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HAYYHBIN OB30P

NMPOTHOCTUYECKAS LEHHOCTb N3T/KT C 18F-PAl B ONMPEAEAEHUU
CTATYCA MYTALUUU TEHA EGFR ¥ NALIUEHTOB C
HEMEAKOKAETOYHbIM PAKOM AEFKOIo

AeoHTbeB A.B., PyOuoBa H.A., XaaMmoH AMN., AHTOHeBCKas T.A.,
Xamaoaeesa I.P., Kyanes M.T., AesLuakosa A.B., lNbinosa M.B.,
AasytmHa T.H., KoctmH A.A., KanpuH A.A.

IpeneAeHHe cTaTyca MyTalluM IeHa pelenTopa 3NHAepMaAbHOro ¢dakTopa pocra

(amra. Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor, EGFR) gaBasgieTcad KAIOYEBBHIM acCIeKTOM

OpU [AAHUPOBAHUH OITHMAaABLHOI'O A€YEHHsS IIaIlMEHTOB C PacIpOCTPaHEHHBIM

HEMEAKOKAETOYHBIM PakKoM Aerkoro. OpHako, IIoAydYeHHEe MaTepHaasa aagd Mopdo-
AOTHYECKOTO HCCAENOBAHHA MOXKET OBITh 3aTPyAHEHO BBHAY PAa3AWYHBIX IIPUYMH, a €ro pe-
3yABTAT HE OoTpazKkaeT KAeTo4YHYI0 rereporeHHOCTD. [I9T/KT c 18F-P/II" — 53170 BEICOKOMHDOP-
MaTHBHas MeTOAHKAa BH3yaAM3alllM, KOoTopas IIHPOKO HCIIOAB3YETCS B AHArHOCTHKE paka
AETKOTO M MOXKET IIPUMEHATHCS AT IIPOTHO3UpPOBaHUS Haawuusg MyTtanuu reHa EGFR. Ilpo-
rHocTudecKas 1eHHocThb [19T/KT ¢ 18F-®/II' B mpeaukiuu craryca myranuu reia EGFR 6b1-
Aa pacCMOTpeHa B MHOTOYHMCAEHHBIX HCCAEIOBAHUAX, PE3YABTATHI KOTOPBIX OBIAM JOCTATOYHO
Pa3HOPOAHEI.

Llearto HacTosIlero 0630pa ABASETCS CpaBHEHHE Pe3yALTATOB CEpHU paboT, IIOCBH-
IIEHHBIX OIPEIEACHUIO IIPOTHOCTHYECKOM IIEHHOCTH Pa3AMYHBIX H3MEPSEMBIX IIoKaszaTeseH
apu [19T/KT c 18F-®/I'. B crarbe TakKe IIpeACTaBAEHBI 00IHe PEKOMEHIAIIUU 10 IIpUMe-
HEHUIO NaHHOM MEeTOAWKH Ha Pa3AMYHBbIX 3TallaX AUArHOCTHUKH W A€YEHUS IallMeHTOB C He-
MEAKOKAETOYHBIM PAaKOM AETKOTO.
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&I, EGFR, uarHOHUTOpH! THpOo3uHKNHA3RI, [19T /KT.

KouTakTHBIH aBTOp: AeouTheB A.B., e-mail: aleksleont@yandex.ru

Lna yumuposarusi: NAeonmoeg A.B., Pybuosa H.A., Xanumor A.HU., Anmonesckas T.A.,
Xamaoeesa I'.dD., Kynuee M.T., Aeswarosa A.B., ITeunosa H.B., Aasymura T.H., KocmuH A.A.,
Kanpun A./. IIpoenocmuueckast yeHHocme 19T/ KT ¢ 18F-®/II" 8 onpedeneHuu cmamyca my-
mayuu e2eHa EFGR y nayueHmog C HemMenKoKNIemouHbiM pakom sezkozo. REJR 2020;
10(1):191-205. DOIL:10.21569/2222-7415-2020-10-1-191-205.

Crarpsa mosyueHa: 10.02.20 CraTba npuHaTa: 26.02.20

PROGNOSTIC VALUE OF PET/CT WITH 18F-FDG FOR EGFR GENE MUTATIONS
STATUS EVALUATION IN PATIENTS WITH NON-SMALL CELL LUNG CANCER

Leontyev A.V., Rubtsova N.A., Khalimon A.l., Antonevskaya T.L., Khamadeeva G.F.,
Kuliev M.T., Levshakova A.V., Pylova V., Lazutina T.N., Kostin A.A., Kaprin A.D.

he identification of the mutation status of the epidermal growth factor receptor
(EGFR) is important for the optimization of treatment in patients with advanced
non-small cell lung cancer.

However, the acquisition of adequate tissues for EGFR mutational analysis is some-
times not feasible due a number of reasons, also the result can be insignificant when it
comes to cellular heterogeneity. PET/CT with 18F-FDG is a highly informative imaging
technique used for diagnostics of lung cancer, which can be used to predict the presence of
an EGFR gene mutation.

Previous studies regarding the predictive role of 18F-FDG PET/CT for EGFR muta-
tions in NSCLC patients are conflicting.
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Purpose. To compare the results of numerous studies and determine the prognostic
value of various measured parameters 18F-FDG PET/CT. The article also provides general
recommendations on the use of given modality at various stages of diagnosis and treatment
of patients with non-small cell lung cancer and its advantages over traditional imaging
methods.
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CTPYKType MHUPOBO#l 3ab0A€BaeMOCTH

3A0KaQ4€CTBEHHBIMH HOBOOOpPa30BaHUs-

mu (BHO) pak Aerkoro 3aHUMAaET IIEPBOE

MECTO Cpeou MYKYHUH U TPEeTbe MECTO

cpenu xeHIwH, B Poccun Ha 2017 rox

3TOT TIIOKazaTeAb cocTaBuUA 16,9% u 4,0% gasa

MyzK4YHUH M ZKEHIIWH COOTBeTCTBeHHO [1]. B 2018
rofy B MHpPe ObIAO 3aPETHCTPHUPOBAHO 2 MAH. HO

BBIX CAydaeB 3aboaeBaHusI, U3 HUX 1,76 MAH. Ae-

TaABHBIX MCXONOB [2, 3]. B cOOTBETCTBHH C THCTO-

AOTHYECKOH KaaccudHUKauell pak AETKOTO IIOM-

pasmeasieTcss Ha MEAKOKAeTOYHbIH (MPA) m Hemea-

KokaeTouHbéi (HMPA), Ha mocaemHUNE ITPUXOIUTCS
80-85% Bcex cayuaeB 3aboaeBaHus (puc. 1) [4].

Coraacuo peromeHmamuaM NCCN  (aHra.

National Comprehensive Cancer Network, Harmo-

HAABHOM KOMIIAEKCHOM OHKOAOTHYECKON CETH,

'Mcronornyeckue tunol HVIP/

W [1p. rucTonormHecKme TMnol

B ApeHoka pumHOMa

MAOCKOKNETOHBIN pak

Puc. 1 (Fig. 1)

Puc. 1. Auarpamma.

Pacnipeneaenune rucroasorudeckux tunos HMPA. Ilur.
mo: Agrawal A, Rangarajan V (Eds.) PET/CT in Lung

Cancer. Springer International Publishing, 2018. C 10.
Fig. 1. Diagram.

NSCLC histological types.
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CIIA), Xupyprudeckoe AedeHHe He ITOKa3aHOo Ia-
uuerTaMm c lIIB-1IV craguamu 3a0oaeBaHUd. B 3THX
cAydasx HaszHadaeTcs AydeBada Tepanus (AT), xu-
muotepanua (XT), uMMyHOTepanus, a Takske Tap-
reTHas Teparud [S].

[MaaTuHOCOmepxkammaa XT aBadgerca Tpagu-
IIUOHHBIM METOIOM A€YEHHS pPaCIIPOCTPaHEHHOI'O
HMPA. Yactora oTBeTa Ha HCIIOAB3yEMble B
Hacrosiee Bpems: cxembl XT cocraBager ot 30%
no 40%. Y mammenToB, y KoTopblx XT oka3zasach
Hed(pPeKTUBHA, CPEeIHHUM MoKa3aTeAb OOIlle#l BBI-
JKUBAeMOCTb cocTaBadgeT Bcero 8-10 mecsanes [6].
OpHo#t m3 mpwuuH HU3KOU adderTuBHOCTH XT
MOXKET IBAATHCS HaAW4YHe MyTalllM I'eHa pPeLerTo-
pa osnumepMasbHoro akTopa pocTa  (aHTA.
Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor , EGFR).

B cooTBeTCTBHH C MEXAYHAPOLHBIMH PEKO-
MeHOanusaMu, npu obHapyxkeHmu HMPA Heobxo-
[OUMO IIPOBOIUTH MOAEKYASIPHBIHA aHaAM3 OILyXoAeH
C THUCTOAOTHYECKOH KapTHHOH aneHOKapIIMHOMBI
Ha Haawume Mytanuu reHoB EGFR, ALK, ROSI,
BRAF u PD-L1 [7]. dpyrue mOTE€HIHMAABHO TPHUT-
repHble MyTalllH, aMIAR(QUKAIMH U TPaHCAOKAa-
MU T€HOB, BcTpeuarommecsa npu HMPA, Bkatoua-
1oTr B ceba, KRAS, HER2 u FGFR1 (raba. Nel) u
MOTYT OBITH BBISIBA€HBI B COOTBETCTBHH C IIepe-
CMOTPEHHBIMHU peKoMeHaauamu [4, 8 - 11].

l'en EGFR pacrionozkeH Ha KOPOTKOM IIAede
7 xpomocoMmb!l (7pll.2) u xomupyer 170-kDa pe-
LenTop TpaHcMeMOpaHHOTo dakTopa pocra I Tumna
¢ tuposunH-kKuHa3Hou (TK) akTuBHOCTBRIO [12].
EGFR npuHamaesxuT K ceMeHCTBY pelerntropa TH-
po3unkuHa3z HER/erbB (RTK), B KoTOpBIii BXOOAT
HER1 (EGFR/erbB1), HER2 (neu, erbB2), HER3
(erbB3) u HER4 (erbB4). OTu penenTopsl obaaga-
0T CXOJHOW MOAEKYASIPHOH CTPYKTYpPOM: BHEKAE-
TOYHBIH, oorartelid ILIUCTEUHOM AUTAH]I-
CBS3BIBAIOLIUMN IOMEH; €AUHUYHBIN A-CIIUPAABHBIN
TpaHCcMeMOpaHHBIH [OMEH; IIHTOIIAA3MAaTHIeCKUH
nomeH TK (Bo Bcex penenrtopax, kpome HERS3); u
KapOOKCH-KOHIIEBOH CUTHAABHBIH nomeH [13].

TK akTuBUpyeTCcd B pe3yAbTaTe IOMOAVMe-
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Tabauua Nel. BcTpeuaeMOCTh aAbTepauuii F€HOB IPH Pa3AHYHBIX FHCTOAOTHYECKHX TH-

nax HMPA.
Tun anprepanuu Anenokapuud Ma (%) IlnockokieTounblii pak (%) MeJxokaerounslii pak (%)
Mymauyuu
TP53 30-40 50-80 >90
RB 5-15 5-15 >90
EGFR
- EBPOIICOHIbI 10-20 <1 <1
- a3uatsl 25-45 <5 <5
KRAS
- €BpPOTICOUIbI 15-35 <5 <1
- a3uatsl 5-10 <5 <1
ERBB2/HER2 <5 0 0
BRAF <5 0 0
PIK3CA <5 5-15 <5
Amnaugukayuu
EGFR 5-10 10 <1
ERBB2/HER2 <5 <1 <1
Met <5 <5 <1
Myc 5-10 5-10 20-30
EGFR1 <5 15-25 <1
Tpancnoxayuu
ALK 5 <1 0
ROS 1-2 0 0
TP53 1-2 0 0
NTRKI u NRG1 <1 0 0

Publishing, 2018. C 18.

IOur. mo: Agrawal A, Rangarajan V (Eds.) PET/CT in Lung Cancer. Springer International

pH3allUd HAHW TEeTEPOAMMEPH3allUU C APYTHUMH
POACTBEHHBIMH pELIENITOPAMH — 4Jale BCEro
HER2, y KOTOPOTO OTCYTCTBYEeT COOCTBEHHBIH CIIe-
nudrdecKuit aurana [12]. 9toT mpolecc HpUBO-
OUT K ayToocOpHUANPOBAHHUIO [IUTOIIAA3ZMATHYIE-
CKOI'O JOMEHa pPELENTOpa U II03BOASIET €My B3aH-
MoAeHCTBOBATh C afallTOPHBIMU MOAEKyAaMH, KO-
TOPbIE CBA3BIBAIOT PELENTOPBI C HHUXKECTOAIINMHU
CUTHAABHBIMH IIyTAMH [14]|. BHyTpHKAeTO4YHAad
CHUTHaAHM3allMs OIIOCPEAyeTCs TAaBHBIM 00pazom
gyepe3d 1nyTb RAS-RAF-MEK/ERK-MAPK, myTh
PIBK-PTEN-AKT, a TakKe IIyTh CUTHAABHOI'O IIpe-
obpaszoBaTeas B aKTHUBATOpa TPAHCKPHUIIIINHK (K3
cemeiictBa 6eakoB STAT), dakTopa pocra 3HIOTE-
aug cocynoB (VEGF) u dakropa TpaHCKPHUIIIINU
Elk-1. Ilepemaya curHasaoB EGFR B KoHeYHOM
UTOre IMIPUBOAUT K YBEAHYEHHUIO IIPOAUDEpPAIIUNH,
HEOaHTHOIeHe3y, MeTacTa3sHpOBaHUIO KU Hapylle-
HHIO PETYALAIIMHU aromnTo3a [15].

TK-akTuBHOCTE EGFR MOXKeT peryaupoBaThb-
Cd HECKOABKHUMH OHKOT'€HHBIMH MeEXaHH3MaMH,
BKAO4asa Mytanuioo reHa EGFR, moBeillleHHOE KO-
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AWYECTBO KOIHH reHa M HM30BITOYHYIO 3KCIIPECCHIO
EGFR [16]. PeumenTopbl M AUraHAbl CeMeMcTBa
EGFR TakxKe 00eCIIeYUBaIOT CAOXKHBIE B3aUMOIEH-
CTBHHA MEXKY OIIyXOACBBIMHU KAETKAMHU M €€ MHUK-
pookpyzxeHHueM. HempaBuabHad akTHUBAlLlUS TeHa
EGFR mHrHOHpyeT aronTo3 OIyXOAEBBIX KAETOK M
CIIOCOOCTBYET IIPOTPECCHPOBAHUIO OIyXoan [17].
EGFR mozxker Takzke B3auMOAeHCTBOBATL C HHTE-
TPUHOBBIMU IIPOBOAAINIUMH IIyTAMH M aKTUBUPO-
BaTh MAaTPHUYHBIE METAAAONPOTEHHA3BI OAd H3MeE-
HEHHd KAETOYHOM aAre3WH, CTHMYAHUPOBATBH IIO-
JABHUZKHOCTh M HHBA3HIO KAETOK, YTO CIIOCOOCTBYET
MeTacTrasupoBanuio [18 - 20]. I[Ipu HMPA moBsbI-
LHIEHHE DKCIIPECCHH HAHU aKTHBHUPYIOIIHE MyTalluH
reHa EGFR nmpuBoadaT K KOHCTHUTYTHUBHOM aKTHB-
Hoctu TK, T.e. HHAYLIUPYIOT PELIENITOPBI U3 ceMeH-
ctBa TK K B030y>KOEHHIO U Ilepeaade CHTHaAa B
OTCyTCTBHHU aroHucra [21].

BrlaBacHHE HaAWYHA W OIPEAEACHHE THIIA
MyTalllii ITO3BOASIET BBIAECAUTH TPYIILy ITAllEHTOB
¢ HMPA c HauboABIIIEH BEPOSTHOCTBIO OTBETA HAa
TEeparnuio TeMHU HAHM HHBIMH HHTHOHUTOPAMU THPO-
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Puc. 2 (Fig. 2)
Puc.2. Cxema.

AATOPHUTM TapreTHOU Tepaluy IIEpBOH AMHHUU pacrnpocTpaHeHHoro HMPA y maieHToB ¢ IIOAOKUTEABHBIM CTATyCOM

mytauuu EGFR (pekomennanuu NCCN Bepcuu 3.2020).
Fig. 2. Scheme.

Algorithm for the first line targeted therapy of advanced NSCLC in patients with a positive EGFR mutation status

(NCCN v3.2020)

- iiut. mo: NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology (NCCN Guidelines®) Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer Version

3.2020 — February 11, 2020. C 34

sunkuHa3el (UTK) (puc. 2) [5].

C pa3paboTKOH U KAMHHYECKHM BHEIpPEHHEM
npenapatoB rpynnel UTK cBg3aHo MDOBBIIIEHHE
rokasaTeAsd BBIKMBAeMOCTH 0e3 IIporpeccupoBa-
HUY B CyOIONYyAdIIMH IIAIIHEHTOB C aKTHBHUPYIO-
myMu MyTanusaMmu refa EGFR [22].

[Ipenapatsl rpynnsl MTK pekoMmeHIOBaHBI
PoccuiickuMm 00IIIeCTBOM KAMHHYECKOH OHKOAOTHH
(RUSSCO), Accormarue#t onkoaroroB Poccun, Ame-
PHKAHCKHM OOIIECTBOM KAMHHUYECKOH OHKOAOTHH
(ASCO), EBpomeiickum 0OIIIECTBOM MEIUIIMHCKOMN
oukoaoruu (ESMO) m HammoHaabHOH KOMIIAEKC-
HOM oHkoaorudeckolt cetpro (NCCN) B kauecTBe
IIOTEHIIMAABHOM Tepalyuy IIEPBOM AMHHUU [Ad I1a-
LIUEHTOB C pacipocrpaHeHHbIM HMPA nipu Haawu-
uyny Myranuu reHa EGFR [23].

Mexauusm pnevictesuga HMTK 3arkamodyaerca B
IIpepbIBAHUH CHUTHAABHBIX KacCKaoB, WHTHOUPYIO-
IIUX aIloIlT03, W IIOBTOPHON CEHCHUOWAH3AIIUU OILy-
XOAEBBIX KAETOK K ero HHAYKLUH (puc. 3) [24].

OpHako, HIPHUMEHEHHE TapreTHOH Teparuu
3(pdeKTHBHO He y BCeX IIAIlMEHTOB H3 MIaHHOH
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rpymnmel. [IpearosaraeMo#i IpUYUHON 5TOr0 MOKET
OBITH IeTEPOTEHHOCTH OIIyXOAH. BBumay atoro, pe-
3yAbTaT MOP(OAOTHYECKOH OIIeHKH M TI'eHeTHde-
CKOI'O TecTa IIOCA€ BBIIIOAHEHHS OHOIICMH He BCe-
rma oOBbEKTHBHO OTpazkaeT cTaTyc oIyxoau [25]. B
NAaHHOM CAydYae IIEPCIIEKTUBHBIM MOXKET OBITh
IpUMEHEeHHEe METOAUKH, C IIOMOIIbI0 KOTOpoH
BO3MOXKHO OILIEHHUTH BECh OOBEM OILyXOAEBOI'O IIPO-
necca.

[TosuTpoHHAs SMHCCHOHHad ToMorpadus,
COBMEIIIEHHAas C PEHTTeHOBCKOW KOMIIBIOTEpPHOH
TOMoOTrpacueit (II3T/KT) c 18F-
¢dpropae3zokcuraroko3oit (18F-®/II) — 310 HewmHBa-
3UBHaAs MeTOAWKa BH3yaAM3allMH, IIPH KOTOPOH
nasa guarHocTuku 3HO Hcrnoab3yroTcs MeTaboAH-
4eCcKHe U aHaTOMHUYecKHe rnokasarear. OHa MOXKeT
IPUMEHSTHCHI IIPHU CTaAUPOBAHUH, OIleHKe 3deK-
TUBHOCTH A€YEHHUS, BBIIBACHUH PEILHUIUBOB, IIAA-
HUPOBaHUH Ay4Y€BOH Tepalliyl U OIpPeNeACHUHU
IIPOTHO3a IIPU paKe AErKoro. YHHKaABHOE codeTa-
Hue npeumytiectB [19T/KT Hag TpagullMoOHHBIMU
MeToNaMH Ay4eBOH BH3yaAH3alllHu HMeeT OoAbIIoe
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Peuentop K EGF
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Puc. 3 (Fig. 3)

Puc.3. Cxema.

Mopaeab OHKOT€HHBIX CUTHAABHBIX r[y'reﬁ 1 MEXaHHu3Ma UX I/IHI‘I/I6I/IpOBaHI/IH C IIOMOIIIBIO UTK.

Fig. 3. Scheme.

Schematic model of tumorigenic signaling pathways and their inhibition by TKI

- mut. mo: Eckstein N, Roper L, Haas B, Potthast H, Hermes U, Unkrig C, et al. Clinical pharmacology of tyrosine
kinase inhibitors becoming generic drugs: the regulatory perspective. Journal of Experimental & Clinical Cancer

Research volume 33, Article number: 15 (2014)

3Ha4YeHHEe Ha BCeX 3Tallax JUATHOCTUKH U A€YEHUT
nanueHToB ¢ HMPA [26].

[Ipr moOmO3peHWH Ha 3A0KAYECTBEHHOE IIO-
pazkeHHe IKeAaTeAbHO ITPOM3BOAUTH 3abop mare-
pHasa c 1eAblo BepudUKaIlUU IIporecca U3 yJacT-
Ka obpaszoBaHUda C HaubOAbIIeH MeTabOAHYEeCKOH
akTUBHOCTBIO I1I0 maHHbBIM [IOT/KT c¢ 18F-®AT
[27]. B cBg3m c 2THUM, a TakKe BO3MOXKHOCTBIO
Pa3BUTHSA HECHEIN(PUIECKUX PEaKTUBHBIX H3Me-
"HeHui, BbirmoaHeHue [I1OT/KT ¢ 18F-®AI" moakHO
IpealIeCTBOBATh MPOBEACHHUIO Ouorcuu. [laHHBIH
IOAXO0/ TI03BOASET U30eXKaTh IMOBTOPHBIX OUOIICH
U HCKaxKeHHbIX pe3yabTaroB I[IOT/KT, moBsblmiaa
9(pPEeKTUBHOCTb OIIEHKH U COKpallasd BpeMd IIe-
pex HavyaAOM AE€YEHHUs.

B coorBerctBuu c pekomeHparuaMu NCCN,
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I[NI9T/KT c 18F-®/I' aBageTcd HEOTHEMAEMOH dYa-
CTBIO HepBHUYHON auarHocTuku HMPA, u ee BBI-
IIOAHEHHE PEKOMEHAyeTCS Ha MHUIIHAABHOM 3Talle
y mamueHToB C Aroboi cramueit. [I9T/KT c 18F-
&I’ Takxke, Kak u MPT c¢ guddysnonHo-
B3BEIICHHBIMH  H300pPazKEHUSIMH, IIPEBOCXOIUT
PEHTIEHOBCKYIO KOMIIBIOTEPHYI0 ToMorpaduio (KT)
IIPpU OILIEHKE pa3Mepa IIEPBUYHOIO OIIyXOAEBOI'O
ouara B CAydae, KOorza IIOCAEOHHH OKpyzKaeT 30Ha
OOCTPYKTHBHOIO aTeAeKTasa, YTO Ype3BBbIYAHO
BaXXHO IIpU IIAQHHUPOBAHHHU Ay4YE€BOH Tepalinu.
Baaromapa npumenenuio I19T/KT Bo3mozkHO 60-
Aee TouHO, 1o cpaBHeHUIO ¢ KT, ompeneaars cre-
IIeHb BOBA€YEHHS OPraHOB CPEAOCTEHHd U MeTa-
CTaTHU4YECKOe IIOparkK€eHHEe MEeAHMACTUHAABHBIX AUM-
darmyeckux y3a0B [28]. Kpome Toro, mnaHHbIH Me-
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TOM, TI03BOASET OOHAPYKHBAThH OTAAACHHbLIE MeTa-
cTas3bl, He BbIIBA€HHBbIE paHee npu KT m ocreoc-
OUHTUTpadHH, YTO MOXKET IIOBAUATH Ha KAMHHYeE-
CKYIO CTaIHI0 U TaKTHKy AedeHHd. CoraacHo pe-
roMmeHAgausaM NCCN, BBIITOAHEHHE OCTEOCIIMHTH-
rpacduu onpaBaaHHo, TOABKO ecau [19T/KT ¢ 18F-
&I gHepoctynHa [29]. CTOUT OTMETHUTDH, YTO B OT-
HOIIIEHHMM OII€HKH METacTaTHUYeCKOI0 II0pazkKeHUd
roaoBHoro mosra, [I9T/KT c 18F-®AI' ycrymaer
MPT 1 He MOXKET €€ 3aME€HHUTDb B AHUArHOCTHYECKOM
aATOpUTME.

MeTaboardecKkue IIOKA3aTEAH, IIOAYUIEHHBIE
no pesyabrataMm II9T/KT ¢ 18F-®I', MoryT OBITH
HUCIIOAB30BaHbl B IIAQHHPOBAHUH U MOOUMHUKAIINU
AT. Kak yxe 6b1a0 yrmoMsaHyTo Bblitie, KT He saBAs-
eTca HMH(POPMATHBHOM B cAydae BO3HHUKHOBEHUS
aCCOLIMMPOBAHHOI'0 aTeAeKTasa, TaKiKe [IaHHBIH
METOZl UMeeT OIpaHUYeHHs IIPU 00HAPYKEHHUH Me-
TacTa3oB B AMMMaTHYECKHX y3AaaxX. BBuay aToro,
ocHoBBIBasiCch Ha mapamerpax [19T/KT, noaBaser-
Ccs BO3MOXKHOCTBH TO4Hee NaaHHpoBaTh o0beM AT,
TeM caMbIM HoaBoAg 6oaee BBICOKYIO 03y K OIy-
XOA€BOM TKaHH M CHHIKas Ay4YEeBYIO Harpys3kKy Ha
KPUTHYECKHE OpTraHbl U MHTAKTHBIE OKPYy3KaloIllye
TKaHu [30, 31].

OxHO W3  HaIpaBAEHHH  IIPUMEHEHUd
[MI9T/KT c 18F-®ATI"' — npeauKTopHAas OILIeHKAa Heo-
amgpioBaHTHOW xuMmuotrepanuu (HAXT). HAXT
IIpeaIIeCTBYeT XUPYPTUIECKOMY BMEIIATEABCTBY Y
namenToB c Il cragueit HMPA. HeobxonuMo mo-
ctuyb orBera Ha HAXT, uTob6BI mudpdepeHIupo-
BaThb PE3UCTEHTHBIX U BOCIPHUHUMYUBEIX K Teparuu
[IaIlHeHTOB. OTO II03BOASET CHHU3UTH KaK 3aTpaThbl,
TaK U TOKCHYECKOe BO3/IeHcTBHE OT Hed(PPEKTUB-
Horo aedeHus [32]. I[IOT/KT, kak MeTon MOAEKY-
ASIpHOY BH3yaau3aluu, Oosee 3(P@PeKTUBEH, 4UeM
aHaTOMHUYECKHEe MeToAbl IIpHu AuddepeHIInasbHoH
OUATHOCTHUKE PE3UOyaAbHBIX OIIyXOAEBBIX MacC U
pUOPO3HBIX HM3MEHEHU#. BOABIIIHMHCTBO HCCAEIO-
BaHUH IT0KA3aA0, UTO IIPH YMEHBIIIEHHUH II0Ka3aTe-
asgs SUVmax (aura. Standardized Uptake Value —
CTaHOAPTHU30BaHHBIY ITOKa3aTeAb 3axXxBaTa pPaaro-
¢dapmmpenapara (PPII)) 6oaee yem Ha 35%, oTMe-
JyaeTcsd CHHIKEHHE CKOPOCTH IIPOrPEeCCHPOBAHUS
3aboaeBaHUa U 0Ooaee BBICOKUU YpPOBEHBL OOIIei
BekuBaemoctu [33]. Takske, 1o pesyabTaTam
MHOZKECTBa UCCAE€IOBAHUI OBIAO YCTAHOBAEHO, YTO
MeTaboandeckui orBeT 1o fa"HBIM 19T, coraacHo
kpurepuam PERCIST 1.0, aBageTcs Ay4IIUM IIpe-
OUKTOPOM T'HCTOIIATOAOTHYECKOTO OTBeTa Ha IIPOo-
BEIEHHYIO0 XUMHUOTEPAIIHNIO, IIPUMEHSIEMYI0 KaK OC-
HOBHOH METOJ A€YEHHS Y IalMeHTOB C HHUIIHAAD-
HO pacnpoctpareHHbIM HMPA, B cpaBHeHUH c 110-
KazaTeAsSMH aHATOMHUYECKOrO OTBeTa II0 KPUTEPH-
am RECIST 1.1 [34].

[I9T/KT c 18F-®/I' no3BoageT nuddepeH-
OUPOBaTh ITPONOAKEHHBIH POCT HAH PEHUIUB
HMPA ot nu3MeHeHHN I10CAE€ IIPOBEAECHHON Teparinuu
C MaKCHMaABHOH TOYHOCTBIO, YTO 3aTPYAHUTEABHO
npu KT B cuay HapyllleHUsS HOPMaAbHOH aHaTOMU-
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4ecKoM KapTWHBI. PekoMeHayeTcs cobArozeHue
cpokoB BreInoaHeHud [IOT/KT c 18F-®AI' mocae
OKOHYAaHHUSA A€YEHHA [AS CHHXKEHHI BEPOSATHOCTH
HCKaXK€HHBIX pe3yAbTaToB. Mera-anaau3 13 uc-
caenoBaHUM, BRAOUarommx 1035 mamueHToB c pa-
KOM AETKOro, Imokasaa, 9to [19T u I[I9T/KT c 18F-
®/II" ObIAM HaMboOAEe TOYHBLIMH METOLAMU BBIIBAE-
HHUY PEIUAUBOB II0 CPABHEHUIO C TPAAUIIMOHHBIMHU
METOaMH BH3yaAH3alluHu. Bbia0o 0OHApPYKEHO, YUTO
obmIasg YyBCTBUTEABHOCTb M CHEIIM(PHUYHOCTL IAS
[I9T/KT c 18F-®AT cocraBagroT 90% u 90% cooT-
BETCTBEHHO, TOrJa KaK OOIIHe [oKa3aTeAW IAS
peatresHorpadpumn, KT, ocreoctiuaTurpaduu u MPT
— 78% u 80% cooTBeTCTBEHHO [35].

Ha nporaxxenun nocaeguux 10 aeT BemyTcsa
HCCAENOBaHUS, HallpaBA€HHBbIE Ha OIIEHKY 3Ha4H-
MOCTH Pa3AWYHBIX MeTabOAWYEeCKHX (CTaHOapTH-
3UpPOBaHHBIN ypoBeHb 3axBaTa [SUV], cooTHoiIe-
HUe omyxoAb/dou [TBR]), meTaboamdeckuii oobem
omyxoau [MTV], obiui ypoBeHb TAMKOAH3a MIOpa-
xkeHusa [TLG]) u aHaTroMudecKux (pasmepsl U 00b-
eM) napaMmeTpoB, noaydaembrx npu [19T /KT c 18F-
O/, maa ompeneAeHHd cTaTyca MyTalluu TeHa
EGFR mpu HMPA [36, 37]. AHaau3 auTepaTtypsl, B
KOTOPOH paccMaTpHBaeTCs IIPOTHOCTHYECKAs POAb
[I9T/KT c¢ 18F-®[II' B onpeneaeHUU craryca My-
Tanmnun reHa EGFR nmpu HMPA, mokasaa orcyT-
CTBHE ONHO3HAYHBLIX PE3YABTATOB U €IHMHOI'0 MHe-
HUS 0 JaHHOM mpobaemaTtuke. B Hacrosiiee Bpe-
Mg Hauboaee ITHPOKO HUCIIOAB3YEeMBIM MeTaboAnde-
ckuMm napamerpom 1ipu [I9T/KT aBagerca
SUVmax, 1 O0ABIIMHCTBO HCCAEIOBATEAEH OIIEHU-
BaAl KOPPEASIIMI0O MMEHHO 5TOr0 II0Ka3aTeAd Co
crarycom mytainnu EGFR. I'ereporeHHOCTH T'ICTO-
AOTHYECKHX THIIOB paKa AETKOI'0 X OTHOCHTEABHO
HeOOABIIIOE YHCAO BKAIOUEHHBIX B aHaAU3 ITallleH-
TOB 3aKOHOMEPHO IIPUBEAO K pPa3HOPOAHBIM, a
HHOTIa W IIPOTHUBOPEYUBLIM BBIBOZaM. Tak B ce-
pHH IIyOAMKAaIIUY aBTOPEI IIPUXOAAT K BBIBOLY, UTO
0oaee HH3KHH OTHOCHUTEABHO YCTAHOBAEHHOTO IIO-
poroBoro 3HadeHUs ypoBeHb SUVmax nepBUYHOHN
OITyXOAM OBbIA IIPOTHOCTHYECKH 3HAYHWMBIM II0Ka3a-
Teaem mytanmu EGFR [38 - 41]. B cBoro ouepensb,
OPYTHE HCCAEQOBaTEAW coo0ImAn 006 obOpaTHOM
pesyabrate, tae 0oaee BbIcOKME SUVmax siBAIACH
npenukTopoM Haawuua myranuu EGFR (tada. No2)
[42, 43]. PesyabTaTbl OTHEABHBIX CTaTeld CBHIe-
TEABCTBYIOT 00 OTCYTCTBHHU CBH3H MEXKIY YPOBHEM
SUVmax mnepBHYHOM OIIyXOAW M CTATyCOM MyTa-
nuu resa EGFR [44, 45].

Zhilei m coaBT. BKAIOYAAHU B CBOE HCCAEIOBa-
HHe nanueHToB ¢ HMPA Bcex cramuii ¥ THCTOAO-
THYEeCKHUX THIIOB. B oTmeabHOM aHaamu3e, BKAIOYA-
IOIIEM TOABKO IAITHEHTOB C a/eHOKAPIMHOMOU U
IV craguett, SUVmax mepBUYHON OIIyXOAW HE OT-
AVYAACS MEXIy IalleHTaM{ C MyTaHTHBIM U «IH-
kuM» Tunamu reHa EGFR, uro momrBepamnao pe-
3yabTaThl Lee u coaBt. [46]. CaemoBaTeAbHO, BBI-
0Op OIpemeAeHHOIO THCTOAOTMYECKOI'0 THIIA OILy-
XOAU [IASI BKAIOUEHHS B aHAAW3 MOXKET 3HAYHUTEAD-
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Tabauua Ne2. TIloporoesiii SUVmax u 4acTOTa IOAOKHTEABHOI'O CTaTyCa MyTallHH reHa
EGFR B rpynnax nalfHeHTOB C Pa3AHYHBIM COCTABOM T'HCTOAOTHYeCKHX THIOB HMPA.

KosnyecTBo nanueHToB IToporoBoe 3Haue-
YactoTa MyTALIMH N
I'pynna aemopoe (n)/T'ucrosornueckuii THm ony- Hue SUVmax P
EGFR (%)
X0JIH (r/mur)
58 — ageHokapuuHOMA
Cho u coasm. 9.6 50 0.005
3 — npyrue tTunst HMPJI
53 — azeHOKapIMHOMA
Na u coasm 10.6 21 0.025
47 — npyrue tanst HMPJI
731 — ageHokapIHOMA
Guan u coasm. 8.1 39.9 0.0028
118 — apyrue Tunst HMPJT
242 — aneHoKapuuHOMA
Zhilei u coagm. 7.0 45.9 0.001
74 — npyrue Tusl HMPJI
Huang u coasm. 77 —ameHOKapIMHOMA 9.5 64 0.005
Ko u coasm. 132 - aneHokaprrHOMa 6.0 5 2 0.002

1 CraTuctuuecku gocToBepHble 3HadeHus P<0.05

HO IIOBAMSTH Ha HUTOrOBBIe pe3yabTaTbl. KoMm-
IIAEKCHasI OIIeHKa, BKAIOYAIOIasd TaKHe I1apaMeT-
ppl, kKak SUVmax IepBHUYHOM OIIyXOAH, BO3PAaCT,
IIOA ¥ CTATyC KypeHHUS IallueHTa, I103BoArAa bGoaee
TOYHO ITPEeNACKAa3aTh ITOAOKUTEABHBIM CTaTyC MyTa-
nnu EGFR B cpaBHEHUU C M30AMPOBAHHOM OIIEH-
Ko#t Toabko SUVmax (puc. 4) [40].

He cmoTps Ha IIpeHMyIIeCTBO B BHIE
KpaliHe HHU3KOH OIlepaTop-3aBUCHUMOCTH, B HACTO-
dInee BpeMs IIPHU3HAHO, YTO IIPOTHOCTHUYECKasl
meHHocTh SUVmax MoxKeT ObITh OTpaHUYeHa, I10-
CKOABKY pacdeT JaHHOI'O II0Ka3aTeAs ITPOU3BOIUT-
Ccd II0 3HA4YEHHUIO €QUHCTBEHHOTO CaMOT0 SIPKOTO
BOKCeASI B BBIOpaHHO# 30HE HHTEpeca, 3aBUCHMOTO
OT YPOBHH IIlyMa U HE XapaKTEPHUIYIOIIEro MeTa-
OOAMYECKYI0 aKTUBHOCTDH OIIYXOAU B IIOAHOM 0OBe-
Me. B Toxe BpeMms, moka3ateab SUVmean, 9BA949CH
orepaTop-3aBHCHMBIM [HapaMeTpoM (3aBHCHT OT
dopMBI B pasMepoB obaactum uHTepeca — ROI,
aHra. region of interest), BBUAy BKAIOYEHHHd B pac-
4eT 3HAYEHUH BCeX BOKCeAeM obaacTu HHTepeca,
AydIe oTpazkaeT MeTaboau3M Bcel OIyxXoAeBOH
TKaHU 110 cpaBHeHUIO ¢ SUVmax. [IpeumyiiectBa
060X 3THX ITapaMeTpPoB OOBEAMHEHBI B IIOKA3aTe-
ae SUVpeak. BBICOKOBEPOATHO, YTO OTKa3 OT
«kaaccudeckoror SUVmax B 1moab3y 6oaee oOBeK-
THUBHBIX pPACYETHBIX I[IapaMeTpPoB TaKHX, Kak

SUVpeak, a Takke 00beMHBIX MTOKazateseit — MTV
u TLG — mo3BOAHAO OBI TTOAYYHTH OOA€E OMHOPOM-
HbBle pe3yabTathl [47]. [lokazaTreap SUVpeak, HOp-
MUPOBaHHBIN Ha GE3:KHPOBYIO MacCy TeAa U OIIpe-
OeAdeMblil KaK cpefHee 3HAUYeHHE MHTEHCUBHOCTH
3axBata PPII B BoKceasaX, 3aKAIOUEHHBIX B C(pepHU-
YEeCKyIO 30Hy HHTepeca obbeMoM 1cM3 (AuamMeTpom
1,2 MM), aBagIoIieecss MAaKCUMaAbHBIM CPEAU BCEX,
aHAAOTHYHO U3MEPEHHBIX CPEeIHUX S3HAYEHUU B
olleHUBaeMo# 00AacTu, OBbIA TIIPENAOKEH B Kade-
cTBe Ooaee HAMEXKHOM aAbTEPHATHUBBI OAS OIEHKU
MeTaboANYeCKOY aKTHBHOCTH omyxoau [48 - 50].
[Tokazareau MTV u TLG (ompeneaseMbIdi, Kak
npou3Benenre MTV u SUVmean) TaksKe ITOA€3HBI
B KAMHHYeCKOM npakTuke npu HMPA. ITockoabky
SUVmax nepBHUYHOHN OIIyXOAH OOBIYHO HAPACTAET C
T€YEHUEM BpPEMEHH Iocae HHBbeKIHH 18F-O/T,
IpU CPaBHEHHUH [ABYX HE3aBHUCHUMBIX CKaHUPOBa-
HUN, HAIPUMEDP IIPU KOHTPOAE AUHAMUKH [0 U I10-
CA€ ACYEHUSI, JAUTEABHOCTH OXHUOAHUS OT UHBEK-
WU [0 CKAHHUPOBAHUS MOAXKHA OBITH OAUHAKOBOH
WAM MUHHMAaABHO Pa3AUYHOM [AS OOOHMX HCCAEIO-
BaHUNM. B KAMHHYECKONM MpakTHKE IIPEAIIOYTH-
TEABHBIM HBASETCH METOJ, MeHee 3aBUCHMBIH OT
BPEMEHHBIX PaMOK, [IOCKOABKY CKaHHUpPOBaHHE I1a-
I[IMeHTa HEe BCETra MOXKET ObITh BBIIOAHEHO CO-
TAaQCHO cTaHAapTHOMy IpoTokoay [S1]. Tomoka
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Puc. 4. Cxema.

ROC-kpuBblE IIPOTHOCTHYECKHX IIOKas3aTeAeH craTryca
Mmytanuu EGFR: pSUVmax (SUVmax nepBUYHOHR OIyXo-
AW), a TakKXe COdYeTaHHe YeTbIpexX IapaMeTPOB
(pSUVmax, Bo3pacr, IIoA U cTarTyc KypeHus). Llur. mmo:
Lv Z, Fan J, Xu J, Wu F, Huang Q, Guo M, et al. Value
of 18F-FDG PET/CT for predicting EGFR mutations
and positive ALK Expression in patients with non-small
cell lung cancer: a retrospective Analysis of 849 Chinese
patients. 2018 May;45(5):735-750. C 10.

Fig. 4. Diagram.

Receiver operating characteristic curves of primary tu-
mor SUVmax and combination of four factors (pSU-
Vmax, sex, smoking history and histological type) for
predicting EGFR mutation.
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Fig. 5. Diagrams.

sum test. SUVmean and MTV, p<0.05; SUVmax p >0.05.

CpaBHUTEABHAS XapaKTEPHUCTHKA METAO0OANMYECKHUX IIapaMeTPOB IIEPBUYHOMN OIIyXOAU B OIPEAEACHUN MyTAIIHOHHO-
ro craryca EGFR npu HMPA. SUVmean u MTV, p<0.05; SUVmax p>0.05. ur. mo: Liu A, Han A, Zhu H, Ma L,
Huang Y, Li M, at al. The role of metabolic tumor volume (MTV) measured by [18F] FDG PET/CT in predicting
EGFR gene mutation status in non-small cell lung cancer. 2017 May 16; 8(20): 33736-33744. C 5.

Comparison of metabolic parameters of primary lesions in NSCLC between EGFR+ and EGFR- by Wilcoxon rank-

Kitao ¥ coaBT. IPUMEHHAH pPa3AWYHbIE METOMbI
pacuera moporoBbIX 3HadeHHud SUVmax, MTV u
TLG, mag oupeneaeHus craryca myraimn EGFR, a
TaK¥XKe JAF OLIEHKM HX 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT IIPOJIOAIKHU-
TeABHOCTH ba3bl pacrpeneseHus PPII. HMccaemo-
BaHHE IIOKa3aa0, 4YTO BPEMS MEXKAy BBEIEHUEM
P®II 1 HaganoM CKaHHUPOBAHHUA BAHSET, B TOH HAU
HMHOM cTeleHH, Ha Bce napameTpsl, Ho MTV u TLG
ABAFIOTCS MEHEE 3aBHCHUMBIMH II0 CPaBHEHHIO C
SUVmax u, TakuM o0pa3oM, MOTyT HMETb IIpe-
UMYILIECTBO MOAd IIPUMEHEHHd B KAMHHUYECKOH
npakTuKe [52]. B pane nccaemoBanuil 66100 06HA-
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PYZKEHO TIOAOXKUTEABPHOE BAMSHHE HU3Koro MTV
rocae npoBeneHHo# Tepanuu UTK Ha ncxon 3abo-
aeBaHUuda [53 - 55]. Liu u coaBT. o6caemoBaau 87
IanueHToB (M3 HUX — 78 C aaeHOKapIIMHOMOMH,
HE3aBHCHMO OT CTaAWUHM 3aboAeBaHUs, IIpeaBapH-
TEABHO IIPOUIEAIINX I'eHETHYECKUH TECT C IIOAOXKH-
TEABHBIMH pe3yAbTaTaMH Ha HaAW4YHe MyTalluu
reHa EGFR). ABTOpPBI IIPHIIIANU K BBIBOLY, YTO IIPH
IPUMEHEHUH IIOpPOroBBIX 3HadeHuit MTV wu
SUVmean, B ortanyue or SUVmax, 6bIA0 BO3MOKHO
JOCTOBEPHO OIIPEAEANTb MyTaIlMOHHBIH CTaTyC
EGFR (puc. 5). Ilokazarear MTV y marineHTOB C
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Kpusble BeIKHBaeMocTH Kamaana-Maiiepa, oTpazkaroliye 3aBUCHMOCTD O0e3peluAUBHOM BEIXKUBAEMOCTH OT YPOBHS
SUVpeak u TLG npu MyTHpOBaHHOM U «quKoM» Tune reHa EGFR. -Ilut. mo: Kim YI, Paeng JC, Park YS. Relation Of
EGFR Mutation Status To Metabolic Activity In Localized Lung Adenocarcinoma And Its Influence On The Use Of

FDG PET/CT Parameters In Prognosis. AJR Am J Roentgenol. 2018 Jun;210(6):1346-1351. C 5.

Fig. 6. Diagrams.

Kaplan-Meier survival curves of peak standardized uptake value (SUVpeak) and total lesion glycolysis (TLG) in epi-

dermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) mutant and EGFR wild-type groups.
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HaamuueM wMytaumun EGFR B 72% caydaeB Obla
HHXKE PacCYMTaHHOI'0 IIOPOTOBOI'0 3HAYEHUd, paB-
Horo 11.0 cm3 (p=0,001) [55].

Kim u coaBT. Tak:ke OTMETHAH IIPOTHOCTH-
geckyro neHHocts MTV u TLG mpu nporHo3upoBa-
HUY 6e3pelruauBHON BRIXKUBAEMOCTH V IIAIlIEHTOB
¢ gukuM TunoM u EGFR-moaoXuUTeABHBIM MyTa-
IIMOHHBIM CTaTycoM. B nmaHHOe mccaemoBaHmHe ObI-
A0 BrarodeHo 232 mammmenTa ¢ HMPA I u Il craguu
C THCTOAOTHMYECKON KapTHHON aAeHOKapPILIMHOMBI.
YcraHoBA€HO, UTO Goaee HU3KUE ypoBHU SUVmax,

b6oanyeckue mapamerpbl MTV u TLG umeau GoAb-
IIyIO0 IIPOTHOCTHUYECKYIO IIEHHOCTD IIPH BBISBACHHH
mytanuu reia EGFR npu HMPA, gem pasmep omy-
XOAH W OTHOEABHO MeTaboAWYecKHe IapaMeTphl
(SUV), xak mmpu AOKaAM30BaHHOM, TaK U IIPH pac-
npocTpaH€HHOM HIpoiieccax [54, 56-58, 63, 64].
HN3menenue craryca myranuu reHa EGFR u,
KakK OBbIAO YIIOMSHYTO BBIIIE, T€T€POTE€HHOCTE OITY-
XOAU MOIKET CTaTh NPUYHHOU Hed(P(PEeKTHUBHOCTHU
npoBoguMol Tepanuu y namnueHToB ¢ HMPA. Tlo-
5TOMY CYILECTBYeT HEOOXOOMMOCTDL B AaAbHEHIIIeM

MauueHTtsl c HMPN
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Puc.7. Cxema.

Fig. 7. Scheme.

Baugnue pesyasraroB II9T /KT ¢ 18F-MPG Ha AedebHyI0 TaKTHKY y narueHToB ¢ HMPA. Ilut. mo: 61. Sun X,
Xiao Z, Chen G, Han Z, Liu Y, Zhang C, et al. A PET imaging approach for determining EGFR mutation status for
improved lung cancer patient management. Sci Transl Med. 2018 Mar 7;10(431). pii: eaan8840. C 2.

NSCLC patients management using PET/CT with 18F-MPG.

SUVpeak, MTV u TLG coOOTBETCTBOBaAH MYyTaHT-
HoMmy Tumy reHa EGFR (p=0.001), a Takxe Goaee
BBICOKOM 0e3peluauBHON BBIKUBAEMOCTH. Tax,
noporoBrle 3HadeHusa SUVpeak u TLG mas Gespe-
IIMAMBHOM BBIZKHBaeMOCTH coctaBuau 9.1 u 80.6
COOTBETCTBEHHO NPH HAAWUYUHU MyTanuu, 1 9.6 u
76.7, COOTBETCTBEHHO, IIPU AUKOM THIIE (pHUC. 6).
ABTOpPBI OTMETHAHM pPs[ OTPAHUYEHUH B HCCAENO-
BaHUH: OTCYTCTBHE Pa3HOOOpa3usa B KAMHHUYECKHUX
cTanugax U rucroaorudeckux tunax HMPA, ompe-
OEACHUE TOABKO Oe3pelHANBHOM BBIXKHBAaEMOCTH
BMECTO OO0IIedl BBIKUBAEMOCTH H3-3a HEDOABIIIOH
JAUTEABPHOCTH HabamoneHus (B cpemHem 32.1 +
13.4 mecdaieB) W OTCYyTCTBHE CMepTeH BO BpeMsd
HabAoeHus [S56].

Bo MHOruX HCCA€IOBAHULAX OOBLEMHEBIE MeTa-
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Pa3BUTHH METOAOB MOAEKYAIPHON BHU3yaAH3allNH,
B YACTHOCTH, B pa3paboTKe HOBBIX BBICOKOCIIEIIH-
dbuynabix P®PII, 4YyBCTBUTEABHBIX K OSKCIIPECCHHU
EGFR npu HMPA. C HegaBHero BpeMEHH BeAyTCS
uccaenoBanusg Takoro HoBoro POIT maa IIOT/KT -
18F-MPG (puc. 7) [61].

3aka0yeHue.

[I9T/KT c¢ 18F-®/I' aBagercd mnepenoBoi
BBICOKOMH(OPMAaTUBHOY METOAUKOH BH3yaaHu3a-
muu npu HMPA u ee pe3yabraThl MOTYT OBITH HC-
IIOAB30BaHBl B paMKax HPOTHO3a HAAHYHdA MyTa-
uu rega EGFR.

HecMmoTp4ga Ha TO, 9TO HCCAEAOBATEAN OTAAIOT
IIPEAIIOYTEHHE PAa3AHMYHBIM META0OAMYECKHUM U
OOBEMHBIM  HapaMerpaM, H3MepsaAeMBIM IIPH
[I9T/KT, a Tak)ke IIUPOKYI BapHabeAbHOCTH BBI-
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BOIOB, PE3YABTATHl paboT HMEIOT AHUAarHOCTHYe-
CKYIO 3HAQYHMOCTb U MOTYT OBITH BHEAPEHBI B KAHU-
HHUYECKYyIO0 IIPaKTHKy. ABTOPaMHU IIPUBOAUTCS PAL
yOemIUTEeABHBIX apTyYMEHTOB B IIOAB3Y IIpEUMYyIIle-
CTBa TaKHUX pacyeTHBIX IIapaMeTpoB, Kak
SUVpeak, MTV u TLG Hag KAaCCHYECKUM U IIPU-
HATBIM 3a cTaHgaptT SUVmax.

PesroMupys BbIIIIeCKa3aHHOE, IIPU aHaAH3e
I[MI9T/KT c 18F-®Al' y martmernToB ¢ HMPA 11eaeco-
06pa3HO BKAIOYATH B PYTHHHYIO IIPAKTHKY H3Me-
peHHe MIOIIOAHUTEABHBIX MeTabOAHMYeCKHX Iapa-
METpPOB, HE OorpaHu4duBasich ogHuM SUVmax, 1o-
CKOABKY 9TO MOXKET PaCIIMPHUTHh BO3MOXKHOCTU [IH-
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