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BBepeHue. Kpas peseKuun Ha CErofHAWHUIA AeHb OLEHUBAIOT Pa3HbIMU CNOCOBAMM, HO B KTMHWUYECKO NPaKTUKE npep-
MOYTeHUe OTAAIOT FUCTONOTMYECKOMY MeTOofy C MAaKpo- U MUKPOCKOMMYEeCKUM uccnefoBaHuem kpaes. OueHka Kpaes
Pe3eKLNM MOXET OCYLeCTBAATLCA HEe TObKO NPU MIaHOBOM FMCTONOrMYECKOM UCCN@A0BAHNM, HO U MPU MHTPaonepaLu-
OHHOM.

Lienb nccnepoBaHus — oLEeHNTD LieNecoobpa3HOCTb NPOBEAEHUA UHTPAONEPALMOHHOI OLLEHKN KPaeB Pe3eKLUn Npu Bbl-
NOJIHEHWUW OPraHOCOXPaHAIOWUX ONepaLuii y NaLMeHTOB C NepBUYHO onepabenbHbIM pakoM MoNloYHoM enesbl (PMX).

Matepuans! u meToabl. B peTpocneKTMBHOM UCCNEAOBAHUM MPOAHANN3MPOBaHbI JaHHbIE NALUEHTOK C paHHeil popmoit
PMX, nopnBeprHyTbix xupypruyeckomy nevenunto B HMULL onkonorum um. H.H. bnoxuHa ¢ nioHa 2020 r. no mait 2022 r.
Bcem naymeHTKam Ha NepBOM 3Tane BbiNOAHANACL PE3eKLMA MOIOYHON Xene3bl C UHTPAoNepaLMOHHbLIM TMCTONOTMYECKUM
uccnefosanuem (UTW) kpaes pesekumumn unm 6e3 TakoBoro, C onpeaeneHnem CTOPOXEBOro TMMbaTUYeCKoro y3na uim pe-
rMOHapHO NnMbafeH3IKTOMMeEN. bonbHbIe, BKNKOYEHHbIE B OKOHYATENbHbIA aHaNu3, nogeNneHbl Ha 2 rpynnbl: uCCnefyemyo
rpynny COCTaBUAM NALUEHTKM, KOTOPbIM GblN0 BbINONHEeHO UM KpaeB pe3eklun BO BpeMs onepauuu, @ KOHTPONbHyIO —
6onbHble, KOTOpbIM He nposoaunu UTW kpaes pesekuuun. UTW Kpaes pe3ekumn BbINOAHAETCA NaToMOPd00roM nocpes-
CTBOM U3MEpEeHWs PacCTOAHMA OT OMyXOJeBOro y3na A0 KpaeB pe3eKLMM Ha Makponpenapare. 3aMOpPOXeHHble cpe3bl
BCeraa OKpalmnBann reMaToKCMANHOM 1 303UHOM.

PesynbTatbl. BkiloyeHHble B OKOHYaTENbHbI aHanu3 nauneHTkn (n = 451) ¢ paHHumu dopmamu PMIK, nogseprHyTbie
Ha NepBOM 3Tarne pe3eKuuu MONOYHON XKenesbl, NofeNeHbl Ha 2 OCHOBHbIE rpynnbl: uccnegyemyto rpynny (n = 310) co-
cTaBunu 6oNbHbIE, KOTOPLIM NPOBOAMNACH MHTPAONepaLMOHHAA MUKPOCKONMYECKasn rMCTONOrMYecKas OLEHKa Kpaes
pe3eKLuum, KOHTpPONbHYto rpynny (n=141) — NauMeHTKM, KOTOPbIM MHTPAoNepPaLMOHHAA OLEHKa Kpaes pe3eKLum He npo-
BOAMNach. [pn HTpaonepaLuoHHON rMCTONOrMYECKON OLeHKe KpaeB pe3eKLuu NaLMeHTKN C NONOXUTENbHbIM KpaeMm
pesekuuu Haubonee yacTo HabNAANMCH NPU UHBA3UBHOM pake — 20,3 % npoTus 3,9 % npu BHYTPUNPOTOKOBOM pakKe.

BbiBoAbl. Heo6xonMMo NpoBefeHme AanbHeRwmnx UCCIefoBaHui, ONpeaensownx hakTopsl, BAUAIOWME HA YBENUYEHE
4acTOTbl ONPeAENeHNs NONOKUTENbHBIX KPAEB PE3EKLMM U HA NOKA3aTENN BbIXKUBAEMOCTU GONbHBIX.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak MOJIOYHOWA Kene3bl, NONOXKUTENbHbIN Kpa17| pe3eKuuu, 4actoTa peumanBoB, NHTpaonepaunoHHas
OLEHKa KpaeB pe3eKuun, ructosornyeckoe nccneposaHune
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Introduction. Today, resection margins are assessed in different ways, but in clinical practice, preference is given to the
histological method with macro- and microscopic examination of the margins. Assessment of resection margins can be carried
out not only during planned histological examination, but also during intraoperative examination.

Aim. To evaluate the feasibility of intraoperative assessment of resection margins when performing organ-preserving
operations in patients with primary resectable breast cancer.

Materials and methods. A retrospective study analyzed data from patients with early breast cancer who underwent
surgical treatment at the Blokhin National Medical Research Center of Oncology of the Ministry of Health of Russia
from June 2020 to May 2022. All patients underwent mammary gland resection with or without intraoperative marginal
GI of resection, with sentinel lymph node determination or regional lymphadenectomy at the first stage. Patients
included in the final analysis were divided into 2 groups: the study group consisted of patients who underwent
intraoperative marginal GI of resection, and the control group consisted of patients who did not undergo intraoperative
marginal GI of resection. Marginal GI of resection is performed by a pathologist by measuring the distance from the
tumor node to the resection margins on a macropreparation. Frozen sections were always stained with hematoxylin
and eosin.

Results. The 451 patients with early forms of breast cancer included in the final analysis and subjected to breast
resection at the first stage were divided into 2 main groups: the study group consisted of patients (n = 310) who
underwent intraoperative microscopic histological assessment of resection margins, and the control group included
patients (n = 141) who did not undergo intraoperative assessment of resection margins. During intraoperative histological
assessment of resection margins, patients with positive resection margins were most often observed with invasive
cancer — 20.3 versus 3.9 % with intraductal cancer.

Conclusion. Further research is needed to determine the factors influencing the increase in the incidence of positive
resection margins and their impact on patient survival rates.

Keywords: breast cancer, positive resection margin, recurrence rate, intraoperative assessment of resection margins,
histological examination
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Beepenue

Ha ceronHs1HWIA IeHb CTAHIAPTOM JIEYEHUS] PAHHUX
WIN JIOKaJAU30BaHHBIX (DOPM pakKa MOJOYHOU XKeJe3bl
(PMZK) siBnsieTcs opraHOCOXpaHstonas orneparus ¢ yye-
TOM MIPUHIIUTIOB PAUKATBHOCTH.

TouHoe ompeneneHUe TpaHULL PE3eKIIMUA B oOpasiax
MoJIoYHOI XkeJie3bl (M2K) BaxkHO, TOCKOJIBbKY MOJTHOE yaa-
JIEHUE 3710Ka4eCTBEHHOro 00pa30BaHUs — HEOOXOAUMOE
YCIIOBUE, BIUSIIONIEE KaK HA YaCTOTY MOBTOPHBIX OIepa-
mii [1], Tak 1 Ha KOcMeTUYECKUIA pe3ysbraT. Kpas pesek-
1IMY Ha CETOAHSIIHUMI J€Hb OLIEHUBAIOT Pa3HBIMU CITOCO-
0aMu, HO B KJIMHUYECKOW MpakTUKe MpearnoyTeHue
OTJAIOT TUCTOJIOTUYECKOMY METOAY C MaKpO- U MUKPOCKO-
MUYECKUM UccenoBaHueM KpaeB. OlleHKa KpaeB pe3eK-
IIUA MOXET OCYIIECTBIISITbCS HE TOJBKO MPU MJIAHOBOM
TUCTOJIOTUYECKOM UCCJIEOBAHUM, HO U TIPUA UHTPAOIEepa-
LIUOHHOM.

CyliecTByeT psl UCCIEA0BAHUI, KOTOPHIE MO3BOJIAIOT
CyauTh 00 3 (HEKTUBHOCTA MHTPAOIIEPALIMOHHOTO TUCTO-
Jornyeckoro ucciaenoBanusi (MI'M) kpaeB pe3exkuuu.
AHanu3 OaHHBIX MUPOBOU JUTEpaTypbl MoOKaszal,
YTO HA JAHHBI MOMEHT HE CYLIECTBYET EAMHOTO MHEHUS.
Tak, C. Koopmansch u coast. B 2021 I. npoaHaiu3upoBa-
JIU METOJOJIOTUI0 MHTPAOIEPAllMOHHON OLEHKU KpaeB
pesexuuu [1]. Bcero B ucciemoBaHue ObLIO BKIIOUEHO
290 maureHTOoK, MEPEHECHIINX OPTAHOCOXPAHSIOIIIEE JIeue-
Hue B o0beMe pesekiuu M2K 1o moBoay MHBa3UBHOIO
paka W MPOTOKOBOTO paka in situ ¢ 2009 mo 2016 r.

Pe3ynbraThl JAaHHOTO PETPOCTIEKTUBHOIO MCCIEIOBAHUS
MoKa3aJu, YTO OTpUllaTeJbHAsI MIPOTHOCTUYECKAS 1IEH-
HocTh Tipu UTU — coctaBuia 81,8 %. DTo cylecTBEHHO
TOBJIMSLIO HA YACTOTY MOBTOPHBIX orepanuii: 6e3 T —
23,6 %,c UTU 7,3 % cnyvaes (p = 0,003). [IpencraBieH-
Hble JaHHBIE MO3BOJISIOT caenaTh BeiBoa: MIT'U kpaes pe-
3€KI[MHU MTOBBIIIAET BEPOSTHOCTh PAAUKATILHOTO YIATEHUS
onyxonu. B 2014 . K. Butler-Henderson u coaBT. mpoBeun
aHaJIN3 HECKOJIbKUX UCCIIETIOBAHUN OTHOCUTEIBHO UHTPA-
OIEePALIMOHHBIX METOJIOB OLIEHKU COCTOSTHUSI TPaHUIL pe-
3exkuui [2]. B kputepun cpaBHeHUS UCCIENOBAHUIA BXO-
JIAJTY TTOKA3aTes T, BKJIIOYAIOIIE TOYHOCTh OLIEHKY TPaHUI]
OITyXOJIU, CPelHEee BpPeMs, 3aTpay€HHOE Ha MpOLEaypY,
YaCTOTY TOBTOPHBIX OIepaiuii. ABTOpbI TPOJEMOHCTPUPO-
BaJld, YTO MATOJOTOAHATOMUYECKOE MCCIIETOBAHUE METO-
JTIOM 3aMOPOXKEHHBIX CPE30B U LIUTOJIOTUYECKUX OTIIEYaTKOB
SIBJISTETCST BRICOKOMH(POPMATUBHBIM METOIOM [2—6], omHa-
KO TaHHAasI TIPOIIeypa CIIOCOOCTBYET YIUTMHEHUIO BPEeMEHU
ornepaluu 1 Hapko3a B cpeaHeM Ha 20—30 MUH U Bener
K JTOTIOJTHUTENIBHBIM, B PSIIE ClydaeB HEOOOCHOBAHHBIM,
MAaTepUATBHBIM 3aTpaTaM.

LuTomornyeckoe uccienoBaHue Ma3KOB-0OTIIEYaTKOB
TaKXKe SIBJISIETCS JOCTATOYHO PACIpPOCTPAHEHHBIM METO-
JIOM, €r0 4yBCTBUTEIBHOCTb cocTaBisieTr 83,8 % [7-9].
Ho, HecMOTps Ha BBICOKYIO TOUHOCTb, OCTAIOTCSI COMHE-
HUS 110 MoBony 3 GhEKTUBHOCTA WHTPAOTIEpallMOHHOM
LIMTOJIOTUYECKOUN OLIEHKU KPaeB PE3EKIINU, TaK KaK IIUTO-
JIOTUYECKU BO3MOXHO OLIEHUTH TOJbKO MOBEPXHOCTHBIN
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Kpaii pe3eKIMK, HO HET BO3MOXHOCTHU OLIEHUTh HaJIM4Ue
WJIA OTCYTCTBUE OCTATOYHOI OMYXOJIU MOJ, TOBEPXHOCTHIO
TOJIIMHOM 10 5 MM, YTO MOXKET MPUBECTU K JIO(KHOOTPH -
LIaTeJIbHOMY PE3YJIBTaTy U YXYAIIEHUIO OTHAJIEHHBIX pe-
3yJIbTaTOB JICUECHUS.

B npocnieKTMBHOM HcCCIEAOBAaHUU, OMTYOJIUKOBAHHOM
A. Laws 1 coaBrT., olleHUBas1ach 3 (HEKTUBHOCTh UHTPA-
OIEepallMOHHON OLIEHKHU KPaeB Pe3eKIMHU MO TOBOIY MPO-
tokoBoro PMX in situ. UccnemoBaHue 1moxkasano, 4TO
TOJIBKO THUCTOJIOTMYECKAs] MaKpOCKOMUYECKasi OlLeHKa
JIOCTOBEPHO YMEHBIIIAET YACTOTY MOJOXUTEIbHBIX KPAEB
pesexunu (oTHomIeHMe MmaHcoB (OI) 0,54, p = 0,002)
U ITOBTOpHbIX onepauuii (OI 0,61, p = 0,036) [3].

ITpu aHanM3e NaHHBIX JIUTEPATYPHl MPUXOIUT MTOHU-
MaHUe TOTO, YTO B MUPE 10 CUX TTOP HE CYIIECTBYET YETKOM
cTpatTudUKalUU U KPUTEPUEB BbIOOpA HauboOJIee ONTU-
MaJIbHOTO METOJa MHTPAOIIepallMOHHON BU3yaTnu3alluu
KpaeB pe3eKlnu. B OONBIIMHCTBE CllydaeB OMUCHIBAETCS
CPaBHUTEJIBHBIN aHAJIU3 OJHOTO METO/Ia UHTpaOIepalu-
OHHOI OLIEHKU KpaeB pe3eKinu ¢ ApyruM. OTHAKO OTCYT-
CTBYIOT JaHHBIE CPABHUTEILHOTO aHAJIN3a MEXY IPOBE-
JIEHUEM WHTPAONEPAllMOHHON OLIEHKU KPaeB pe3eKInu
U TeM, KOrJa Kpasi MHTPAoIepallMOHHO HEe OLEHUBAINCH
BOBCE.

eab Haliero uccaeg0BaHusd — OLIEHKA 1ieJiecoobpas-
HOCTU MPOBEIECHUS UHTPAOTIEPALIMOHHON OLIEHKU KPaeB
pPEe3eKIMU MPU BHITIOJIHEHUU OPTaHOCOXPAHSIOIIUX OIle-
pauuii y nallMeHTOB C MEPBUYHO omnepadenbHbiM PM2K.

Marepuanbi u metofbl

MpbI nipeacTaBisieM pe3yabTaThl OMHOLIEHTPOBOTO pe-
TPOCHEKTUBHOTO KOTOPTHOTO UCCIEAOBAHUS pealbHOM
KJIMHUYECKOUN TTPAKTUKMU.

B aHanmu3 BKJIIOYEHBI TALIMEHTKU C paHHEN (hopMoii
PMZXK, nonBepruyThie xupyprudeckomy JedyeHrto B HMULL
onkosiornu uM. H.H. broxuna ¢ utons 2020 r. mo mait
2022

Bcem manueHTKaM Ha MEPBOM 3Tall€ BBIMTOJIHSIACH
pesekuust MK ¢ UT'U kpaeB pesekiinu uiu 6e3 TaKoBOro,
C ONpeJeNIeHUEM CTOPOXKEBOTO JUMMATAYECKOTO y37a
WIU C pETUOHAPHOW TUMGbaTeHIKTOMUENA.

Kpurepuu BKIIOUEHUS:

1) mauueHTKH ¢ Mopdosornuecku BepuUIUPOBAHHBIM
VHBA3WBHBIM MTPOTOKOBBIM WJIM WHBA3UBHBIM J0JIb-
KoBBIM PMK;

2) Bo3pact crtapiue 18 ser;

3) [-1TTA (T1-T3/N0—1/M0) craguu OITyXoJIeBOro mpo-
1ecca, KOTOPbIM Ha MIEPBOM 3Talle OKa3aHO XUPYp-
TUYECKOE JieueHre B 00beMe pezekinu MXK;

4) HaIMYVe KITMHUYECKUX U PAJINOIOTUIECKUX TaHHBIX
00 UCXOHO! PacIpOCTPAHEHHOCTU OIYXOJIEBOTO MTPO-
1ecca;

5) HaIMYUe JaHHBIX O (PEHOTUMUYECKOUN XapaKTePUCTH -
K€ OIYXOJIU 10 HayaJla XUPYPTUYECKOTO JICYEHNUS

6) Hanmnure uH@opMauuu 00 00beMe IPOBEIECHHOTO
XUPYPTUYECKOrO JICUCHUS;

7) Hanuuue nHbOPMallMU U3 MPOTOKOJA ONepalnuu
0 TIPOBEICHUU UHTPAOIIEPALIMOHHOTO CPOYHOIO TUC-
TOJIOTUYECKOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS.

Kpurepun nuckinoueHus:

1) nauKreHTKr, KOTOPBIM Ha 1 3Tame nmpoBoAUIach HEO-
aIbIOBAaHTHAS JIEKAPCTBEHHAS TEpaIus;

2) OTCYTCTBUE B MEAULIMHCKOUN JOKYMEHTALIMU TATOMOP-
(osornyeckoro oryeTa 00 COCTOSTHUM KpaeB pe3eK-
LIMY MOCJIe yaaJieHus oryxouu B MK

3) HanMuKe JOKAa3aHHBIX OTAAJIEHHBIX MeTacTa3oB PM2K
Ha MOMEHT IOCTAHOBKM JUarHo3a.

BonbHbIE, BKIIOUEHHBIE B OKOHYATEJIbHBINA aHAN3,
MOJEJIEHbI Ha 2 TPYIIbI: UCCIEAYEMYIO TPYIIITY COCTABUIA
MalMeHTKU, KOTOpbIM Obu10 BhIToJHEHO UTU kpaes pe-
3€KI[MU BO BpPEMS OTlepalli, a KOHTPOJIbHYIO — OOJIbHEBIE,
KoTOopbIM He TipoBoawiock MT'U kpaes pesekuuu. UT'U
KpaeB Pe3eKIINU BBIOTHSIETCS MaTOMOPGhOIOroM MOCPeI-
CTBOM U3MEPEHUS PACCTOSIHUS OT OIMyXOJIEBOTO Y3Ja JI0
KpaeB pe3eKIMU Ha MakpoIrpenapaTe. 3aMOpOXeHHbIE Cpe-
3bl BCET/Ia OKPAIIMBAIN TEMATOKCUIIUHOM U 503UHOM.

Kpas pe3ekuiuu CUUTATUCH «4UCTBIMU», €CITU OITYXO-
JIeBbIE KJIETKU HE ObUIU OKpPAIlIeHbI CIEIIAAIbHBIM Kpacu-
TejieM, B cooTBeTCTBUU ¢ pekomeHaauusiMu SSO-ASTRO
(SSO-ASTRO Consensus Guideline Margins for Breast-
Conserving Surgery with Whole Breast Irradiation in Stage
I and II Invasive Breast Cancer) [10].

Cratuctruueckas o0paboTKa JaHHBIX MPOBOAUIACH
C MOMOIIBIO MTPOTrpaMM CTaTUCTUYecKoro makera SPSS
(IBM®SPPS®Statistics v.26) u mporpaMmMmbl Microsoft®
Excel® 2010. MenuaHbl CpaBHUBAJIU C UCIIOJb30BaHUEM
t-xputepus CTbioieHTa U TecTa MaHHa— YUTHU B 3aBUCU-
MOCTHU OT paclpeiesieHus MpPU3HaKa KOJUYECTBEHHBIX
naHHbIX. KauecTBeHHBIE TaHHBIE CPABHUBAIUCH C UCITOJIb-
3o0BaHueM Kputepusi [IupcoHa ¥?> U TOYHOTO KPUTEPUS
@umiepa. [1pu McoIb30BaHNM TAHHBIX CTATUCTUIECKUX
METOIOB TIpUMEHSUICS 95 % moBepUTENbHBIN MHTEPBAT
(W) v 3Ha4eHue NByCTOPOHHETO p. CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HA-
YHAMBIM paznuuueM cuutanoch p <0,05.

PesynbTartbl

ITpu ucxomHoM 3ampoce B apxuB Oblla OTOOpaHa
761 manmeHTKa. B oKOHUYaTEIbHBIN aHAIW3 HE BOLLIN
310 mauKreHTOK B COOTBETCTBUU C KPUTEPUSIMU UCKITIOYE-
Hus. BKiitoueHHbIe B OKOHYATEIbHBIN aHAIU3 TALIUEHTKU
(n=451) ¢ panaumu popmamu PMK, mogseprHyThie Ha
1-m stane pezekuun M2K, ronesieHsl Ha 2 OCHOBHBIE TPyIIT-
TIBL: KCCIIETYEMYIO TPYIIITY COCcTaBWIn 0osbHbIE (1 = 310), KO-
TOPBIM MPOBOAWIACH UHTPAOTIEPALIMOHHAS MUKPOCKOH -
yeckasi TUCTOJOTMYECKAas OlIEHKAa KpaeB pPE3eKIUH,
a B KOHTPOJIBHYIO TPYIIITY BKJTIOYEHBI MTAlMEHTKHU (1 = 141),
KOTOPBIM MHTPAOTEPAIMOHHAS OLIEHKA KPaeB Pe3eKInn
He npoBoawiack. OCHOBHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU OOJIBHBIX
B 00euX rpyInax npeacTaBjieHbl B TaoT. 1.

MenuaHa Bo3pacTa B 00lIei MOMyJISIUU OOJbHBIX
cocraBuia 57 nieT. B uccieayemoii rpyrine MeavaHa Bo3pa-
cTa Obl1a paBHA 56 rogaM MpoTUB 59 JIET B KOHTPOJILHOM,
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Tabmuna 1. Xapakmepucmuka kaunuko-mopgonocuueckux napamempos nayueHmox 00 onepayuu

Table 1. Characteristics of clinical and morphological parameters of patients before surgery

Bcero 60bHBIX Hccaenyemasa rpymma  KontpossHas rpymma

ITapameTtp
n=451, n (%) n=310, n (%) n=141, n (%)

Bospacr, net 57 (27—86) 56 (27—86) 59 (29-83) 0,020

Pazmep omyxosu (10 onepauuu), CM:

Tumor size (before surgery), cm:
<1 29 (6,4) 22 (7,1) 7(5) 0,393
<2 215 (47,7) 140 (42,2) 75 (53,2) 0,114
<3 143 (31,7) 104 (33,5) 39 (27,7) 0,213
<4 46 (10,2) 30 (9,7) 16 (11,3) 0,587
<5 7 (1,6) 6(1,9) 1(0,7) 0,329
>5 11 (2,4) 8(2,6) 3(2,1) 0,773

KomnuecTBo omyxoJieBbIX y3710B:

Number of tumor nodes: 0.570
1 438 (97,1) 302 (97.,4) 136 (96,5) ?
>2 13(2,9) 8(2,6) 5(3,5)

KanpuuHathr:

Calcifications:

ﬁ:; 134 (29,7) 96 (31) 38 (27) 0,387
HET 317 (70,3) 214 (69) 103 (73)
no

[HcTonornyeckuii MOATUI OIYXOJIHU:

Histological tumor subtype:

WHBa3UBHBII IPOTOKOBBIN 436 (96,7) 299 (96,5) 137 (97,2) 0.696
invasive ductal ?
MHBA3UBHBIN JOJbKOBbII 15 (3,3) 11 (3,5) 4(2,8)

invasive lobular

Grade core-6uorncus:

Grade core biopsy:

Gl 14 (3,1) 13 (4,2) 1(0,7) 0,048

G2 394 (87,4) 272 (87,7) 122 (86,5) 0,943

G3 43 (9,5) 25 (8,1) 18 (12,8) 0,116
cT:

Tl 228 (50,6) 149 (48,1) 79 (56) 0,117

T2 214 (47,5) 155 (50) 59 (41,8) 0,108

T3 9(2) 6(1,9) 3(2,1) 0,893
cN:

NO 310 (85,8) 265 (85,5) 122 (86,5) 0,770

N+ 141 (14,2) 45 (14,5) 19 (13,5)

MonexynsipHbIii MOATHIIL:

Molecular subtype:

JIIOMUHAJIBHBIN A 181 (40,1) 117 (37,7) 64 (45,4) 0,125
luminal A

JIIOMUHaNbHBIN B Her2— 174 (38,6) 127 (41) 47 (33,3) 0,123
luminal B Her2—

JIIOMUAHAIBHBIA B Her2+ 53 (11,8) 36 (11,6) 17 (12,1) 0,123
luminal B Her2+

Her2+ 15 (3,3) 9(2,9) 6(4,3) 0,458
TPOITHOI HEeraTUBHBIM 25 (5,5) 18 (5,8) 7(5) 0,718
triple negative

HewussectHo 3(0,7) 3(1) 0(0) 0,242
Unknown

DHIOKPUHOTEPANUS (TECT-PEXKUM):

Endocrine therapy (test mode):
na 342 (75,9) 235 (75,9) 107 (75.,9)

- 0,123
HeT 109 (24,2) 75 (24,2) 34 (24,1)

no



XUPYPIUA v oHkonorua

| TOM14/VOL. 14

Okonuanue maoba. 1
End of table 1

Tapaverp Bcero 001bHBIX WUccnenyemas rpymma  KoHTpoabHag rpynma
n=451, n (%) n=310, n (%) n=141, n (%)
PasmeTka 1o onepanuu:
Marking before surgery:
ili 134 (29,7) 97 (31,3) 37 (26,2) e
HeT 317 (70,3) 213 (68,7) 104 (73,8)

no

p =0,020. TTo oCHOBHBIM MMapaMeTpaM, TAKUM KaK pa3mep
TIEPBUYHOM OITyXOJIU, KOJIMYECTBO OITyXOJIEBBIX Y3JI0B, Ha-
JIMYre KATbLIMHATOB, TUCTOJIOTUYECKUA Y MOJIEKYISIPHBINA
TOJTUTI OTTYXOJIM, PacTpOCTPAaHEHHOCTHU OIYXOJEBOTO
npoliecca 3HAYMMbBIX pa3Inyrii B 00enX rpymmax He ObU10
OTMEUEHO.

IManuentok ¢ G1 B KOHTPOIBHOM rpyIine 6bUI0 JOCTO-
BEpHO MeHbIlle, YeM B uccienyemoit, — 0,7 % npotus
4,2 %, p = 0,048. AHanu3upyeMbie TTapaMeTpbl MalueH-
TOK, TIOBEPTHYTHIX CEKTOpaTbHOM pesekiiun M2K, ripen-
CTaBJICHBI B Ta0JI. 2.

Peskcimaus MHTpaoTepallMOHHO BhITIofHeHA 19,7 %
OOJIBHBIX, Y KOTOPBIX OTMEYEH IMOJIOXUTENbHBIN Kpaii pe-
sekuuu (0,6 % HaGmoneHWIT). XapaKTepUCTUKU TUTAHO-
BOrO TMCTOJIOTMYECKOTO UCCAEAOBAHUS yOAJIEHHOTO Ma-
KpoIperapara On1caHsbl B Ta0JI. 3.

ITpu mIaHOBOM IMCTOJIOTUYECKOM UCCIIENOBAHUH TT0-
JIOXKMTEJIBHBIN Kpail pe3eKuuu otMedeH B 12,2 % u 12,0 Ha-
OJIIOIEHU I B MCCIEIyeMOI M KOHTPOJIBHOM IpyIimnax cooT-
BeTCTBEHHO, p = 0,925. OCHOBHBIE TUCTOJOTUYECKUE
XapaKTepUCTUKU TIEPBUYHO UHTPAOTIEPAIITMOHHO pepe3e-
LIMPOBAHHBIX KPAaeB Y OOJIbHBIX UCCIEAYEMOW TPYIIIbI TPU

TJIAHOBOM TUCTOJIOTMIECKOM MCCIIETOBAHUM TIPEICTABIIE-
HBI B Ta0JI. 4.

[Tpu TepBUYHO BBHITTIOJTHEHHOM pepe3eKIINU TTOJIOXKM -
TeJIbHBIN Kpall 3apervctpupoBaH y 11,0 % manueHTOK.
Tucronornyeckre xapakTepuCTUKN BTOPUIHO MHTPAOTIE-
PallMOHHO pepe3eMPOBAHHBIX KPAaeB MPHU IJIAHOBOM TH-
CTOJIOTMYECKOM UCCIIeIOBaHNY O0JIee AeTaTbHO MPeICTaB-
JIEHBI B Ta0JI. 5.

[MonoxuTenbHBIN Kpail pU BTOPUYHO WHTpaoIiepa-
LIMOHHO BBITTOJTHEHHOM peaKcIu3uu otMedeH y 4,5 %
O0onbHBIX. JleTanbHast XapaKTepruCTUKa OCHOBHBIX THCTO-
JIOTUYECKUX TTapaMeTPOB OTEPAIIMOHHOTO MaTepyraa Oru-
caHa B Ta0. 6.

3HAYMMBIX Pa3INuUil TI0 TUCTOJOTUYECKOMY TUITY
OMYXOJIM B 00eMX IPyIITiax He oTMeueHo. MenraHa nuaMe-
Tpa OTMYyXOJU B MCCIEAyeMOI TpyIIie coctaBmia 19 Mm
npotuB 18 MM B KoHTpoJabHOM, p = 0,031. [TauneHTOK
co crenieHblo G2 3JI0KaYeCTBEHHOCTH OITyXOJIA OBUTO CTa-
TUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMO OOJIbIlIE, YeM B KOHTPOJILHOII:
83,0 % mipotus 70,6 %, p = 0,006. XapakTepUCTUKH TI0-
BTOPHO BBITIOTHEHHBIX OTepainii mocie pesekiuu MK
OIUCaHbI B Ta0M. 7.

Tabauna 2. OcHosHbie XapaKkmepucmuk 601bHbIX, NOOBEPSHYMbIX Pe3eKUUU MOAOHHOU Jcene3bl

Table 2. Main characteristics of patients undergoing breast resection

TMapamerp Bcero 601bHBIX Hccaenyemas rpynma  KoHTtpoabHas rpynna
n =451, n (%) n=2310, n (%) n=141, n (%)
OHKOIUTaCTYECKAST PE3EKIIHSI:
Oncoplastic resection:
na 19 (4,2) 12 (3,9) 7 (5)
yes 0,592
HeT 432 (95,8) 298 (96,1) 134 (95)
no
O0ObeM orepauuu:
Scope of operation:
pesexuus ¢ BCIIY* 382 (84,7) 266 (85,8) 116 (82,3) 0,334
resection with SLNB*
panuKaabHasi pe3eKLus 52 (11,5) 33 (10,6) 19 (13,5) 0,384
radical resection
pe3exuust 17 (3,8) 11(3,5) 6 (4,3) 0,715

resection
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OkoHuanue mabn. 2
End of table 2
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ITapameTtp

Kpas (1o cpouHO TUCTOJOTUN):
Edges (according to urgent histology):

OTpULIATENbHBIN

negative

WHBA3VWBHbBIN

invasive

BHYTPUITPOTOKOBBIN

intraductal

Craryc Kpasi pe3eKLIuu
Status the edge of resection
HemnocpencTBeHHO B Kpae:
Indentation from the edge:

<1 MM

<2 MM

HewusgectHo

Unknown

MapKupoBaHHbII Kpail pe3eKL1u:
Marked resection margin:

KOXHBIN

cutaneous

BEPXHUIA

upper

HYDKHUT

lower

JlaTepaaibHbIA

lateral

MeIuabHbINA

medial

dacumaabHbIN

fascial

K COCKY

to the nipple

Pepesexiiusi ”HTpaonepalluOHHO:
Intraoperative reresection:

na

yes

HeT

no

Pesynbrat pepe3eiupoBaHHbIX KPaeB MEPBOTO CPOYHOTO
Hccae10BaHuUs:
The result of the resected edges of the first urgent study:
OTPULIATEJIbHBIN
negative
TOJIOKUTEJIbHbII
positive
HE BBITOJIHSJIOCH
not executed

Pesynbrat pepe3eiupoBaHHbIX KPaeB MOBTOPHOTO CPOY-
HOTO UCCIIeOBAHMS:
The result of the resected edges of the repeated urgent
examination:

OTpHULIATEIbHBII

negative

TOJIOXKUTETbHBII

positive

HE BBITOJIHSIOCH

not executed

*BCJ1Y — buoncus cmopoxicesozo AUMpamu4eckoeo y3na.

*SLNB — sentinel lymph node biopsy.

Bcero 001bHBIX

n=451, n (%)

235/310 (75,8)
63/310 (20,3)

12/310 (3,9)

61/310 (19,7)
13/310 (4,2)

3/310 (1)
233/310(75,2)

12/310 (3,8)
14/310 (4,5)
18/310 (5,8)
16/310 (5,1)
20/310 (6,4)
30/310 (9,6)

2/310 (0,6)

61/310 (19,7)

249 (80,3)

16/310 (5,2)
2/310(0,6)

292/310 (94,2)

2/310 (0,6)
16/310 (5,2)

292 (94,2)

Hccnenyemas rpynma

n =310, n (%)

235 (75,8)
63(20,3)

12 (3,9)

61/310 (19,7)
13/310 (4,2)

3/310 (1)
233/310 (75,2)

12/310 (3,8)
14/310 (4,5)
18/310 (5,8)
16/310 (5,1)
20/310 (6,4)
30/310 (9,6)

2/310 (0,6)

61(19,7)

249 (80,3)

16 (5,2)
2(0,6)

292 (94,2)

16

292 (94,2)

KonrpoabHas rpynmna

n=141, n (%)
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Taﬁmma 3. ﬂaHHble NAGHOB020 2UCMON0UHECK 020 UCCAe008AHUS onepayuoHHo20 Mmamepuana

Table 3. Data from routine histological examination of surgical material

ITapameTtp

n=451,n (%)

Kpas (1o riaHoBO# T'MCTOJIOTUN):
Edges (according to planned histology):

Bcero oonbabix  Mcciienyemasi rpymma

KonTtposabHas rpynmna

n=310, n (%) n=141, n (%)

TTOJIOXKUTEIbHbIE 55 (12,2) 38 (12,3) 17 (12,1) 0,925
positive
oTpULaTeIbHbIE 395 (87,3) 271 (87,4) 124 (87,9) 0,876
negative
OTCYTCTBYET y3eJl 1(0,2) 1(0,3) 0 0,138
node missing

Cratyc Kpasi pe3eKIY MTPY TUIAHOBOM HCCIIeIOBAHUN:

Status from the resection adge during plan examination:
10 Kpalo pe3eKINN 35(7,8) 22 (7,1) 13(9,2) 0,435
along the edge of resection
<1 mm 10 (2,2) 7(2,3) 3(2,1) 0,931
<1l mm
1— <2 Mm 5(1,1) 3(1,0) 2(1,4) 0,672
1— <2 mm
>2 MM 401 (88,9) 278 (89,7) 123 (87,2) 0,444
>2 mm

MapKupoBaHHbII Kpaii pe3eKL1U:

Marked resection margin:
KOXHBIN 4(0,9) 1(0,3) 3(2,1) 0,059
cutaneous
BEPXHUIA 4(0,9) 2 (0,6) 2(1,4) 0,417
upper
JIaTepaabHBIN 7 (1,6) 7(2,3) 0 0,073
lateral
MeTUATBHBII 6(1,3) 4(1,3) 2(1,4) 0,913
medial
HIDKHUT 7 (1,6) 2(0,6) 5(3,5) 0,021
lower
acumanbHBI 20 (4,4) 17 (5,5) 3(2,1) 0,050
Fascial
<«YHCTBIE» 397 (88) 274 (88,4) 123 (87,2) 0,727
clean
HEU3BECTHO 6(1,3) 3(1,0) 3(2,1) 0,319
unknown

IToBTOpHAas pepe3eKiiys Iocjie IaHOBOTO THUCTOJIO-
TMYECKOTO MCCJIeJOBAaHUS OINEpallMOHHOIO MaTepuania
BbironHeHa 4,8 1 7,1 % OONbHBIX B KCCIIEAYEMOM 1 KOHT-
POJILHOM IpyMIiax COOTBETCTBEHHO. MacTaKTOMMSI TTPOBE-
naeHa 1,0 1 0,7 % nauMeHTOK COOTBETCTBEHHO.

06cyxaeHune

HecmoTps Ha 6osbliyio BapruabeaIbHOCTh METOJ0B
OLICHKU KpaeB, OOILIEU3BECTHBIM SIBISETCS TOT (hAKT,
YTO TOJOXUTEJbHBIN Kpaid pe3eKIINKu MpU OpraHoCcoXpa-
HSIIOLIUX OMNepalusaX CBSI3aH C YBEJIWYEHUEM YaCTOTHI
MecTHBIX peuuauBoB [10]. [IpuHSTO cUUTaTh, UYTO UHTpPA-
oTepalioHHas MUKPOCKOTTMIECKast OIIeHKA KPaeB pe3eK-
IIMA YMEHBIIIAET YaCTOTy MOBTOPHBIX OIepaluii, 4To,
KakK CJIeICTBUE, CHUXKAET TPEBOXHOCTD MAILUEHTOB U YITy4-
IIaeT KAYECTBO XU3HU, a TAKXKE YMEHBIIAET HEOOXOAU-
MOCTh TTOBTOPHBIX TOCITUTATU3AUMN W XUPYPTUUECKUX
Olepaluii, 4To BeIeT K CHUXKEHUIO 3aTPaT CUCTEMBI 3[1pa-
BooxpaHeHus [2]. KpoMe Toro, Haio MOMHUTB, YTO MPO-

BeJIcHUE MOBTOPHON OMNepalun BeleT K OTKJIAAbIBAHUIO
Havasa aIblOBAHTHOM T€paruu, YTO MOXET OTPULIATETHHO
CKa3aThCsd Ha IMOKAa3aTessiX BBDKMBAEMOCTH MAIlMEHTOB
[11]. TTpu BeimonHeHun T KkpaeB pe3eKliud METOIOM
3aMOPOXEHHBIX CPE30B BO3HUKAET DS CIOXHOCTEH.
CJIOXXHOCTh METOAMKYM OOYCITOBJIEHA MOJYyYEeHUEM HeKa-
YEeCTBEHHOIO Mpenapara Npyd HaJUYUU BBIPAKEHHOTO
xupoBoro koMmnoHeHta M2K. B uccinenosanuu K. Butler-
Henderson u coaBt. B 2014 . oTMe4YeHO, YTO MHTpAOTIE-
pallMOHHAas TUCTOJIOTUYECKAasl OLIEHKA KPaeB PE3eKIINH,
HECMOTPS Ha BBICOKYIO TOYHOCTh 3aMOPOXEHHBIX CPE30B
(ot 83,8 n0 98,3 %), MMeeT 1 OTpULIATENTbHBIC COCTABJISIIO-
e [2]. Hanmpumep, yBesimueHrie BpeMEHHU OIepaliin, 4acTo
B cpeaHeM ot 20 1o 30 muH. I1o HallIMM JaHHBIM, YTOUHUTD
Bpemsl, 3aTpaueHHoe Ha UT'U, He npencTaBiisieTcss BO3MOX-
HBIM T10 TEXHUYECKMUM MPUIMHAM, TaK KaK He BO BCEX IPO-
TOKOJIaX YKa3bIBAUINCh CPOKHU OTIEPAIIMHU C YYETOM BPEMEHHU,
3arpayeHHoro Ha UT'. Dro nonomHuTeIbHOE BpeMst UMEET
PSII HETATUBHBIX TTOCEICTBUN, BKITIOYAs JOTIOTHUTEbHbIE

OpuruHanbHoe uccnepoBaHue
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Tabmana 4. [ucmonoeuneckue xapaxmepucmuiu NepeU4HO UHMPA-
0NepayUoHHo pepe3eyuposaHHbIX Kpaea y G0AbHbIX uccaedyemoll epynnbl
NpU NAAHOBOM 2UCTOA0UHECKOM UCCAe008aHUU

Tadmuna 5. [ucmonoeuueckue xapakmepucmuxu 6mopu4Ho UHMpa-
ONEePAYUOHHO Pepe3eyupo8aHHbIX Kpaeg y 00NbHbIX UCCAedYeMOil epynnbl
npu NAAGHOB0M UCIOA0UHECKOM UCCA008AHUU

Table 4. Histological characteristics of initially intraoperatively resected
edges in patients of the study group during routine histological examination

Table 5. Histological characteristics of secondary intraoperatively resected
edges in patients of the study group during routine histological examination

Hccnenyemas rpynna Hccnenyemas

rpymna
n =310, n (%)

ITapameTtp

n=310, n (%) ITapameTp

Pesynsrar pepezeniupoBaHHBIX KpaeB Ne 1:

Result of resected edges No. 1:
Pesynbrar pepe3erinpoBaHHbIX

OpuruHanbHoe uccnepoBaHnue
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ng:z)ﬁnenbﬂme 34 (11,0) B
ETF HIATeTbHbBIC 52(16.8) Result of resected edges No. 2:
nelg)'nive ’ TIOJIOXMTETbHbIE 14 (4,5)
positive
gied:??;?;ﬂnn 212558 OTpHUILIATEIbHbIE 22 (7,0)
negative
MapKupOBaHHBIIA «+» Kpail pe3eKIIMu: n=34 =0 G LT 274 (88,3)
Marked “+” resection margin: didn’t send
KOXHBIA 3(8,8)
cutaneous MapkupoBaHHBIN «+» Kpait n=14
BEPXHUI 2(5,8) pe3eKUUn:
upper Marked “+” resection margin:
JlaTepagbHbI 1(2,9) BEPXHUI 1(7,1)
lateral upper 5
MeIAAIBHBII 2(5,8) JIaTepabHbII 2(14,2)
medial lateral
(pacumanbHbIN 5(14,7) Me/IMaTbHbI 1(7,1)
fascial medial
K COCKY 12,9 dacimaabHbIN 1(7,1)
to the nipple fascial
HEU3BECTHO 20 (58,8) HE HCCIIeI0BaH 9 (64,2)
unknown not explored

Tabmauna 6. [ucmonocuueckue XapakmepucmuKu onepayuonHoeco mamepuania

Table 6. Histological characteristics of surgical material

ITapameTp

[HcTonornyeckuii MOATHI OIMYXOJIH ILIaH:
Histological subtype of tumor plan:

Bcero 00bHBIX

n=451, n (%)

HWccaenyemas rpymnmna

n=310, n (%)

KouTposibHas rpymmna

n=141, n (%)

VHBa3UBHBII IPOTOKOBBIN 390 (86,5) 269 (86,8) 121 (85,8) 0,783
invasive ductal
VHBa3UBHBIN JOJBKOBBIT 39 (8,6) 24 (7,7) 15 (10,6) 0,311
invasive lobular
IIpyTHre 21 (4,7) 17 (5,5) 4(2,8) 0,217
other
HET y371a 1(0,2) 0 1(0,7) 0,138
no node
MenuaHa qaMeTpa OIyxoJid, MM
Median tumor diameter, mm 18 (4=95) 19 (4-95) 18 (5=78) 0,031
Grade
Gl 37 (8,2) 28 (9) 9 (6,4) 0,342
G2 336 (74,5) 219 (70,6) 117 (83,0) 0,006
G3 57 (12,6) 44 (14,2) 13(9,2) 0,141
He onpenensioch 20 (4,4) 19 (6,1) 1(0,7) 0,06
Not determined
V3en He onpenensieTcs 1(0,2) 0 1(0,7) 0,312

Node is not detected
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Tabauna 7. [losmopnsie onepayuu nocae peseKiyuu MOAOHHOU Jcene3bl

Table 7. Repeated operations after breast resection

Tapaverp Bcero oonbabix  Mcciemyemasi rpymnmna KonTtpoabHas rpynma
n =451, n (%) n=310, n (%) n=141, n (%)

O0beM MOBTOPHOI ONepaLvu:

scope of reoperation:
pepesexius 25 (5,5) 15 (4,8) 10 (7,1) 0,375
reresection
MaCT3KTOMUS 4(0,9) 3(1,0) 1(0,7) 1,0
mastectomy
He ObLTO 422 (93,6) 292 (94,2) 130 (92,2) 0,424
there was no

Kpast (mpu mOBTOPHO# ONepalvy IiaH):

Edges (for re-operation plan):
WHBa3UBHBII 2(0,4) 2 (0,6) 0 0,340
invasive
BHYTPUIPOTOKOBBIN 1(0,2) 0 1(0,7) 0,312
intraductal
OTpHULIATEIbHbIE 448 (99,3) 308 (99,4) 140 (99,3) 0,939
negative

pacxo/bl, COKpaIlleHWe YUCIia CTydaeB JieueHUsT B IEHb, 10-
TTOJTHUTENTLHOE BPEMSI IOl HAPKO30M U TTOTEPIO MPOIYKTUB-
HOTO BpEMEHU JIJISI IepCOHaIa OTIepaIliMOHHON B OXMIAHUT
PpEe3yJIBTaToOB, TTIO3TOMY TPEOYIOTCSI NATbHEHIIINE UCCIIeNOoBa-
Hus ¢ yuetoM BpeMenu ¢ UTU.

OmHako TakKe CyIIECTBYeT psifl (haKTOPOB, KOTOPHIE
MOTYT TOBJISITh HA YAaCTOTY IMMOBTOPHBIX ortepanuii. B mc-
cnegoaHumn C. Koopmansch u coaBt. B 2021 1. cpenu na-
ueHToB 6e3 MI'M yacTtoTa MOBTOPHBIX OlNepalmii cocTa-
Buia 23,6 % no cpaBHeHuio ¢ 7,3 % cpenu mauueHTOB
¢ UT'U kpaes pesekumu (p = 0,003) [1]. B Hamrem nccne-
JIOBAaHUM CPABHUTEIbHBIN aHaIN3 HEMOCPEICTBEHHBIX
PE3yJIBTAaTOB JIEUEHUsI B IBYX TPYITITaX OOJTBHBIX IIPOJEMOH-
CTPUPOBAJ, YTO HET CTATUCTUIECKM 3HAUMMOUN PA3HUIIBI
B YaCTOTE€ MOBTOPHBIX OMEpAlWil TPY BBIMOJIHEHUN WH-
TpaoTepallMOHHON THCTOJIOTMYECKOU OIEHKU KpaeB pe-
3eKIMU WK 0e3 Hee MPYU OPraHOCOXPAHSIONINX OTIepally-
six Ha M2K. YacToTa mOBTOPHBIX ONEpALUii B UCCIEYeMOM
M KOHTPOJIbHOM Tpymre coctaBuia 5,8 % mpotus 7,8 %
COOTBETCTBEHHO. IHTEepeCHBIE pe3yIbTaThl ObLTN TIOJTy4Ye-
Hbl B pabote FJ. Fleming u coaBT., rae ObUIM MpoaHaIU-
3upoBaHbl AaHHble 220 manueHToK ¢ PMK, koTopbhiM
OBLIO TIPOBEACHO MHTPAOIIEPAIIMOHHOE MCCIIeOBaHE
KkpaeB pesekuuu [12]. ¥V 139 (63 %) uz 220 nmanueHTOK
TPY MaKPOCKOTTMIECKOM O0CIeTOBAHUM OBLTH BBISIBIIEHBI
«JUCTBIC» Kpast Pe3eKIINU, M UM He TTOTPeO0BAIOCH MHTPA-
omnepalMOHHOe TOBTOpHOe ucceueHue. ¥ 135 (97 %)
W3 3TUX MAIMEHTOK TP MUKPOCKOTTMIECKOM MCCIIe0Ba-

HUY ObLTU BBISIBIIEHBI «9MCThIE» KPasi PE3EKIINH, B TO BpeMsI
Kak y 4 (3 %)naumeHToK ObLTN 0OHAPYKEHBI ITOPaXKeHHbIE
Kpas pe3eKIInu, YTO TOTPeOOBaIo TOBTOPHON OTepaIlui.
TouHast CBA3b MEXIY MOPaXeHHBIMU XUPYPTrUIECKUMU
KpasiMU 1 TOCJIeYIOIIM JIOKAITBHBIM PEILIUIUBOM JI0 CUX
TIOP BBI3BIBAET CITOPHI, OTYACTU M3-3a TOTO, UTO TPYIIIHI
WCCIIEOBAaHUSI HEOMHOPOMHBI, a €IMHOTO OTIpeNeIeHUs
TTOPaKEHHBIX WK «JYUCThIX» KPAaeB HE CYIIECTBYET, UTO Ya-
CTO TIPUBOAUT K MIPOTUBOPEYNBHIM PE3YJIbTaTaM.

ABTOpHI [Ie1aI0T 3aKJII0YeHNE, YTO HEOOXOAMMOCTD
BoiTtotHeHUs1 ITY BceM manimeHTKaM IIpy OpraHoCcoXpa-
HSIIOIINX OTIEPAITUSIX SIBJISIETCS BeChMa criopHoii. [ToaTomy,
BOMNPEKU YTBEPXKIEHUSIM 00 3¢ HEKTUBHOCTU MPUMEHEHUST
WTI'U kpaeB pe3eKInu, 0CTaeTCsl OTKPBITHIM BOTIPOC O pa-
LIMOHAIBHOCTY TAHHOTO METO/A.

BbiBOAbI

Takum 0Opa3oM, BIiEpBbie TPOBEAEHHbBI HAMU PETPO-
CTIEKTUBHbBIN aHAJIN3 TaHHBIX IPU CPaBHEHUU IBYX TPYTII
6osbHBIX TTOKa3all, yTo MU ¢ olieHKOI KpaeB pe3eKluu
HE MPUBEJIO K CTATUCTUYECKN 3HAUMMOMY CHUXKEHUIO Ya-
CTOTBI TOBTOPHBIX OMEpaluii MO CPABHEHUIO C TPYIINONM,
korna UT'U kpaeB pe3eKiiny He MPOBOIUIIOCH, U, BOZMOX-
HO, HE BIUSIET HAa MPOTHO3 3abojeBaHusl. be3yciaoBHO,
HEoOXOIMMO MPOBENCHNE NATbHEUIINX UCCIENOBAHUM,
OMpenesomX (akTophl, BAUSIONIAE HA YBEIMYEHUE Ya-
CTOTHI OMNpeNeSeHUS MOJOXUTEIbHBIX KPAaeB pPe3eKINU
U Ha MOKAa3aTeIN BBKMBAEMOCTU OOJIbHBIX.
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