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OPUT'MHAJIBHAA CTATBHA

OAHOJHEPTETUMECKAA MYABTUCITUPAABHASA KOMIbIOTEPHAS
TOMOIPA®USA B OLEHKE COCTOAHUA PE3SUAYAABHOIO KOHKPEMEHTA
MO4EK Y BOAbHbIX MOYEKAMEHHOMW BOAE3HbIO MOCAE NEPKYTAHHOWM

HEPPOAUTOTPUINCUU

Kptoukos N.A.1, YexoHaukas M.A.!, PoccoAaoBcKkmit A.H.!, HUKOAeHKO B.H.23,
bobbineB A.A.1, HexoHaukui U.A 4, HampkmH N.H.2

eqb mcciaenoBaHus. [[OIIOAHUTEAbHAas OIleHKa CBOMCTB pe3UAyaAbHBIX KOHKpeE-
MEHTOB IIO4Y€K MO JAaHHBIM OMHOHEPTEeTHUYECKON MYABTHCIIMPAABHOH KOMIIBIOTED-
HOH TOoMoOrpaduy B PaHHEM IIOCAEOIIEPAIIMOHHOM II€pPHOJE IIOCAE€ INepKyTaHHOH
He(POAUTOTPHUIICUH II0 TOBOAY KOpPasAOBHUAHOTO Hedpoaurnaza K1-K3.

Marepuasnsr 1 MmeTonsl. B nccaeoBaHUM IIPUHAAYN ydacTHe 68 IManueHTOB C Pe3uay-
aABHBIMH KOHKpPEMEHTAaMH I104YeK, YCTAHOBAEHHBIMU IIOCAE OIIEPATHBHOI'O A€YEHHS METOI0M
HepKyTaHHOH HEPPOAUTOTPHUIICHU KOpPasroBHAHOTO HedppoauTraszoM K1-K3. C nearro oieHKHU
CBOMCTB pe3nayaAbHOI'0 KOHKpPEMEHTa BCEM IallMeHTaM Ha II0CAEOIIepAallMOHHOM JTalle IIPo-
BOJMAUCH MYABTHCIHpaAbHAd KOMIIBIOTEpPHAas ToMorpadus Modexk (Ha 7 OEeHBb IIOCAe omepa-
Uy U yepes 3 Mecdl1la).

PesynbraTel. B mpoBeieHHOM HCCAEIOBAaHUH OBIAO BBITIBACHO Haawdue oOpaTHOH 3a-
METHOH CTaTHCTHYEeCKH 3Ha4YuMo# (p<0,05) 3aBHCHMOCTH MeXKAy IIoKaszaTeseM Ko3hpHUIIu-
€HTa OOHOPOAHOCTH PE3UAYyaAbHOI'O KOHKPEMEHTA U JOCTHUXKEHHEM IIOAHOTO OCBOOOKIEHUS
IIOYKH OT KOHKpEeMEHTAa II0CA€ IIPOBEAEeHNS KOHCepBaTUBHOM Tepanuu. OcTaAbHble U3Mepse-
Mble IIOKa3aTeAM TaK K€ HMEAM CTaTHCTHYecKH 3Haumumble (p<0,05) 3aBHCHMOCTH, OZHAKO
OHH OKa3bIBaAU MEHbIIlee BAUSHHE Ha HCXon aedyeHUs. [lo pesyabrraram nposeneHHoro ROC-
aHaAN3a BCe H3ydaeMble II0Ka3aTeAU Pe3HAyaAbHbIX KOHKPEMEHTOB XapaKTepH30BaAHUChH BbI-
COKO#l YyBCTBUTEABHOCTBIO U CHEIU(PUIHOCTEIO.

Sakmaouenue. IloayueHHBIE PE3YyALTATHI PACHIHMPSIOT IIPEACTABACHHS O BO3MOXKHO-
ctax opHos’Hepretudeckod MCKT B MyabTHIIapaMeTPHYECKOH OIIEHKE CBOMCTB pe3uayasb-
HBIX KOHKpeMeHTOB. Ilokasareab Ko3(duilmeHTa OTHOPOLHOCTH 00Aa1aeT BBICOKOH 4YyB-
CTBUTEABHOCTBIO H CIIEIM(PUYHOCTBHIO (maolianb ron Kpuboit AUC=0,86+0,037) u MoxkeT
OBITH HCIIOAB30BaH B KadeCTBe OOBEKTHUBHOI'O KPUTEPHS IIPH OIIPENEACHUN HAIIpaBAEHUS Ae-
4ebHOM CTpaTeruu AAS MallUeHTOB [IOCAE IIEPKYTAaHHOM HEPPOAUTOTPUIICHH. .
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SINGLE-ENERGY MULTISPIRAL COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY IN THE ASSESSMENT OF
RENAL RESIDUAL CALCULUS IN PATIENTS WITH UROLITHIASIS AFTER
PERCUTANEOUS NEPHROLITHOTRIPSY

Kryuchkov I.A.1, Chekhonatskaya M.L.T, Rossolovsky A.N.T, Nikolenko V.N. 23,
Bobylev D.A.l, Kondrat’'eva O.A.1, Chekhonatsky I.A.4, Chairkin [.N-2

urpose. Additional assessment of the properties of residual kidney stones according
to single-energy multispiral computed tomography in the early postoperative period
after percutaneous nephrolithotripsy for coralloid nephrolithiasis K1-K3.

Materials and methods. The study involved 68 patients with residual kidney stones,
established after surgical treatment by percutaneous nephrolithotripsy coral nephrolithiasis
K1-K3. In order to assess the properties of residual calculus, all patients underwent multi-
spiral computed tomography of the kidneys at the postoperative stage (on day 7 after sur-
gery and 3 months later).

Results. The study revealed the presence of an inverse significant statistically signif-
icant (p<0.05) relationship between the coefficient of homogeneity of residual calculus and
the achievement of complete release of the kidney from the calculus after conservative ther-
apy. The rest of the measured parameters also had statistically significant (p<0.05) depend-
ences, but they had less influence on the outcome of treatment. According to the results of
the ROC-analysis, all studied indicators of residual concretions were characterized by high
sensitivity and specificity.

Conclusion. The obtained results expand the understanding of the possibilities of
single-energy MSCT in the multiparametric assessment of the properties of granule concre-
tions. The coefficient of homogeneity has a high sensitivity and specificity (area under the
curve AUC=0.86+0.037) and can be used as an objective criterion in determining the direc-
tion of treatment strategy for patients after percutaneous nephrolithotripsy..

Keywords: urolithiasis, residual concretions, single-energy multispiral computed to-
mography.

Corresponding author: Kryuchkov I.A., e-mail: Kryuchkov-IA@yandex.ru

For citation: Kryuchkov LA., Chekhonatskaya M.L., Rossolovsky A.N., Nikolenko V.N.,
Bobylev D.A., Kondrat’eva O.A., Chekhonatsky ILA., Chairkin LN. Single-energy multispiral
computed tomography in the assessment of renal residual calculus in patients with urolithia-
sis after percutaneous nephrolithotripsy. REJR 2020; 10(3):102-107. DOI:10.21569/2222-
7415-2020-10-3-102-107.

Received:

1 - V.I. Razumovsky
Saratov State Medical
University.

Saratov, Russia.

2 - .M. Sechenov First
Moscow State Medical
University (Sechenov
University).

Moscow, Russia.

3 - Lomonosov Moscow
State University.
Moscow, Russia.

4 - Russian Medical
Academy of Postgraduate
Education.

Moscow, Russia.

06.04.20 Accepted: 19.08.20
oyekameHHasa 6oae3nb (MKB) - oxmo ThbI IIOCA€ XUPYPTUYECKOTO BMENIATEALCTBA CAENYET
U3 CaMbIX PACIIPOCTPAHEHHBIX yPOAO- paccMaTpuBaTh KaK MCTOYHHUK HMHMEKIIHUH, BOCIla-
TUYecKHux  3aboaeBaHUI,  KOTOpoe A€HHS U BBICOKOTO PHCKa OOCTPYKIIMH MOYEBBLIBO-

CKAOHHO K PEIUAMBAM U HEPEOKO Td-

xkeaomy TedeHnio. MKB HambGoaee wa-
CTO TOpazkaeT AAeH TPyAOCIIOCOOHOro Bo3pacTa
(20 — 50 aeTt) 1 BcTpeyaerca He MeHee 4yeM Vv 10%
HaceaeHud [1].

B macrogmee BpeMms, Oaaromapsi IIHPOKOMY
IIPUMEHEHHUIO MaAOMHBA3UBHBIX METOIUK, YIAAOCH
HOBBICUTb 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTL A€UEHUS He(PpOoAUTHA-
3a. OmHAKO II0 JaHHBIM Pa3AHMYHBIX HCCAEIOBaHUH
JOCTHUIKEHHE IIOAHOTO OCBOOOXKIEHUS IIOYKH OT
KOHKpPEMEHTa IIPOUCXOAUT AHIIL B 55-90% cayda-
€B B 3aBHCHMOCTHU OT IIPHMEHSEMOI'O0 METOHa Ae-
4yeHud [2]. Mexny TeM, pe3uayasbHble KOHKPEMEH-

| www.rejr.ru | REJR. 2020; 10 (3):102-107

DOI:10.21569/2222-7415-2020-10-3-102-107

OSIETO TPakTa, YTO AHUKTYEeT HEOOXOAHMMOCTH pe-
TYASSPHOT'O MOHUTOPHHIA COCTOSHHUS MOYEBBIBO-
ASIIUX IIyTeH B IIepHoIlepallioHHOM Iepuome [3].
Cpenu COBpeMEHHBIX METOAO0B Ay4eBOM aua-
THOCTHKH, 00eCIIeYNBAIONINX KAaYECTBEHHYIO BHU3Y-
aAM3alluio, MYABTHCIHpasbHad KOMIIBIOTEpPHAad
Tomorpacdua (MCKT) paccmarpuBaeTrca B Kade-
CTBE MeTofa BBIOOPA OIIEHKH COCTOSHHS MOYEBBI-
BOALIIUX IIyTeH B IpeolepaliioHHOM Ilepuoze [4
- 8]. B To ke Bpema HekoHTpacTHas MCKT mpak-
TUYECKHU HE pacCMaTpUBaeTCd B KadeCTBE METOJa
KOHTPOASI 9(PPEKTUBHOCTH XUPYPTUUECKOTO Aede-
Hug y 6oapHBEIX MKB B paHHeM IIOCAeOIepaliioH-
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HOM nepwuoze [2, 9, 10].

Pan mccaenoBaHHM NEMOHCTPHUPYET BazKHOE
3HAQ4YEHNE MOAABHEHIIIEro H3y4€HHUS BO3MOXKHOCTEU
MCKT B oIeHKEe W IIPOTHO3UPOBAHUHN PE3YyABTATOB
A€YeHUs TIallMeHTOB C HedpoantTnazoMm. Tak, [I.A.
Bob6riaeB 1 coaBt. (2017), mOMHMO TPagUIITMOHHBIX
KPUTEpPHUEB BHU3yaAH3allMU MOYEBBIBOAAINUX IIyTeH
(amaToMuueckue OCOOGEHHOCTH, PAaCIOAOXKEHHeE,
IIAOTHOCTb, pa3Mep H IIAOIIAb KOHKPEMEHTOB U
T.H.) IpeasaraloT AOIIOAHUTEABHO OIIEHHBAaTh II0-
KazaTeAb «OJHOPOTHOCTH» MO4YeBOoro kamHs [11].

IMens ucciemosaumsa.

JlorioaHuTEABHAS OLIEHKa CBOMCTB pe3UIy-
aABHBIX KOHKPEMEHTOB IIOY€K II0 JaHHBIM OJHO-
SHEPreTUYECKON MYABTHUCIIMPAABHON KOMIIBIOTED-
HoOM Tomorpacduu B paHHEM IIOCAEOIIEPAIIOHHOM
IIepHoJe IIO0CAE IepPKyTaHHOH HedPOAUTOTPHUIICHHU
10 TTOBOAY KopaaaoBUAHOTO HedppoanTnasa K1-K3.

Marepuaibl U METOObI.

ObcaenmoBano 68 mammentToB ¢ MKB c pes3u-
OyaAbHBIMH KOHKPEMEHTAaMH II04YeK, YCTaHOBAEH-
HBIMHU IIOCA€ OIIEPATUBHOTO A€YEHHS METOA0M
I[THAT xopaasoBumHoro Hedpoautnazom KI1-K3.
Bce obcaemoBaHHBIE TAITHMEHTHI OBIAM COIIOCTABU-
MBI II0 BO3PacTy.

C 1eABI0 OIIEHKH CBOMCTB pPe3UAyasbHOI'O
KOHKpEMEHTa BCEM IIallMeHTaM Ha II0CAeOoIlepally-
OHHOM 3Talle IIPOBOAHANCHL MYABTHCIIHpPaAbHAas
KOMITBIOTEpHAsI ToMoTrpadus modek (Ha 7 JAeHb I10-
CA€ oIlepalluu U yepe3 3 Mecdlia).

B mocaeonepalilioHHOM IIEPHOZE BCEM IallH-
€HTaM IIPOBOAMAACH MeTaHAaKTHKa, HasHada-
AVICb AUTOAWUTHYECKHE W AUTOKHMHETHYECKHE IIpe-
naparTsl, aHTHOMOTHKH IIMPOKOI'O CIIeKTpa mnei-
CTBHUSI, IIPOTUBOBOCIIAAUTEABHBIE CPELCTBA, PACTH-
TEABHBbIE YPOAHTHCEIITHKU CPOKOM Ha 3-4 Mec., B
COOTBETCTBHH CO CTAHOAPTOM OKa3aHHHd CIIelHua-
anzupoBaHHOM momontu 6oabHBIM ¢ MKB ([Tpukas
or 3 wmroHa 2005 roma N 378 «O6 yTBepKaeHUU
cTaHmapTa MEAHUIIMHCKOH IIOMOLIHM OOABHBIM MO-
4YeKaMeHHOH 0o0Ae3HbiO»). B 3aBHUCHMOCTH OT pe-
3yABTATOB KOHCEPBATHUBHOI'O A€UEHHH BCE ITallueH-
TBI OBIAM pa3eAeHbl Ha IBe IPYIIIIEI.

[lepByio IpyHily cocTaBHUAU 32 MallHEHTa, Y
KOTOPBIX B pPaHHEM IIOCAEOIIEPAIIMOHHOM II€PHOE
U depe3 3 Mecsdlla IIOCA€ OIIEPAIlUM COXPaAHSAUCH
pe3uayasbHble ~ KOHKPEMEHTbl B  dYallle4yHo-
aoxaHouyHott cucreMe (HAC) moukwu.

Bo BTOpy!o rpymIy Bomau 36 60ABHBIX, y KO-
TOPBIX pe3uayasbHble KOHKpeMeHTb! B YAC ompe-
[EASAUCE B PaHHEM IIOCAEOIIEPAIlIOHHOM IIePHUOJE,
OIHAKO He ObIAM BBIIBAEHEI Yepes3 TPU Mecdlia I10-
CcAe OIlepallly IIOCA€ ITPOBENEeHUS Kypca KOHCep-
BaTUBHOM Teparuu.

MyABTHCIIHPAABHYIO KOMITBIOTEPHYIO TOMO-
rpaduIo Io4YeK BBIIIOAHSAW Ha 4-X Cpe30BOM OHO-
9HEPreTUYeCKOM arnrmapare «AsteionS4»
(«Toshiba»). BbIIIOAHSIAE TOABKO HaTHUBHOE HCCAE-
noBaHUe. MaMmepsganm mnapaMeTpbl pPe3HIyasbHOI'O
KOHKpPEMEHTA: pacIloOAOKeHHe, pasMmep, dopMma,

| www.rejr.ru | REJR. 2020; 10 (3):102-107

DOI:10.21569/2222-7415-2020-10-3-102-107

IIAOTHOCTH (CpemHIOI, MaKCHMAaAbHYI0O U MHUHH-
MaAbHYI0) B enmHHUNax XayHchuana (HU), mpoBo-
[OUAW U3MEPEHHE IIAOIIAAN B aKCHaABHOH, CaruT-
TAABHOHM W KOPOHAABHOHM IIPOEKIULGX IIPU ITOMOIIH
BbIIEAE€HUS obaacTu HHTepeca (regionofinterest —
ROI) u BbrYuCcAeHHS ee cpemHero 3HadeHwus. Mc-
II0OAB3ysl KOCTHOE OKHO ITAOTHOCTH, BO BCEX IIPOEK-
ITUAX OIIPENEATIAN «SIAPO» KOHKPEMEHTa, TaKHUM 00-
pasoM, 4ToOBI 3HAYEHHE CPEIHET0 KBaAPaTHIHOTO
OTKAOHEHHUS OT CPEeAHEro B 3TOM 30HEe He IIPEBLI-
mraao 5015 HU, uTO CBHUOETEABCTBOBAAO O BBICO-
KOM OJHOPOMHOCTH MAHHOI'O ydacTKa. 3aTeM BbI-
YHCASIAM CpeaHee 3HadeHHe IAOIIaNM «dapa» KOH-
KpeMeHTa II0 TpeM Ipoeknuam. Onpeneadsu IIo-
Ka3aTeAb OJTHOPOJHOCTH KOHKpPEMEHTa 10 METOIH-
Ke, npensoxkeHHo# [1.A. BobeiaeBrIM u ap. (2018)
[10]. TlokazaTeab OMHOPOAHOCTH KaMHS BBIYHCASI-
AW IIyTEM OIIPEIEACHHS COOTHOIIEHHS CpemHel
IAOIIAAU «sIApa» KOHKPEMEHTa K CpemHel IAoIa-
U KOHKpPEMEHTa B ITPOLIEHTAaX.

PesynbraTsr.

KauyecTBeHHBIE U KOAWYECTBEHHBIE KOMIIbIO-
TEePHO-TOMOTpaHUIeCKHe II0Ka3aTeAl pPe3Uayab-
HBIX KOHKPEMEHTOB IIOYE€K IIPEACTaBAE€HBEI B Tab-
Antte Nol.

CoraacHO IOAYYEHHBIM OaHHBIM, PEe3HIyaAb-
HbIe KOHKPEMEHTHI y MAaIleHTOB O0euX TPyHI B
OOABIITMHCTBE CAyYaeB AOKAAWM30BAAUCH B HUKHeH
TpyIIIIe Jallledyek.

dopMma pe3unyasbHBIX KOHKPEMEHTOB y Ila-
UEHTOB 1-# rpynmsl Oblra IIPEUMYIIECTBEHHO He-
IpaBUABLHOH (62,5%), Bo 2-¥ — mpaBUABLHOH (75%).

[Tokazarear MmenguaH (Me) cpengHel IIAOTHO-
CTU KOHKPEMEHTOB M KX «sflep» B 1-# rpyIime co-
craBuA 647,54+259,26 HU u 936,23+353,73 HU,
Bo 2-#i  Obia paBen423,34+208,07 HU wu
560,5+339,98 HUcCoOTBETCTBEHHO.

Beanumnna Me cpemHed IaoIany KOHKpe-
MEHTOB U HX «gAep» Yy HallUeHTOB l1-# Ipynmbl co-
craBuaa 169,06+38,81 mm2 u 8,63%6,96 mMMm2,a y
2-#1 rpymmel — 137,19+40,75 mMm2 u 13,58+4,62
MM2 COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Y nmanumenToB 1-# rpynnel Me koaddurimeH-
TOB OIHOPONHOCTH KOHKPEMEHTOB Oblaa paB-
Ha5,37+4,58%, y 2-# rpynnb! — 10,15+2,2%.

Hauboapmiuii pasmep pe3uayasbHOTO KOH-
KpeMeHTa y HnanueHToB 1-B u 2-¥ rpynno Obla
UOEHTUYHBIM, MeauaHa MaKCHMaAbHOI'O pasMepa
cocraBuaa 13,87+2,93 mm u 11,55%3,9 MM cooT-
BETCTBEHHO.

[IpoBeaeHHBIN CTATUCTHUYECKHUU aHaAu3 II0-
AYYEHHBIX OAHHBIX [IPU OIpeNeAeHUN KOd((HUIIH-
eHTa Koppeagryu CrimpMeHa BBISBHA CTATHUCTHYE-
CKU 3HaA4YHMble 3aBHCHMOCTHU MEXKIy HU3MepseMbl-
MU IIoKazareasMu. Hawmboablliee 3HadeHHe KO3(D-
dHIieHTa 0TMEYaA0oCh y II0Ka3aTeAd OLHOPOIHO-
cTH KOHKpeMeHTa (p=-0,62, npu p<0,05).

[Ipu npoBenernn ROC-aHaau3a c ompezneae-
HUEM 4YyBCTBHTEABHOCTH H CIEIHU(PHUIHOCTH METO-
[OUKU U3MEPEeHUd IIoKasaTeAeH pe3nayasbHOro
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Puc. 1. ROC-KpuBas 4yBCTBUTEABHOCTU U CNELUPUYHOCTM.

a - OJHOPOAHOCTH PE3HUAYaABHOIO KOHKPEMEHTa Y OOABHBIX HedposuTHazoM. Ilaomans Imox KPHBOH
AUC=0,86+0,037. 6 - cpenHell IAOTHOCTH PE3UAyaABHOI'0O KOHKpPEMeHTa y OOABHBIX HebpoAnuTHA30M. Ilaomanhb oz
kpuBoit AUC=0,75+0,058. B - cpeaHel ITAOTHOCTH «IIpa» PE3UAYAABHOTO KOHKPEMEHTA ¥ OOABHBIX HE(OPOAUTHAZOM.
INaomans nmox kpuBoit AUC=0,79+0,056. T - cpeaHel IMAOIIAAN PE3UAYyaAbHOIO KOHKPEMEHTA y OOABHBIX HE(POAU-
TtrasoM. [laomanes mox kpuBoit AUC=0,95+0,028. n - cpenHell maomiagy «gapa» Pe3UAyaAbHOTO KOHKpPEMEHTa y
60ABHBIX HeppoauTHasoM. Ilaomans nox kpusoit AUC=0,61+0,069.

Fig. 1. ROC-sensitivity and specificity curve.

a - homogeneity of residual concretion in patients with nephrolithiasis. Area under the curve AUC=0.86+0.037.
b - average density of residual concretion in patients with nephrolithiasis. Area under the curve AUC=0.75+0.058.
c - the average density of the "core" residual concretion in patients with nephrolithiasis. Area under the curve
AUC=0.79+0.056. d - the average area of residual concretion in patients with nephrolithiasis. Area under the curve
AUC=0.95+0.028. e - the average area of the "core" residual concretion in patients with nephrolithiasis. Area under
the curve AUC=0.61+0.069

KOHKpPEMEHTA MAOIIAa[b IO/ KPHUBOM COCTaBHAA:
AUC omuoponuoctn=0,86+0,037; AUC mnaomanu
KoHKpeMeHTa=0,95%£0,028; AUC mnaomanu «sma-
pa»=0,61+0,069; AUC cpemHell IIAOTHOCTHU KOH-
kpemeHTa=0,75+0,058; AUC cpemHell TAOTHOCTH
«1apar=0,79+0,056 (puc. 1).

OGcy:xaenue.

B mpoBeieHHOM HCCA€QOBAaHUHU OBIAM HU3yde-
HBbI KQUYEeCTBEHHbIE U KOAMYECTBEHHBIE ITOKA3aTEAN
PE3UAYaAbHBIX KOHKPEMEHTOB I[OYEK II0 AaHHBIM
KOMITBIOTEPHON ToMorpadguu. PesyabTaTbl HCCAe-
OOBaHUS IIOKa3aAu, 4To y 62,5% mnamueHToB 1-#
TPyHOHbl pe3uayasbHble KOHKPEMEHTHI HMEAH He-
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IpaBUABHYIO DOPMY, B TO BpeMs KakK BO 2-# I'pyIl-
e nmpeobaarasv KOHKPEMEHTBI IIPaBHABHOU op-
MBI (75%). IloAyueHHBIE OAHHBIE COOTHOCSTCH C
uccaenoBanuem [O.B. Pommna(2013), KOTOpPBIM
oTMedaa, 4YTO IIOAMTOHAaAbHas (popMa M HEPOBHBLIH
XapakTep KaMHs CHUKaIOT BEPOSTHOCTb CaAMOCTO-
ATEABHOI'0 OTXOXKJIeHUd KaMHg [13].

Y mamueHTOB 00€MX I'PyNI B OOABIIHHCTBE
CAy4aeB pe3UAyaAbHble KOHKPEMEHTBI AOKAAH30-
BaAUCh B HHXKHeU rpymmne dairedek. B pabore K.
Incietal., (2007) ycrarnoBaeHo, yto y 33,3% mnanu-
€HTOB C KaMHSIMH HHKHEH JallledyKy HabAroaaeTcs
POCT KOHKpPEMEHTOB, a 11% TpebyeTcss ornepaTus-
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HOe AedyeHUe [14].

B uccaepoBanuu A.A. llleBbIpuHa U COAaBT.,
(2018) ormeyaeTcsa BaXKHOCTb ydeTa IIAOTHOCTHU
KOHKPEMEHTOB, OIIpeeAsdeMOM II0 OaHHBIM KOM-
OplOTEepHOH ToMorpaduu. J[laHHBIM IT0Ka3aTeAb
aBTOpPBI IIpeaaraioT paccMaTpuBaTh B KadecTBe
dakTopa mporHo3a 3pEeKTUBHOCTH AeUEHUSs, 6Aa-
rogapss OIITUMAABHOMY MOHOOpPy criocoba paspy-
mennsa KamHed [15]. E.C. HukyamHa ® cCoOaBrT.
(2013), ycraHOBHAH, YTO KOHKPEMEHTBI C IIAOTHO-
cteio MeHee 400 HU poaxkHBI moaBepraTbCcd AU-
CTQHIIMOHHOH AWTOTPUIICUH B COYETAHHUH C KOH-
CEpPBATUBHOU AWUTOAHUTHYECKON Tepamnmei [16]. B
caAydae KOHKPEMEHTOB CO CPEIHUMHU IIOKa3aTeAs-
MU [OeHCUTOMeTpudecKodl tmaotHoctu (400-600
HU) aBTOpPBI pEKOMEHAYIOT IIPUMEHATH MAaAOUHBA-
3UBHBIE METOIbl A€YEHHUS: AHUCTAHIIMOHHYIO HAH
KOHTaKTHYIO AUTOTPHUIICHIO B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT AO-
KaAu3allid ¥ pa3MepoB KOHKpeMeHTOB [17]. B
IIPOBENEHHOM MCCAEIOBAHHM MeANaHbl CpenHel
IIAOTHOCTH KOHKPEMEHTOB H HX «dfep» y IallueH-
TOB 1-#i rpynmbl ObiAM Goabllie, YeM y 2-¥ Ha
34,62% u 40,13% CcOOTBETCTBEHHO, YTO TOBOPUT O
HEOOXOAWMOCTH IIPUMEHEHHS Pa3AWYHBIX TaKTHK
A€YEHHUd.

JIOTIOAHUTEABHO C IIEABIO 0OA€e AeTaAbHOI'o
U3y4eHHUd CTPYKTYPbl KOHKpPEMEHTa IIPEeIAOKEHO
onpeneadats poroaHuTeAbHBIH MCKT npusHak -
«KOA(PPUITUEHT OMHOPOAHOCTH». [JaHHBIM ITOKa3a-
TeAb OTPakKaeT CTPYKTYPY KOHKpPEeMEHTa M BBICUH-
THIBAETCS M3 COOTHOIIEHHUS IMAOLIAMU «gapar K 00-
ey IaoIany KOHKpPEMEHTa B 3aJaHHOH IIPOoeK-
nuu. CoraacHO IIOAYYEHHBIM OaHHBIM Me Ko03dg-
PUIIMEHTOB OOHOPOLHOCTH PE3UAYaABHOTO KOH-
KpeMeHTa y nanueHToB 1-#f rpynmb!l 6viaa B 1,89
pa3a HHXKe, 4yeM y 2-i. B npoBeneHHBIX paHee HC-
CAEIOBAaHUAX OBIAO yYCTAHOBAEHO, YTO H3MEpEeHHEe
KOo3(ppunueHTa OTHOPOLHOCTH II03BOASIET OIITH-
MH3HUPOBaTh BBIOOP METOAWKH SAUMHHAIIUH KOH-
KpPEMEeHTa U MOBBICUTH YCIIEITHOCTbL AWTOTPHUIICHH
0o 75,8% [12].

CTOHUT OTMETHTBH, UTO pasAudHe MeaHaH
MaKCHMAaABHOI'O pa3Mepa Pe3uIyasbHOTO KOHKpe-
MeHTa y IaIlMeHTOB 00eUX I'PYIII He IBASAOCH CTa-
THCTHYECKH 3HAYHMBIM, TaK KaK YKAaIbIBaAOCH B
3HAQYEHHUS CTaHAAPTHOIO OTKAOHEHHS B 00eHxX
IrpyIIIax.
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B mporiecce cTaTUCTHYECKO# 06paboTKu IIpu
aHaanie KOod3(pPUIIMEeHTOB Koppeadrnuu CrupmeHa
OBIAO BBIIBA€HO HAaAWYME OOpaTHOM 3aMeTHO# cra-
TUCTHUYEeCKH 3HayuMmo# (p<0,05) 3aBucuMOCTH
MeXKIy IoKaszaTereM KO3(PPUITMEHTA OTHOPOIHO-
CTHU PEe3UAyaAbHOTO KOHKPEMEHTA U JOCTHKEHHEM
IIOAHOTO OCBOOOKIEHHS II0YKH OT KOHKpeMeHTa
II0CA€ IIPOBENEHUS KOHCEPBATHUBHOM Tepanuu. Ec-
AU TIOKa3aTeAb OTHOPOAHOCTH PE3HUIyaAbHOI'0O KOH-
KpEeMEeHTa COOTBETCTBOBaA 9% u 6oaee, TO BEPOLAT-
HOCTH CaMOCTOATEABHOM €ro SAMMHHAIINU OblAa
paBHa 85% u Goaee. OcTasbHBIE U3MEPSEMbBIE II0-
Ka3aTeAH TaK K€ UMEAH CTaTHCTHYEeCKH 3Ha4YUMBble
(p<0,05) 3aBHCHMOCTH, OJHAKO OHHU OKa3bIBAAU
MeHbIllee BAUSHHE Ha UCXO/ ACUEHHUS.

Ipaduaeckoe npencraBaeHre ROC-KpUBBIX
nokazatreAad KO3(PPUIMEHTA OMHOPOMHOCTH IIPO-
NEMOHCTPHUPOBAAO XOPOILlee KadeCTBO MOIEAH,
IIAOIIIA b TIO, KpPHUBOH (AUC) cocTaBHAA
0,86+0,037.0OcrasbHble TOKA3aTEAN PE3ULyaABHBIX
KOHKPEMEHTOB II0 pe3yAbTaTaM IIPOBEIEHHOI'O
ROC-anaan3a Tak e XapaKTepHU30BaAUCH BBICO-
KOH YyBCTBUTEABHOCTBIO U crieltnpuaIHoCTbI0: AUC
naomiaau KoHKpeMeHTa=0,95+0,028; AUC maoma-
o «anpa»=0,61+0,069; AUC cpenHell IAOTHOCTU
koukpemeHTa=0,75£0,058; AUC cpemHe#l IIAOTHO-
ctu «aapar=0,79+0,056.

BriBogrr.

[ToayyeHHBIE Pe3yAbTATHl PACIIHUPHIOT IIPE.-
CTaBA€HHI O BO3MOXKHOCTHX OLHOIHEPIreTHYEeCKOH
MCKT B  MyAbTHOapaMeTPUYECKOH  OILleHKE
CBOHCTB pe3UIyaAbHBIX KOHKpeMeHTOB. [lokasa-
TeAb KO3(p(pUIIHEeHTa OMHOPOMHOCTH 00A3JaeT BBI-
COKOH YyBCTBHUTEABHOCTBIO M CIIEIH(PHUIHOCTHIO
(maomans mon kpuoit AUC=0,86+0,037) 1 MoKeT
OBITH MCIIOAB30BaH B KadecTBe OOBEKTHBHOIO KPH-
TEepUs IIPH OIIPEACACHHM HaIlpaBACHUd AedeOHOH
CTpaTeTuyu [AS IIAIlMEHTOB IIOCA€ IIePKyTaHHOH
He(POAUTOTPHUIICHH.

Ncrounuk punaucupoBauus u KOHIUKT
HUHTEPECOB.

ABTOpPEI MaHHOW CTATbU IOATBEPIAUAN OTCYT-
cTBHE (PHMHAHCOBOM MOANEPKKHU HCCAEIOBAHUS U
KOH(AMKTA HHTEPECOB, O KOTOPBIX HEOOXOIHMO
COOOIIUTE.
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