3aTpyaHeHo BcneacTeme Hakonnenua FDG B moye
BbiABNeHve oTaaneHHbIX MeTacTa3oB
HenHBasmBHOCTb
BbiABneHne MmeTabonmyeckon akTMBHOCTM ONyxosei CTONMOCTb++
BbiABNEHVe pervoHapHbIX, OTAANIEHHbIX MeTacTa3oB HeT y6eanTenbHbIX AoKasaTenbcTB npeBocxoAacTsa Hag KT
I'Ipeaocxo,u,m KT B BblABNEHUN OTOasIeHHbIX MeTacTa3oB C KOHTPACTHbIM yCu/1eHeM B OueHKe MeTacTtaTtu4eckun
MOT-KT [30-38] B oTnunume ot M3T 6e3 coBmelueHna ¢ KT 6onee BbicOKaA | MOPadKeHHbIX MMMMATNYECKNX Y3/10B 1 OTAASIEHHbIX MeTacTa3oB

Vcnonb3oBaHve B npoLecce HeoaabloBaHTHON
XUMUoTepanvun 1A OLEHKM OTBETA Ha JieveHne
BbIABMIEHVE NIOKANIBHOTO peLyarBa U OTAaNEeHHbIX
MeTacTasoB Nocne pagukanbHOW LMCTIKTOMUN

MpumeHeHue 3aTpyaHeHo BcneacTeme Hakonnenua FDG B moye
Mo cpaBHeHWo ¢ KT ¢ KOHTPACTHbIM YCUNEHNEM HECKOMbKO
6onee 4yBCTBUTESbHbIV MeTOA, ANA 06HapyxeHna PMIT,

HO MeHee CrneLmncUYHbINA

MaT-MPT [29, 39, 40]

B cpaBHeHWM ¢ apyrumm nyyeBbIMY METOAUKAMM
MakcvmanbHoO TovHana oueHka TNM-cTaaunin npu nepBUYHOM
CTaaMpoBaHWK, BbIABEHWN JIOKANIbHOTO peuvanea
MeHblue nyyeBan Harpyska B cpaBHeHun ¢ MNIT-KT

CTonMOCTb+++
[nnTensHoe BpeMA BbINOMHEHNA UCCNeA0BaHNA
HeBO3MOXXHOCTb NPOBEAEHUA UCCIE[0BAHUA NAUMEHTAM
C KapAOoCTUMYNATOPOM, BHYTPUYEpEnHbIMU Knnncamm
(KpoMe TUTaHOBbIX)
TpyAHOCTU NPOBEAEHNA UCCNENOBaHMA NauneHTam
¢ knayctpodobuen

Mpumeyanue. NMIAT-MPT — no3MTpoHHO-aMmccnoHHanA KT, coBmelueHHaA ¢ MPT.

Ta6nuua 3. NokasaTenu TOYHOCTU Pa3IMYHbLIX METOA0B
Buayanusauuu PMM (%)

Table 3. Accuracy rates of different methods of bladder cancer
visualization (%)

:::2::% YyscTBuTENnbHOCTL CneunduyHocte PPV NPV
'[jl';‘]“"c“””” 87 100 98 | 98
Y3 [42] 93,24 100 100 | 16,66
KT [43] 96, 3 86,4 92,8 | 92,9
MPT [44] 98,1 92,3 100 | 92,3
M3T-MPT [45] 84 50 70 70

Ta6nuua 4. NokasaTenun TOYHOCTU Pa3NIMYHbIX METOA0B
Bu3yanusauuu npu BbiABNeHUN metactasos PMI (%)

Table 4. Accuracy rates of different methods of bladder cancer
metastases visualization (%)

Hassanue

meTona YyscTBuTenbHoctb CneuncumyHocts PPV NPV
KT [47] 52,6 93,6 73,2 | 85,6
M3T-KT [48] 47 95 80 82

Ta6nuua 5. T’mcTonoruyeckoe ctpoeHue crteHku MM
Table 5. Normal histology of the bladder wall

Cnotii cteHku MM

F'mcTonornyeckana KapTuHa

Cnuancran MepexopHbIn anuTenun
obonouka CobcTBEeHHaA NnacTuHKa
Mopcnuanctaa Pbixnas BonokHucTan HeohopmaeHHan
obonoyka coevHUTeNbHaA TKaHb
Inapkan MblleyHaA TKaHb
MbiweyHanA Tpwv CnoA: BHYTPEHHWIA, LIMPKYNAPHDBIA, HApPY>XHbIA
obonoyka B weike umMpKynApHbIn cnoin obpasyeTt
BHYTPEHHUI CPUHKTEP
Ha BepxHe3aAHei 1 4acTU4HO Ha GOKOBbIX
Hapy>xHana p A
e MOBEPXHOCTAX MI — cepo3Han o6onoyka
B ocTanbHow YacTv — agBeHTuumnansHan o6onoyka

W MTOKA34TENb IIEHHOCTH OTPHUIIATEILHBIX PE3YABTaTOB (negati-
ve predictive value — NPV). B Ta61. 3 mpuBe/I€HbI 3HAUCHUS JIAH-
HBIX [IOKA32TEICH IIPU IPUMEHCHUU PA3IMYHBIX MCTO/IOB BU-
3yasM3anyu B oueHke PMIT

Taxoke oco60€ 3HAYEHNE UMEET OILIEHKA PACIPOCTPAHEHHO-
¢ty ipu PMIT, TOCKONIBKY OHA ONIPEIENAET BBIOOP TAKTHUKHU BE-
JIEHUS AITUEHTA, OObEM ONIEPATHBHOI'O BMENIATEIBLCTBA U JIAJIb-
HEUIIMN POrHo3. COrmacHO UCCIENOBAHUIO, IIPOBEAECHHOMY
A. Wallmeroth 1 coasT., TMM(PATUYECKUE Y3IIbI TOPAKAIOTCA ME-
TacTazamMu B 90% Cydaes, U3 BHYTPEHHUX OPId4HOB HanboJee

Puc. 2. Anatomus M cornacHo knaccudmkaumm Japanese Urological
Association, the Japanese Society of Pathology, Japan Radiological Society.
Fig. 2. Bladder anatomy according to the classification of Japanese Urological
Association, the Japanese Society of Pathology, Japan Radiological Society.

MpumeuaHue. 1 — nepegHAA ypeTpa; 2 — NpoCTaTUYeCKnin OTAEeN
ypeTpbl; 3 — weiika MI; 4 — TpeyronbHunk Mr1; 5 — 3agHAA cTeHka MIT;
6 — npaBan cTeHka MI1; 7 — neBana cteHka MIT; 8 — BepxyLuka MIT;

9 — nepenHAA cTeHka MI; 10 — ycTbe NpaBoro MO4eTOYHMKA;

11 — yCTbe NeBOro MOYeTOYHMKA; 12 — CEMEHHOW XONMUK.

Note. 1 — anterior urethra; 2 — prostatic urethra; 3 — bladder neck;

4 — trigone; 5 — posterior wall; 6 — right wall; 7 — left wall; 8 — dome;

9 — anterior wall; 10 — right ureteral orifice; 11 — left ureteral orifice;

12 — vermontanum (men).

4acTo MeTacTa3bl PMIT 0O6HAPYXUBAIOTCA B ITeYeHH (47%), N1er-
KUX (45%), KocTsix (32%), 6prommue (19%), riespe (16%), mod-
Kax (14%), nagnoueunukax (14%) u xumeunuke (13%) [40].
B Tabmn. 4 mpepcTaBaeHbl 3HAYEHNSA TTOKA3ATENEH TOYHOCTH PA3-
JIMYHBIX MCTO/IOB BU3YAJIM3ALIMN IIPU OLICHKH METACTATUYCCKO-
ro nopaxenus npu PMIT.

Cuctema VI-RADS B oueHke onyxonu MI
Cucrema VI-RADS (Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data Sy-
stem) paspaboTaHa EBponeiickoit accouanues ypouioros B
2018 r. 1 mpefonepatoHHOro craguposanus PMII [49]. OTa
CcHUCTEMA MPEAHA3HAYEHA /Ul CTaH/AAPTU3AIINN UHTEPIIPETa-
UM PE3YIBTATOB 00CIeoBaHusA MIT ¢ TOMOIIBIO MYJIBTHIIAPA-
MeTrpudyeckort MPT. MPT BsI€TCS OTIMYHBIM METO/IOM BU3Ya-
JIM3AIUH JUIS ICTAIBHOI OLIEHKY OPTaHOB MaJIOTO Ta3d, TAKKE
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Puc. 3. CxematnyHble nsobpaxenus obonoyek MM: a — mopdonoruyeckas cxema; 6 — T2-BU; e - IBU; 2 - UKM; d - OKY.
Fig. 3. Scheme of bladder wall layers: a — morphologic scheme; b - T2-weighted image; ¢ - diffusion-weighted images, d - apparent diffusion coefficient,
e — dynamic contrast enhanced.
a 6 r
nBn
4
3
2 2 2
1 1 1
MpumeyaHue. 1 — Hapy>xHaA 060/104Ka; 2 — MbilieyHaA 060104Ka; 3 — COBCTBEHHAA NNACTUHKA; 4 — NepexoaHbI ANUTENNIA.
Note. 1 — the outer layer; 2 — muscularis; 3 — lamina propria; 4 — transitional epithelium.
Ta6nuua 6. Busyanusauma o6onouek Ha T2, ABU, UKA, OKY
Table 6. Layers’ visualization on T2, DWI, ADC, DCE
Cnowu T2 aBU nKka OKY
Cnusuncrtana obonoyka He Buayanusumpyetca He Busyanusumpyetca He Buayanusumpyetca Buayanuaupyetca
Moacnuancraa obonoyka BusyanuaupyeTtca Busyanuanpyetca Busyanuaupyetca Busyanuanpyetca
MbiweyHasa obonoyka Buayanuaunpyetca Buayanuaupyetca Buayanuaunpyetca Buayanuaupyetca
Hapy>xHana obonouka BusyanuanpyeTtca Busyanuanpyetca BusyanuaupyeTtca Busyanuanpyetca
Ta6nuua 7. NMpoTtokon anAa MPT ¢ HamarHuyeHHocTbto nona B 1,5 Tn [49, 54-56]
Table 7. Parameter settings for 1.5 T MRI scanner [49, 54-56]
T2-BU ABU AKY
TR, mMc 5000 4500 3,3
TE, mMc 80 88 1,2
Yron oTKNoHeHuA 90 90 13
Mone (FOV) 23 27 35
Matpuua 256x189-256 128x109 256x214
TonwwuHa, mm 4 4 2
PaccToAHve mexay cpesamu 0-0,4 0-0,4 0
KonuuyecTBo noBTOpeHWiA 1-2 10-15 1
[BW B-chaxTopsl 0-800-1000
Mpumeuanue. TE — BpemA 9xo, TR — BpemA NOBTOPEHUIA.
Ta6nuua 8. NMpotokon anA MPT ¢ HamarHM4YeHHoCcTbio nonA B 3 Tn [49]
Ta6nuua 8. Parameter settings for 3 T MRI scanner [49]
T2-BU ABU AKY
TR, mc 4690 2500 o 5300 3,8
TE, mc 119 61 1,2
Yron oTKnoHeHuA 90 90 13
Mone (FOV) 23 27 15
Matpuua 400x256-320 128x128 192x192
TonwwmHa, Mm 3-4 3-4 1
PacctoAHve mexay cpesamu 0-0,4 0,3-0,4 0
KonnyecTtso NoBTOPEHNI 2-3 4-10 1
OB B-chaxTopsl 0-800-1000 (no 2000 c/MMm2)

IIpY IPUMEHEHUN KOHTPACTUPOBAHUs O1arojiaps TOMy METO-
JIy MOKHO TOJNYYUTh (PYHKIIMOHAJIBbHYIO HHMOpMaiuio. MPT
TAKKE ABJIAETCA METOIOM BBIOGOPA U1 MECTHOT'O CTaJUPOBA-
HUs, TIO3BOJISASA OIIEHUBATD HA JIOCTOBEPHO BBICOKOM YPOBHE
MICHKY U BEPXYIIKY Iy3bIPs, MECTHYIO MHBA3HIO, 4 TAKXKE I10Pa-
JKEHUE 3ATTMPATENbHBIX U IPECAKPAIbHBIX JIMM(PATUIECKUX Y3-
JI0B [50-52].

Onucanue Mo aHaTOMUYECKHUM CETMEHTAM IaTOJIOIMYe-
CKHX U3MEHEHUIT HE TOJIBKO BAXKHO JUIsl XUPYPI'OB, HO ABJIAET-
Cs1 KJTIOYEBBIM JIEMEHTOM IIPOTOKOJIA C IIOJCYETOM MHJEKCA
onyxonu. Hau6onee yno6Ho anaromusa MIT npe/icTaBieHa co-
1acHO KIaccuduxanum Japanese Urological Association, the
Japanese Society of Pathology, Japan Radiological Society
(puc. 2) [49].

[mcronorndeckoe CrpoeHue (TabiL 5) TaKKE BAKHO YIUTDI-
BATh IIPU OITMCAHUH NOITYy4eHHOM MPT-KkapTuHEL [TocpeacTBoM
PA3MMYHBIX PEKUMOB MyIBTANIapameTpudeckor MPT (MmMPT)
MOKHO BU3YIM3UPOBATD PA3IMYHbBIE CJIOU CTeHKH MIT (puc. 3).

B cBOAHOIM Tab/1. 6 MPEACTABACHB! PekuMbl MPT U CTEICHD
BU3YAIM3ALIMM PA3IMYHBIX CJIOEB CTCHKU MIT

ITepen MpOBEAECHNUEM UCCIEAOBAHM BCETTIA BA)KHO TOMHUTD O
NIPABMJIBHOM MOATOTOBKE MAIMCHTA M INIAHUPOBAHMM UCCIIE/IOBA-
HISA, TIOCKOJIBKY 3TO MOYKET HOBJIMATD HA KAYECTBO MCC/IEOBAHMS.

IToagrorosKa manMeHTa rnepes ucciaegoBanuemM [53]:

* 32 4 4 10 MCCIIEIOBAHNA HE IPUHUMATD ITHIILY.
e 32 1 4 10 KUCCIIEAOBAHUS HE MOYUTBCS.
* 3a 1 IeHb 0 UCCICJOBAHUA PEKOMEH/IYIOTCS OUNIICHUE K1~

MICYHUKA CIAOUTEIBHBIMU CPE/ICTBAMH, CITA3MOTUTHKH.
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Note. T2W (left), DWI (right), DCE (middle).

Puc. 4. KntoueBbie MPT-n306paxeHns B akcuanbHOM NNOCKOCTH AN cTpaTtudmkauumu nsmenenmi no VI-RADS.
Fig. 4. Key axial magnetic-resonance images for VI-RADS stratification.

Mpumeyanue. Cnesa — T2-BU; cnpasa — [1IBU-n3obpaxxeHne; no LeHTPy — n3obpaxKxeHne ¢ ANHaMNYECKUM KOHTPacTpOBaHMEM.

e — dynamic contrast enhanced.

a 6

B

CE - contrast enhanced category.

Puc. 5. Ctapum onyxoneBoro npouecca: a — Mopconornyeckas cxema; 6 - T2; e - IBU; 2 - UKA; a - OKY.
Fig. 5. Scheme of tumor stages: a — morphologic scheme; b - T2-weighted image; ¢ - diffusion-weighted images, d - apparent diffusion coefficient,

MpumeyaHue. 1 — Hapy>xHaA 060104Ka; 2 — MblllevyHaA 060/104Ka; 3 — COBCTBEHHAA NNACTUHKA; 4 — NepexofHbli anutenuii; SC — kateropumA
cTpYKTypbl; DW — anddysnonHo-e3seleHHan kateropua; CE — kaTeropna KOHTPaACTHOIO YCUNEHNA.
Note. 1 — the outer layer; 2 — muscularis; 3 — lamina propria; 4 — transitional epithelium; SC — structural category; DW — diffusion-weighted category;

r )

WUTtoroBbiin
%0 NHBasua

VI-RADS:

Ta6nuua 9. Utoroeble 6annbi no VI-RADS B 3aBucumocTtu ot 6annos no T2-BU, AKY v ABU
Table 9. VI-RADS final points according to T2-WI, DCE and DWI categories

Bannbl no T2-BU Bannbl no AKY n ABU

VI-RADS 1 MblweyHana HBa3nA KparHe ManoBepoATHa 1 1 no OKY w/wvnn 1 no ABU
VI-RADS 2 MblweYyHanA nHBasnA ManoBepoATHa OTt2p03 2 no OKY w/vnn 2 no BU
VI-RADS 3 Hanuune MblweyHon MHBa3nM COMHUTESbHO 3 3 no OKY w/vnu 3 no 1BU
VI-RADS 4 MbiweyHanA nHBa3nA BEpoOATHA OTr3pmo05 4 no OKY w/vnu 4 no ABU
VI-RADS 5 MHBa3unA B MbllLeYyHbI cnon 1 3a npeaensl MIN kpaviHe BepoATHa OT4p05 5 no AKY wn/wnn 5 no IBA

IImaHupOBaHHUE HCCIETOBAHMA:
e [TonoxkeHnue jiexa Ha CIIMHE.
o Karymika /yis TyJIOBUINA YCTAHABIUBAETCA HAJl TA30M:
— BEPXHAA I'PAHULA — YPOBEHD HIDKHET'O MEXPEOEPh;
— HIDKHSIS TPAHUIIA — HA 5 CM HIDKE JIOOKOBOTO CUM(PH3a.
e [leHTPpaIBHBIIN JIyY J1a3epa (POKYCUPYETCs HaJl IEPEIHEBEPXHEN
IIO/IB3/IOMIHOM OCTBIO: HA 5 CM HIDKE ITOAB3OUIHOIO I'PEOHSL.

MapameTpbl ckaHupoBaHua Ha MPT
B ta6s. 7, 8 mpeacTasieHbl IPUMEPBI IIPOTOKOJIOB JUIS IIPOBE/IE-

Hust MPT-mccmreqoBaHmE ¢ HAMArHUYEHHOCTBIO IO B 1,5 11 3 T,
Ha puc. 4 npejcrasieHsl Ko4deBbie MPT-N300paskKeHH B aK-

CUAJIBHOM IVIOCKOCTH.

Kareropuu Ha ocHOBe T2-B3BEHICHHOTO H300PaKEHHMA

(T2-BH):

* Kareropm: 1 (SC1). O6pazosanue pazmepom 10 MM, Xapak-
TEPUBYIOMIEEC IK30(PUTHBIM POCTOM, C HAUIMUYUEM HOXKKHU
win 6e3 HeC U/WIN YTONIECHUEM CIU3UCTOU OOOJOYKU.
MP-curaan oT MpIIIEYHOH O60JIOYKU PABHOMEPHO I'MIIOUH-
TCHCI/IBHbII;I, C YCTKUMH KOHTYPAMMH.

e Kateropusa 2 (SC2). O6pasosanuc pasmepom 10 MM, xa-
PAKTEPUBYIOMIECECA IK30(MUTHBIM POCTOM, C HATMYUEM HOXK-
KU M/WIN yTONIEHHON T'MIEPUHTEHCUBHOMN CIM3UCTOM
O60JIOUKON (€C/TN BU3YATTU3NPYETCA ), MU OITyXOJIb C MINPO-
KMM OCHOBAHMEM, C YTOJIIEHHOM I'MIIEPUHTEHCUBHOM CIIM-
3UCTON OOOJNIOYKOI (€CIH BU3YaAIU3upyeTcs). MP-curnan ot
MBIIIEYHOI OO60JIOYKU PABHOMEPHO I'HIIOUMHTEHCUBHBIN, C
YETKUMU KOHTYPAMHU.

* Kareropms 3 (SC3). OrcyrcrBue XapaKTEPUCTUK U3 KATETO-
puu 2:

— 06PA30BAHUE € SK30(PUTHBIM POCTOM 6€3 HOZKKU WU C HIU-
POKHUM OCHOBAHHEM;

— OTCYTCTBYET YTOJIIEHUE CIM3UCTON OGOIOUKHN (OTCYTCTBY-
€T IIOJIOCKA TUIIEPUHTEHCUBHOIO MP-crurnasna);

— MBIIIIEYHAs OO0JIOUKA UMEET OJJHOPOHBIN THITOMHTEHCUB-
HbIT MP-curnas, 6€3 IBHOrO HapyLUIEHUS LIETIOCTHOCTU.

* Kareropmsa 4 (SC4). [IpepriBaHue KOHTYPa MBIIIEYHOM 000-
JIOUKH.

* Kareropusa 5 (SC5). PacipocrpaneHue OIyXOJI€BOU TKAHU
JIO IEPUBE3UKATIBHOM JKUPOBOM KJICTYATKH.
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Kareropuu Ha OCHOBE JHHAMHY€ECKOI'O KOHTPACTHOI'O
ycmiaennsa (JKY):
* Kareropusa 1 (CE1). PanHee KOHTPACTHOE YCUJIEHUE MbI-
LIEYHOU OOOTIOUKU OTCYTCTBYET.
* Kareropusa 2 (CE2). PanHee KOHTPACTHOE YCUWIEHUE MBbI-
LIEYHOU OOO0JIOUKH OTCYTCTBYET, OTMEYAECTCS PAHHEE KOHT-
PAaCTHOE YCUJIEHUE CIIU3UCTON OOOJIOUKU.
Kareropus 3 (CE3). OTcyrcTBre XapaKTCPUCTUK U3 KATEIO-
pum 2. PanHee KOHTPACTHOE YCUIEHUE OIyXOJH, 6€3 ABHOI'O
HAPYIIEHUS IIETOCTHOCTH MBIIIEYHON OOOIOUKH.
Karteropmus:a 4 (CE4). Pannee KOHTPACTHOE YCHUIIEHUE OITyXO-
JIU C JIOKAJIBHBIM PACIIPOCTPAHEHUEM HA MBIIIIEYHYIO OOOIOUKY.
Kareropus: 5 (CE5). Pannee KOHTPACTHOE YCWIEHHE OIyXO-
JIA C pACIIPOCTPAHEHUEM Ha BCIO TOJIY CTeHKU MIT 1 niepu-
BE3UKAIBHYIO KJICTYATKY.

Kareropuu Ha ocHOBe [IBU:

Kareropua 1 (DW1). O6paszosanue pazmepoMm 10 MM, ru-
epUHTEHCUBHOE Ha [IBW u runonnteHcusHoe Ha MK, ¢
HOKKOH WJIN O€3 HEE 1/WIN YTONIICHHON CJIM3UCTON 060104~
KOH, TUIIOMHTEHCHUBHOI Ha [IBU. MblieyHass 060I04UKa C PaB-
HOMEPHBIM U30MHTEHCUBHBIM CUI'HAIOM Ha JIBUL.
Kareropusa 2 (DW2). O6paszosanue pazmepoMm 10 MM, ru-
rnepuHTeHCHBHOE Ha /IBU 1 runonnrencusHoe Ha MK/, ¢ ru-
IMOMHTEHCUBHOM HOXKKOM U/WINA YTONIIECHHOMN, ITUIIOUHTEH-
cuBHOH Ha IBM c/113UCTOI O60JI0YKON WX OIYXO/Ib HA IIH-
POKOM OCHOBAHMH C YTONIEHHON CIU3UCTON OOOTOUKOH C
HU3KOM WJIM IIPOMEKYTOUYHON MHTECHCUBHOCTBIO CUI'HAJIA HA
JBU. MplieuyHas 060J109Ka C PABHOMEPHBIM U30MHTCHCHB-
HBIM CUTHAJIOM Ha /IBU.

Kareropusa 3 (DW3). OTCyTCcTBUE XapAKTEPUCTUK M3 KaTe-
ropuu 2. O6pa30BaHUE MIICPUHTCHCUBHOE Ha JIBY. Mblmieu-
Hast 000JI0YKA C UBOMHTEHCUBHBIM CUTHAIOM Ha JIBU, 6€3 sB-
HOT'O HAPYIIEHMS [JEJIOCTHOCTH.

Kareropua 4 (DW4). [unepunrencusnoe Ha [ABU u ru-
nonHTeHCUBHOE HAa VK] 06pa3oBaHUE C JTOKATBbHBIM PACIIPO-
CTPAaHCHUEM HA MBIIIECYHYIO OOOJIOUKY.

Kareropua 5 (DW5). [unepunrencusnoe Ha [ABH u ru-
nonHTeHcuBHOE Ha K]l 06pazoBaHue ¢ paCIpoOCTPaHEHUEM
Ha BCIO TOJIITY CTeHKU MIT 1 IIeprBE3UKAIbHYIO KICTYATKY.

Ha puc. 5 cxeMaTUu4HO IPeJCTaBIEHbl PA3HbIE CTAJAUU OITyXO-
JIEBOTO MPOIECCA HA PA3TUYHBIX TOCIEOBATEIBHOCTAX.

[To pesynsratram MOMPT-uCCIe0BaHUS ONTYX0JIEBOMY IIPO-
11€CCY MPUCBANBAIOTCS OB, IO KOTOPBIM ONPEJIENAETCS CTe-
IIEHb MHBA3UHU Y JAHHOTI'O MAIJUEHT4, YTO IIO3BOJIAET JIeYaLEMY
Bpay4y BbIOPATD JAIBHEHIITYIO TAKTHKY BE/ICHUS (Tab71. 9).

S.Liu 1 COaBT. B CBOEM PETPOCIICKTUBHOM UCCIIECIOBAHUH PaC-
CUUTAIM 3HAYEHMA IIOKA3ATENIEH TOYHOCTH JIA CUCTEMBbI
VI-RADS ¥ MOKA3aJI1, YTO JAHHAA CUCTEMA MOXKET 3(PPEKTUBHO
UCIIOIb30BATHCS I OIIPELEIEHNA MBIIIEYHON UHBA3UU IIPU
HCCJIEIOBAHNUY MAIIUEHTOB, cTpajaaomux PMII [57]. B tabn. 10
MPEJCTABICHBI 3HAYCHUA IIOKA3ATE/ICH TOYHOCTH IIPH PA3/IHY-
HBIX UTOTOBbIX 6a/u1ax 110 VI-RADS.

Pagnomuka n pagmoreHoMuKa

PajmoMuKa — 3TO HOBOE HANPABICHHUE B OLIEHKE ITU(MPPOBBIX
MEJUIMHCKUX M300PKEHUI, KOTOPOE 3AKII0UAETCS B IpeoOpa-
30BAHUHN HU300PAKEHUH B KOJTUYECTBEHHBIE JJAHHBIE C IIEMIbIO
OO6BEKTUBHON 1 KOJTMYECTBEHHOM OLEHKN (PEHOTHITA OITYXOJIN 1
CO3/IaHMsT GUOMAPKEPOB BU3yanuzaiuu (puc. 6) [58]. [IpumMeHe-
HHE PAMOMUKH B MPAKTUYECKON JIEATETLHOCTH JOJLKHO TI0-
MOYb B OIPEACICHUNA OGHONOTMYCCKAX XAPAKTEPUCTUK OITyXOJN
6€3 TPOBEECHNS GUOTICHH. B HacTOsAIIEE BPEMS CYIIECTBYET MHO-
JKECTBO TIOTBITOK NPUMEHEHUSA PATUOMUKH JIJI OIPE/ICICHIA
OGHOMAPKEPOB PA3INYHBIX 3/I0KAYCCTBCHHBIX OITyXOJIeH [59).

X. Zhang 1 COaBT. IPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAIIA BO3MOKHOCTD IIPH-
MEHEHMS PA/IMOMMKH JIs1 aHanm3a JIBY y manmeHTos, cTpasaio-
mux PMIT [60]. B cBoeM HCCIEOBAHUHI OHH OTMETHIIH, YTO 110
IIM(POBBIM MOKA3ATENAM TEKCTYPBI OITYXOJIM MOKHO C BBICOKOM
JIOJIEN BEPOSITHOCTH OTJIMYUTD HU3KOJU(MP(DEPEHITNPOBAHHYIO U
BBICOKOAM(PDepeHmpoBannyio (popmel PMIT o IBU n MK/ -
KapraM. Takxe BOnpocoM JudPepeHINaNIbHON JTUATHOCTUKN
3THUX (POPM paKa 3AHUMATHCD J. Zheng 1 coasT. [61]. Onu paspa-
60Ta/I HOMOI'PAMMY HA OCHOBE PAJMOMUYECCKUX IIPU3HAKOB,
MOJIYYEHHBIX U3 BCelt onyxonn MIT u n3 6a3a1bpHOI 4aCTH opa-

Ta6nuua 10. Moka3aTenn TOYHOCTU NPU Pa3IUYHbIX UTOFOBbIX
6annax no VI-RADS (%)
Table 10. Accuracy rates according to VI-RADS final points (%)

3:;?;;':" YysctBuTenbHoctb Cneuudcpuudocts PPV NPV

VI-RADS=2 100,00 21,05 45,45 | 100,00
VI-RADS=3 100,00 50,00 56,82 | 100,00
VI-RADS=4 94,00 92,11 88,68 | 95,89
VI-RADS=5 68,00 98,68 97,15 | 82,42

Puc. 6. Paguomuka onpepensetcs kak 06paboTka AaHHbLIX BU3yanu3auuu,
BKNIOYalOLLas nocneaoBaTenbHble 3Tanbl: NOMy4YeHUs N306paxeHus,
CermMeHTaLyIo MHTepecytoLeii 0bnacTu, U3BneyeHne NPU3HaKoB U nomnyyeHue
CTaTUCTUKN.

Fig. 6. Radiomics is defines as medical imaging data processing, which
consists of the following steps: image acquisition, region of interest
segmentation, extraction of features
and statistical outputs determination.

s

Bladder cancer
Volume : 83.0342 cm?

Mean: 104.6698 SDev.
35.4837
Total: 2707284.0000
Min: 0.0000
Max: 402.0000
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M3Bneyenne NPU3HaKoB,

= CermeHTaunA =", (enne cTaTUCTUKM

skeHus Ha T2-BU. B ncciejloBaHuu OKa3aHo, YTO TaKast Pa/Iho-
MHUKA — KIMHUYECKAS HOMOTIPAMMA MOXKET YBEIMUUTD TOYHOCTD
JU(pPEePEHITUATBHON JJUATHOCTUKU HA IIPEIONEPAIIMOHHOM
aramne. X. Xu 1 COABT. C TOMOIIBIO PAJIMOMHUKHN PA3PA6OTAIN HO-
MOI'DAMMY UL OLIPEAECIECHUS PUCKA PA3BUTHA PELIUIUBA B TEUE-
HUe 2 JIeT C TTOMOIIbIo MIMPT [62].

S.Wu H COaBT. B CBOEM MCCICIOBAHNU ITOKA3AJTH, YTO PAJTUOMUKA
TAKCKE MOJKET YCIEIIHO UCTIONb30BaThCs Ipy aHam3e KT-1u3o6pa-
JKEHUI JUIA OLICHKU METACTATUYECKOI'O IIOPAKCHUS JTUMpaTHIC-
CKHUX y3/10B 11py PMIT BO Bpems IIpeonepatuoHHOM IOAIOTOBKA
[63]. K. Cha u cOaBT. HCCIIE/IOBATI BO3MOKHOCTD UCTIOIB30BAHHS
PAJMOMHKH Y AITOPUTMOB ITTyGOKOTI'O MAITMHHOIO OOYYEHHS IS
OLeHKH JuHaMuky PMIT (onpezeneHus I0HOro ¥ HENOIHOI'O OT-
BETA OIYXOJIM Ha TEPATHIO) C MCTIONb30BAHMEM JTJAaHHBIX KT-mccre-
JIOBAHUI JIO ¥ TIOCTIE JTledeHwst [64]. TAHHOE UCCIIeIOBAHKE HE BbI-
SIBUIO CTATUCTUYCCKU 3HAYUMON PA3HUIIBI MEXKIY PE3Y/IBIATAMU
Pa6OTHI AITOPUTMOB U 3AKIIOUYEHUAMY BPAYE-PEHTIEHOIOIOB.

PajimomuKa TeCHO CBA34aHA C PAJJUOT€HOMUKOIM, TEXHOJIOIU-
€1, TO3BOJIAIONICH YCTAHOBUATD CBA3b MEXY (PEHOTUIIOM OIIy-
XOJIU ¥ TEHOTHUIIOM ITauuenTa. P. Lin 1 cOaBT. HAa OCHOBE JaHHBIX
KT ¢ KOHTPACTHBIM YCHUIECHUEM C IPUMEHEHUEM PATUOMUKU,
PaAMOr€HOMUKU 1 KJIIMHUKOIIATOJIOTHYECKUX JAHHBIX Pa3pado-
Ta7M HOMOTPAMMY /I OIIPE/IETICHUS BBLKUBAEMOCTH MAIMEH-
TOB C IIATHOCTUPOBAHHON YPOTETUATBHON KAPITMHOMOH [65].

3akntoueHue

PMII BXOJUT B IECATKY CAMBIX YACTO BCTPEYAIOIINXCA OHKO-
JIOTUYECKNX 3200JIEBAHNI B MHPE, U COIVIACHO JIaHHBIM BO3
YHCJIO JIOAEH, CTPAAAIOMNX JAHHON IATOJIOTHEN, OYIET PACTU.
Cy1ecTByeT MHOXKECTBO METOJOB BblaBieHus PMII, HO Hau-
OGONBINIA MHTEPEC BBI3bIBACT MITMPT, TOCKONBKY O6/TaIaeT MaK-
CUMQJIbHOM TKAHEBOU M NPOCTPAHCTBEHHON BU3YAIM3ALMEN
[IPU OTCYTCTBUM JIYYCBOU HATPY3KU U UHBA3UU. MI3BECTHO, 4TO
MPaBUILHOE OIPEIEICHUE CTAJUM OITyXOJIEBOI'O IIPOLIECCA UI'-
PAeT BAKHYIO POJIb B ONPEIETIEHUU TAKTUKU BEJIEHUA TAIIMEHTA
U KOPPEJIUPYET € ITOKA3ATEIAMU BbLUKUBAEMOCTH, CMEPTHOCTU U
MPOIOKUTENBHOCTH 6E€3PELUANBHOIO IIEPUO/IA IS KAKIOTO
KOHKPETHOTO nanuenTa. Cucrema VI-RADS npeHasnauena s
obJerdyeHrs KOMMYHHKALMA MEXY BPAYAMU PA3IMYHBIX CIIE-
LIMAIbHOCTEH. JJaHHAs1 CUCTEMA Pa3padoTaHa OTHOCUTEIBHO He-
JABHO, TPEOYET AATbHENIIEIO U3YIEHUA U, BOSMOKHO, OYIET 10-
MIOJIHEHA B OY/IyIIEM.
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