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Pe3srome

Lenb uccnedosarus. OnpenenuTb NPOrHOCTUHECKYHO 3HAYMMOCTb LIMTOMOPEONOrMYECKUX XapakTepUCTUK rpaHynes-
Hbix kneTok (IK) donnukynspHow xugkocty (OXK) onsa oueHkn HacTynneHmsa nvnnaHtaumm ambpuona (M13) npum akcTpa-
kopnopansHoM onnogotsopeHun (3KO).

Mamepuanbi u MemoOsl. ViccnepoBaHbl 06pa3ubl XK, nony4eHHoN Npy acnvpauum OoLUT-KyMYHOCHbIX KOMMIIEKCOB
anst npoeeaeHus OKO B ceasm ¢ 6ecnnognem. Vccnegyemeie rpynnsl (UIM): UT1 — U3 He HacTynuna (n = 61), U2 —
ycnewHas N3 (n = 54). MNMpounssegeHbl nogcyeTt konuyecTsa K B npenapartax 1 nsmepeHue cpegHero auamerpa saep.
BeinonHeHa oueHka akcnpeccum 6enkoB FSHR, ERB u PR B K ummyHoumTtoxmmuydeckum (ULLX) metogom.
Pe3ynbmamal. YCTaHOBMNEHbI CTAaTUCTUYECKN 3HaYMMbIe pasnuuuns mexagy MM n UM 2 no nHTeHcMBHOCTM aKcnpeccum
6enkoB FSHR (p = 0,001), ERB (p = 0,031), PR (p = 0,024), konuyectBy K B npenapatax (p = 0,005) n cpegHum
pasmepam agep 'K ®X (p = 0,0001). MNMpn ROC-aHanuse yctaHOBMNEHO, YTO MPWU YCMELIHOW UMMNAaHTauun cpeaHui
pasmep agep K, uHteHcmBHoCcTb akcnpeccun FSHR n ERB xapakTtepusytotcs nyywvMm gnarHoCTUHeCKUMmn YyBCTBU-
TenbHocTblo (86,4, 78,6 n 77,19 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO), crneundunyHocTbio (77,4, 80,95 n 83,33 % COOTBETCTBEHHO) U
acpdekTmBHOCTBIO (81,9, 79,78 1 80,26 % cooTBETCTBEHHO). [locTpoeHa nNporHocTuyeckas Mogens MetoaoM GuHap-
HoM normctnyeckon perpeccun. C y4etom Beibopa onTvManbHOro MOPOroBOro 3Ha4eHNsi pe3ynbTaTBHON NePEMEHHON
Y (0,610) pOCTUrHYTbI 3HAYEHUSA OUArHOCTMYECKOW YyBCTBUTENbHOCTU (94,4 %), AMArHOCTUYECKOW cneunduyHOCTH
(93,4 %), nporHocTmyeckon 3HaummocTn (93,9 %).

3aknroyeHue. oTeHumanbHble npeaunkTopbl ycnewHon U3 npu KO BbiSBNEHbl Npu U3ydeHun MOpdOrornyeckmx
XapaKTepucTuK 1 ropmoHopeLenTopHoro ctatyca 'K ®XK. Pa3paboraHHas nporHoctuyeckas Mofenb MOXeT ObiTb mC-
nofb3oBaHa A OLEHKN BEPOATHOCTY HacTynneHuns U3.
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Prediction of successful embryo implantation during
in vitro fertilization based on morphological
and immunocytochemical assessment of granulosa cells
from follicular fluid
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Abstract

Objective. To determine the prognostic value of cytomorphological characteristics of granulosa cells (GCs) in follicular
fluid (FF) for assessing embryo implantation (El) in in vitro fertilization (IVF).

Materials and methods. FF samples obtained during aspiration of oocyte-cumulus complexes for IVF due to infertility
were studied. Studied groups (SG): SG1 — El did not occur (n=61), SG2 — successful El (n=54). The number of GCs in
the preparations was counted, and the average nuclear diameter was measured. The expression of FSHR, ER(, and
PR proteins in GCs was assessed by immunocytochemical (ICC) method.

Results. Statistically significant differences were found between SG1 and SG2 in the expression intensity of FSHR
(p=0,001), ERB (p=0,031), and PR (p=0,024) proteins, the number of GCs in the preparations (p=0,005), and the
average nuclear size of FF GCs (p=0,0001). ROC analysis showed that successful implantation was associated with
the average nuclear size of GCs and the expression intensity of FSHR and ER, which had the best diagnostic sensi-
tivity (86,4%, 78,6%, and 77,19%, respectively), specificity (77,4%, 80,95%, and 83,33%, respectively), and efficiency
(81,9%, 79,78%, and 80,26%, respectively). A prognostic model was constructed using binary logistic regression. Con-
sidering the selection of the optimal threshold value of the resultant variable Y (0,610), diagnostic sensitivity (94,4%),
diagnostic specificity (93,4%), and predictive value (93,9%) were achieved.

Conclusion. Potential predictors of successful El in IVF were identified by studying the morphological characteristics
and hormone receptor status of FF GCs. The developed prognostic model can be used to assess the probability of EI.
Keywords: granulosa cells, immunocytochemistry, hormone receptors, prediction
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BBeneHue [Mockonbky nporHosupyemast UG mMoxeT nmetb
SKCTpaKopnopasnbHOe ONnoAoTBOPEHUE NpuMe-  TOMbKO [1Ba COCTOSIHUS (HacTynneHue wunu otcyT-
HSETCHA Ha MPOTSKEHUN HECKONbKUX OECATUNETUMN, cTBME), HeobxoAauma AuarHocTuyeckas Mopernb
HO Tonbko 30—40 % CryyaeB UCMONb30BaHWs BCro- Ha OCHOBE GMHapHOro  krnaccudukatopa, ontu-
MoraTerbHbIX PEnpPOAYKTUBHBIX TexHororui (BPT) MarbHbIM CrnocobOM OLEHKM KOTOPOro sIBMseTcs
npueenu k GepeMeHHoCTH U 25-30 % 3akoHumnucs ROC-aHanus [5, 6]. [inarHocTudeckue 1 NporHocTu-
poXOeHNEM JeTten, 4YTto onpeaensieT akTyarnbHOCTb Yyeckne moaernn, oCHoBaHHblE HaA OLIEHKEe 3Kcrpec-
pa3paboTkn MeTooB MPOTHO3VNPOBaHUS YCreluHoi CWW BernKkoB, ucnornb3ylotcst B oHkonorum [7-11].
N3 [1, 2]. XK n K cosgaloT curHanbHoe u MeTa- OnucaH onbIT npumeHeHns ROC-aHanusa gna npo-
Gonnyeckoe okpyxeHue ooumTa [3]. CocTosiHMe pe- HO3MpoBaHUs ncxonoB OKO ¢ y4eTom kayecTBeH-
LenTopos 'K obecneymBaeT OTBET HA oBapuarnbHyto HbIX N KOJTUYECTBEHHbLIX XapaKTepUCTuk Ovonorunye-
CTUMYMNSILMIO U acCOLMMPOBAHO C ycreluHoi W3  Ckux mapkepos [12, 13].
npn KO [4]. MNpeanonaraetcs, 4TO XapakTepucTu-
KM MOpdOonorMm u ropMOHOPELIENTOPHOro craTyca Llenb unccriegoBaHusA

'K mMoryT ncnonb3oBaTtbCsi B kadyecTBe NPEeauKTOpOB Onpegenutb  MPOrHOCTMYECKYHD 3HA4YMMOCTb
N3, ooHako onbIT M3yyeHus MK yenoeeka HedocTa-  LMTOMOpPAdONOrnyecknx xapakrepuctuk MK ®XK ans
TOYHO NpeAcTaBneH B AOCTYNHOW nuteparype. oueHkun HactynneHunsa N3 npu 3KO.
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MaTtepuanbl n MeToabl

O6pa3ubl X nonyyeHbl Npy acnupauum 0o-
LMT-KYMYITHOCHBIX KOMMSIEKCOB NS MPOBEAEHMS
3KO B cBsA3n ¢ becnnognem Ha Oase oTaeneHus
BCMOMOraTenbHbIX PENPOAYKTUBHBLIX TEXHOMOrMNn
'Y «PecnybnvkaHCKWMI Hay4YHO-NPaKTUYECKNA LLEHTP
“‘Matb n gnta’» nocrne NMHPOPMMPOBAHHOIO corna-
cus, obcrnenoBaHns MauueHTOB B OOLLENPUHATOM
obbeme M KOHTPONMUPYeMon OBapuaribHON CTUMY-
NaUMM B COOTBETCTBUMN C KIMHUYECKUMU MPOTOKO-
namu, yTBepXaeHHbIMM MUHUCTEPCTBOM 34paBOOX-
paHeHus Pecnybnukn Benapycb. CcopmupoBaHbl
Ur: M — N3 He HacTynuna Bcneacteue OKO
(n =61); N2 — ycnewHasa N3 scneactame KO (n
= 54). 'K Bn3yanusmpoBaHbl C NOMOLLbO METOAOB
XWUAKOCTHOM LMTONOrMm n knetodHbix 6nokos (KB).
BbinonHeHo WLUX-uccneposaHne ¢ nepBUYHbIMU
aHTuTenamm aHtn-PR n aHtn-FSHR (FineTest, Ku-
Tan), aHTn-ERB (ScyTek Laboratories, CLUA) B co-
OTBETCTBMM C PEKOMeHZaUMsaMU NPOn3BOaUTENS.
CeeToBasi MMKPOCKONUSA npenapaToB npoBegeHa ¢
nomoLlblo Mukpockona Leica DM2500, ckaHmpoBa-
HWe npenapaToB — C MCMONb30BaHNEM LMPpPOBO-
ro crnang-ckaHepa Motic EasyScan. Npoun3segeHsi
nopgcyet konuyectea 'K n nsmepexne cpegHero av-
ameTpa agep K. KonnyectBeHHas oueHka akenpec-
cvn GEenkoB peLenTopoB C A4EPHON nokanusaumen
(ERB, PR) npoBeneHa nytem nogcyeTa konuyecTaa
OKpalUeHHbIX U HeokpalleHHbIX sgep Ha 100 K B
penpeseHTaTMBHOM More 3peHud. dkcnpeccus ben-
KOB OLEeHMBanacb Kak WHTEHCWBHasi, yMepeHHas,
cnabas u oTpuuartensHas. PaccumTtaH koadhduum-
eHT sgepHon akcnpeccun (KASI) no popmyne:

KAS = Cx1 + ¥x2 + Nx3,

roe C — nons siaep co crnabbiM okpalLMBaHUEM;
Y — pons sigep ¢ yMepeHHbIM OKpalLvBaHUEM;
N — nonsi saep ¢ MUHTEHCUMBHBIM OKpaLLMBaHUEM.

KayecTtBeHHas oueHka pesynbsratoB ML X-peak-
LM NpoBefeHa B Cpefe KOMMbITEPHOW NPOrpaMMbl
Aperio ImageScope, v. 12.4.3.5008, roe npowusBe-
OEeH nofcyeT MO3UTMBHBIX NMUKCENen no anroputmy
«PositivePixelCount, v. 9». WHTEHCMBHOCTb 3KC-
npeccun oueHeHa no wkane ot 0 go 255. PaccunTta-
Ha cpedHsist MHTEHCUBHOCTL nukcenein (lavg).

O6paboTka [gaHHbIX NpoBedeHa MeTodamu
CTaTUCTUYECKOrO aHanuM3a C  WCNosfib30BaHNEM
ctatuctnyecknx naketoB Excel (Microsoft inc.,
CLA), Statistica, 13.0 (StatSoft inc., CLLUA), SPSS
Statistics 26. [1na maTemaTnyeckon oLeHKM MPOrHo-
CTUYecKkon 3HadymmocTu npumeHeH ROC-aHanus.
MporHocTuyeckas Mogenb MNOCTPOeHa MEeTOAOoM
BUHapHOM NOrMCTUYECKOW perpeccun, NOCKOsbKY B
KadecTBe rpynnupyoLleri NepeMeHHON NPUHST no-
kasatenb (Hactynnenve M3), npvHumatowmn aea
BO3MOXHbIX 3HA4YeHUs («4a» Unm «HeT»). Pasnuums
cYMTanmuChb CTaTUCTUYECKM 3Ha4mMMbiMu npu p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbraThl M Ux ob6cyxaeHue

Hons M coctasuna 53,04 %, a M2 — 46,96 %.
Wl He otnmuatotca no Bospacty (U = 1608,0;
p = 0,826), anuteneHocTtn 6ecnnoguna (U = 1484,5;
p = 0,360), uHgekcy maccel Tena (U = 1540,5;
p = 0,551), obbemy obpasuos OXK (U = 1640,0;
p = 0,968) n KonU4ecTBy MyHKTUPOBaHHbLIX PONMU-
kynos (U = 1640,0; p = 0,057), 3HauMmMble pasnnyus
BbISIBMEHbl MO KOMUYECTBY MOSyYEHHbIX OOLMTOB
(U =1348,5; p = 0,043). B 2 nony4eHo GonbLue
OOLUMTOB, YTO C Y4YETOM OAMHAaKOBOrO KonuyecTtsa
NYHKTUPOBAaHHbIX (POMNMKYNOB MOXET YKa3blBaTb Ha
Hanuyne aTpeTnyHbix doonnukynos B UM.

CraTucTuyeckn 3HauyvMMble pasnuuns  Mexay
MM n UIM2 ycraHosneHbl no konunyectsy K B
npenapatax (U = 1141,0; p = 0,005) n cpegHum
pasmepam sgep 'K &K (U = 87,5; p = 0,0001)
(tabnimua 1). bonblee konuyectso MK B U2 oby-
CMOBMEHO COCTOSATENbHLIM OTBETOM Ha [encTBue
®CI [14]. M3BecTHO, 4TO pocT honnmKyna conposo-
xpgaetcsa yBenuyeHnem konuyectsa 'K n ux cnoes,
OOCTUralLLero Makcumyma B aHTpanbHYH CTaguio
[15-17]. YcTtaHoBneHo, yto U3 npu KO accouunpo-
BaHa C KONWYECTBOM U KNETOYHOCTbIO OONINKYNOB
[18]. BonbLunin pasmep sgep B UIM2 otpaxaet yHk-
umoHanbHyto aktmBHocTb K [19-21]. Pasmep saapa
onpegensieTcs opraHv3auMen xpomaTtuHa, Ha KoTo-
pyto BAUSIIOT Kak siaepHble (MembpaHa, Hykneonnas-
MaTUyeckas XMOKOCTb), Tak U LuTonnasmaTnyeckmne
(rmaBHbIM 06pa3oM UMTOCKeNeT) dhakTopbl [22—24].

Tabnuua 1. CpedHuli paamep sidpa u Konu4ecmeo epaHyne3HbIX KIIemokK 8 rpernapamax
Table 1. Average nuclear size and number of granulosa cells in histological sections

MapameTp pynna Meguana [Q1; Q3] Min—max p
KonunyecTBo rpaHynesHbIX KNeToK B W (n = 61) 518 [351; 671] 138-1220 0005
npenapare, Wt. Ur2 (n = 54) 657 [498; 845] 271-1326 ’
Wrt (n = 61) 8,12 [7,84; 8,25] 6,84-8,59
CpepHuii pasmep aapa, MKM 0,0001
Nr2 (n = 54) 8,60 [8,50; 8,77] 8,14-9,77
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PeayanaT Busyanmnsaummn OenkoB peuenTopoB

B 'K npu VLU X-peakumu npeacTtasneH Ha pucyHke 1.

¥ e
. \':.

PucyHok 1. Okenipeccusi 6enkos peyenmopos rnpu uMmyHoyumoxumu4yeckom uccredosaHuu: A — FSHR; 6 — ERB; B— PR
(xpomozeH — AuamuHobeH3uOUH, KOHMpPOKpaliusaHue eemamokcunuHom Madepa, x200)
Figure 1. Receptor protein expression in immunocytochemical analysis: A— FSHR; B— ERB; C — PR
(chromogen — diaminobenzidine, counterstain — Mayer’s hematoxylin, x200)

Mpn KONMYECTBEHHON OLEHKe aKkcnpeccun bern-
KOB Si4epHbIX PeLenTopoB He BbiSBIIEHbI 3HAYMMblEe
pasnuuMa  Mexay uccrnegyembiMyi rpynnamu  no
nosutmBHoctTn ERB (U = 1319,5; p = 0,064), KAS
ERB (U = 1449,5; p = 0,268), nosutmBHocT PR
(U = 1636,0; p = 0,950), KAD PR (U = 1443,5; p
= 0,254). B cBol o4epedb KavyeCTBEHHasl OLEH-
Ka aKkcnpeccum npu MopdOMETPUYECKOM aHanmae
no3Bomnuna yCcTaHOBWUTb CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HAYMMble
pasnuuusa mexay M n M2 no nHTEHCUBHOCTM 3KC-
npeccum 6enkos FSHR (U = 1065,5; p = 0,001), ERB

(U=1263,0; p=0,031)n PR (U=1273,5; p = 0,024),
YTO NpeacTaeneHo B Tabnuue 2. B M2 nHTeHcuBHee
akcnpeccus 6enkoB FSHR, ERB n PR npu UL X-pe-
akumm, 4To oTpakaeT bornbluee KOnM4ecTBO pelen-
TopoB B 'K 1 cornacyeTtca ¢ AaHHbIMW NNTepaTypsbl.
M3BecTHO, 4TO No mepe pocta connukyna B K Ha-
pactaeT konnyectBo FSHR [25, 26]. [loka3aHa pornb
ERPB B passutum chonnmkyna, cospeBaHMm OOLUTOB
1 OTBETE Ha OBapuarnbHyt0 CTUMYMALUIO NpenapaTa-
mu OCI [27, 28]. PR obecneunBatoT hepTUnbHOCTb
1N HOpMarbHY PYHKLMIO Sn4HKKoB [29].

Tabnuuya 2. CpedHss uHmeHcusHocmb akcripeccuu 6enkos FSHR, ERB u PR 6 2paHyne3Hbix Kremkax
Table 2. Average expression intensity of FSHR, ERfB, and PR proteins in granulosa cells

Benok [pynna CpenHee 3Ha4YeHne MHTEHCUBHOCTU (lavg) CraHOapTHOE OTKIMOHEHME p

nr1 (n=61) 156,25 15,28

FSHR 0,001
Ur2 (n = 54) 145,96 16,73
Ur1 (n=61) 151,24 28,57

ERB 0,031
Ur2 (n = 54) 140,21 27,40
Ur1 (n=61) 153,88 24,35

PR 0,024
Ur2 (n = 54) 145,22 24,55

[ns ncknoyeHnsa n3 ganbHenwero paccmoTpe-
HUS NMPU3HAKOB, KOTOPbIE UMEIT BbICOKNIN KO-
LMEHT NapHoW Koppensiuumn, nepBbIM 3TanoM nNpoBe-
OEH KOPPErsLUMOHHbBIA aHann3 AaHHbIX, pe3ynbsraThbl
KOTOpPOro mnokasanu, 4To BblOpaHHble MpeanKTopbl
YMEPEHHO KOppenupyrT mexgy cobor n moryTt
ObITb NCMOMb30BaHbI B AaNbHENLLEM.

21

O6o3Ha4yeHHble MoKaslaTenu aHanuanpoBanu
MeTogom OvHapHOW perpeccun, npenBapuTernibHO
noctpouB u npoaHanuanposaB ROC-kpuBbie. Ha
pucyHke 2 n B Tabnuue 3 npeacTaBneHbl pesyrb-
TaTbl ROC-aHanu3a ans oueHKM NPOrHOCTUYECKOM
3HaummocTn KonudectBa K B npenapaTtax, cpegHe-
ro pasmepa agep 'K n nokasatenen MHTEHCUBHOCTU
akcnpeccun 6enkoB peLienTopos.
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PucyHok 2. ROC-kpusble Orisi xapakmepucmukK epaHy1e3HbIX KIIemoK npu OUeHKe 8eposimHoCcmu HacmynneHus uMnaaHmauyuu
ambpuoHa: A — uHmeHcusHocms akcripeccuu (lavg) FSHR; b — unmeHcusHocmb akcrnipeccuu (lavg) ERB; B — uHmeHcusHocms
akcnipeccuu (lavg) PR; I — Konudecmeo 2paHynesHbix Knemok & npenapamax; [ — cpedHull pasmep s10ep epaHyne3HbIX KIemok

Figure 2. ROC curves for granulosa cell characteristics in terms of assessing the probability of embryo implantation: A— FSHR

expression intensity (lavg); B — expression intensity (lavg); C — PR expression intensity (lavg); D — number of granulosa cells

in preparations; E — average size of granulosa cell nuclei

Tabnuua 3. [JuazHocmuuyeckas 3HaYUMOCMb Xapakmepucmuk 2paHyse3HbIX KIemoK Mpu OUueHKe

geepossmHocmu HacmyriyieHUs umriniaHmayuu 3M6pUOHa

Table 3. Diagnostic significance of granulosa cell characteristics in assessing the probability of embryo

implantation

[Mokasartenb N3 O, % 0C, % 03, % AUC XU(Cn)p:—E)Mg) V}gﬁ:jg
FSHR lavg <15237 | 786 80,95 | 7978 10 73’7853 0.903) 0,001 0,678
ER-B lavg <1833 | 7719 | 8333 | 80,26 (10 7?’783; 0,806) 0,001 0,641

0,689

PR lavg <124,11 52,38 75,89 64,14 (o7 0,583 10 0,770) 0,001 0,345
KonnyecTtBo rpaHynesHbIx > 637 556 738 64.4 0,654 0.001 0.2933
KNeToK B NnpenaparTe, LUT. ’ ’ ’ (ot 0,559 oo 0,740) ’ ’
CpepHuii pasmep sgpa, 0,812
KM > 8,37 86,4 77,4 81,9 (o7 0,715 10 0,895) 0,001 0,5288

lpumeyaHue. 13 — nopozosoe 3Ha4yeHue; 4 — duasHocmuyeckass yyscmeumernbHocms, [JC — QuasHocmuyeckasi crneyughuy-
Hocmb,; [JO — duazHocmuyeckas aghgpekmusHocmb; AUC — ninowadb nod ROC-kpusod;, p (npomus AUC = 0,5) — yposeHb 3Hauu-
mocmu, rpu Komopom oueHusaemass AUC cmamucmuydecku 3Ha4umMo omrudaemcs om HeuHgopmamugHo2o 3HadeHus 0,5.

Note: 13 — cut-off value; ]4 — diagnostic sensitivity; [JC — diagnostic specificity; [JO — diagnostic accuracy/effectiveness; AUC —
area under the ROC-curve; p (vs AUC=0.5) — significance level at which the estimated AUC is statistically significantly different from

the non-informative value of 0.5.
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Hamu ycTtaHoBneHo, 4to npu ycnewHon N3
cpegHun pasmep saep MK, MHTEHCUBHOCTbL 3Kcnpec-
cum FSHR n ERB no pesynsratam ROC-aHanusa
xapaktepusyetca nydwumn Y, OC v O3, 4Tto co-
rnacyeTcsi C JaHHbIMU O BIUSIHUM COCTOSITENBHOCTM
FSHR Ha pesynbraTtbl CTUMYNALUN SUYHUKOB B NPO-
rpammax BPT [30].

MowaroBoe BKMOYEHWE NPELUKTOPOB B CTaTU-
CTMYECKY0 MOAENb MPUBENO K COCTABMNEHUIO ypaB-
HEeHUs:

exp(—139,227-0,052X,-0,002X +17,602X,)

1+exp (-139,227-0,052X,-0,002X,+17,602X,)

roe Y — perpeccuMoHHas yHKuus, oTpa-
Xawowlasi BeposTHocTb WM3; exp — oOcHoBaHue
HaTypanbHoro norapucgpma (=2,718); X1, X2,
X3 — npeguktopbl: X, — FSHR lavg; X, —
ERB lavg; X,— cpenxuin pasmep agpa.

[MapameTpbl ypaBHEHUS FOMMCTUYECKOW pe-
rpeccuv npeacTaBneHbl B Tabnuue 4.

Tabnuuya 4. MNapamempsbl ypagHeHUsT JT02UCMUYECKOU pespeccuu

Table4. Logistic regression equation parameters

PaKTOpHbIN NpU3HaK KoadbdpuumeHT perpeccun CpegHekBagpaTuyHas owmnbka p
X1 -0,052 0,029 0,038
X2 -0,002 0,018 0,002
X3 17,602 4,151 0,001

HavanbHoe 3Ha4yeHVe oTpULATENbHOMO YABOEH-
Horo norapudma dyHkuuyM npasgonogobus (—2log
Likelihood, —2LL) B perpeccrvoHHON mMogenu cocTa-
Buno 158,998. lMNpwu BKNtOYEHNM B ypaBHEHME Mpe-
OVIKTOPHBIX MEepeMEHHbIX (CpedHun pa3mep sapa,
FSHR lavg, ERpB lavg) —2LL pocturno 3HayeHus
42,129, 4TO OEMOHCTPUPYET CHUMXEHNE («KayeCTBO
npubnmkenns») Ha 116,869; p < 0,0001. Koadpdpu-
UMeHT aetepmuHaumm (R?), oTpaxatoLmii HaCKOSbKO
N3MeHeHve pe3ynbTaTBHOM nepemMeHHon Y obbsc-
HSAETCS WM3MEHEHUEM COBOKYMHOCTU He3aBUCUMMbIX
NnepemMeHHbIX YpaBHEHWs,, paccyuTaH MeToaamm
Kokca n CHenna (R? — 0,638) n Haipxenkepka
(R?— 0,852). B Tabnuue 5 npegcraBneHbl pesynsra-
Tbl MPOBEPKM COrMacoBaHHOCTN MOAENU C UCXOLHbIMU
OaHHbIMK (KpuTepuii cornacust Xocmepa — Jlemewlo-
Ba). 1N CKOHCTPYMPOBaHHOW MOAENU YPOBEHb 3Ha-
YMMOCTM O1si 9TOro kKputepus coctasun p > 0,05, T. e.
NPUHMMAETCS HyrneBas runoTes3a 0 Cornacum Moaenm
N pearnbHbIX AaHHbIX, YTO YKa3biBaeT Ha XOpoLlee Co-
OTBETCTBME MOAENN NTOTMCTUYECKOW PErpeccuun.

Tabnuuya 5. OueHka molenu Y MO Kpumepuro
Xocmepa — Jlemewosa

Table 5. Assessment of model Y by the
Hosmer-Lemeshow test
Knaccudukaums TecT Ha cooTBETCTBUE
Xu-kBagpat 5,545
Yucno cteneHen ceoboael 8
p 0,698

B cootBetcTBMM C Tabnuuen knaccudukauum,
KoTopas npenBapuTernbHO MO3BOMSIET CMPOrHO3u-
poBaTb MCXO4 B COOTBETCTBMM C YpaBHEHWEM U
BblIGpaHHbLIMM NokasaTensamu, Bblnmn NoNy4YeHbl: YyB-
CTBUTENBbHOCTL Mogenu — 92,6 %, cneundu4HoCcTb
mogenn — 81,9 %, obwasa adpdeKkTMBHOCTL —
87,2 % (Tabnuua 6).
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Tabnuua 6. lNpedsapumernbHasi oueHka Modenu
Table 6. Preliminary model evaluation

lMpeackasaHHble MpoLeHT
Habntonaemble y . NPABATBHBIX
1 50 11 81,9
2 4 50 92,6
O6Lwan npoueHTHas aons 87,2

lMpumeyaHue. 1— omcymcemeue umnnaHmayuu sMopuoHa; 2 — Ha-
cmynneHue umnnaHmayuu smMbpuora, 3HadeHue omceyeHus 0,500.

Note: 1 — no embryo implantation; 2 — embryo implantation oc-
curred, cutoff value 0.500.

O deKkTUBHOCTL CO34aHHOM Mogenu npo-
rHo3upoBaHusa HacTynneHus WO oueHeHa ¢ nomo-
weto ROC-aHanmsa (tabnuua 7). MNnowage nog
ROC-kpuBon gnst mogenu Y coctaeuna 0,879, uto
YKa3blBaeT Ha «OYeHb XOPOLUEE» KA4YEeCTBO CO34aH-
HOWM MOAENN COrfacHO 3KCMePTHOW LKane.

Tabnuuya 7. Xapakmepucmuku ROC-kpusol 0ns
Jnioeucmuyeckol peepeccuoHHol modenu Y

Table 7. Characteristics of the ROC curve for the
logistic regression model Y

XapaktepucTuka 3HayeHune
Mnowagb nog ROC-kpuBowi 0,879
CraHgapTHas owmbka 0,0245
95 % noBepuTenbHbIN MHTepBan 0,813-0,953
p (vs AUC =0,5) < 0,001

lNpumeyaHue. p (vs AUC = 0,5) — yposeHb 3Ha4umocmu, rpu Ko-
mopom oyeHugsaemasi rnowads nod ROC-kpusoli cmamucmuye-
CKU 3Ha4UMO omsu4aemcsi om HeuHghopMamueHo20 3HaqeHus 0,5.

Note: p (vs AUC=0.5) is the significance level at which the
estimated area under the ROC curve is statistically significantly
different from the non-informative value of 0.5.
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B tabnuue 8 npegcrtaBneHa knaccudmkauus
C Y4YETOM ONTMManbHOro MOPOroBOro 3HAYEeHUs
(0,610) BeposiITHOCTM AN YYBCTBMTENBHOCTU U
cneum@uUYHOCTM AaHHOW Moaenn. ATO 3HA4UT, YTo
ecnn Y > 0,610, TO cyLlecTByeT BblCOKasi BEpPOAT-
HOCTb HacTynnexusa M3, a ecnm Y < 0,610, TO nmve-
eTCsi BblCOKasi BeEpPOSATHOCTb oTcyTcTBusA 3. Kop-
PEKTMPOBKA M MpoBepka nopora knaccudukaumm
dyHKUMM ucxoas m3 pesynstatoB ROC-aHanusa
no3sonuna yBenninTb YyBCTBUTENbHOCTL € 92,6 00
94,4 %. MNpun 3TOM 00LWAa NPOrHOCTUYEeCKas 3Haun-
MOCTb ypaBHeHus yBenumdunack ¢ 87,2 0o 93,9 %.

Tabnuya 8. OueHka Modenu ¢ y4emom KOpPeKmuposKu
1opo208020 3Ha4YEHUs
Table 8. Model evaluation with threshold adjustment

HaBIoRaoMbIE I'I1pe,qcxa3aHHb;e npralgaﬁm) ]
! 57 4 93,4
2 3 51 94,4
O6L1as NpoLeHTHas aons 93,9

lpumeyaHue. 1 — omcymemeue umnnaHmayuu smMopuoHa; 2 —
HacmynneHue umnaaHmayuu 3MOpUOHa, 3Ha4YeHUe OmCceYeHUs
0,610.

Note: 1 — no embryo implantation; 2 — embryo implantation oc-
curred, cutoff value 0.610.

3akntoyeHue

OueHka MOPMOMOrMYECKNX  XapaKTepPUCTUK
N ropmoHopeuenTopHoro craryca K ®X nosso-
nvna BbISIBUTb PS4 MOTEHUMAnNbHbIX NPEAUKTOPOB
ycnewHon M3 npn 3KO. Ha ocHoBaHum pesynbra-
ToB ROC-aHannsa ob6oCHOBaHO WUCMONb30BaHUE B
NpPOrHo3MpoBaHuK crnegytoLmx nokasatenen: FSHR
lavg, ERp lavg, cpegHuin pasmep agpa K. Moctpo-
€eHa MporHocTMyeckas Moaernb MeToAoM OMHapHON
FNOrMCTUYECKON PErpeccun ¢ COCTaBMEHUEM ypaB-
HEHMs1, B KOTOPOM B KA4eCTBE NePEMEHHbIX UCMOSb-
30BaHbl Tpyu 0603Ha4YeHHbIX npegukTopa. C yde-
TOM BblOOpa ONTUMAarbHOr0 MOPOrOBOro 3HAYeHUs!
pesynbratnBHoi nepemenHon Y (0,610) ymanocb
OOCTWYb 3HAYEHUIN ONArHOCTUYECKOW YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTW, ONArHOCTUYECKOM CNELMAUYHOCTM 1 MPOrHO-
cTnyeckon 3HaummocTtn 94,4, 93,4 n 93,9 % coort-
BETCTBEHHO.
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