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Pe3tome

Lenb uccnedoeaHusi. I3y4nTb LIEHHOCTb MaTtemMaTu4eckon MOAENM MeTacTaTM4ecKoro nopaxeHus numdaTnyeckmx
y3noB (JTY) no AaHHbIM MarHnTHo-pe3oHaHcHon Tomorpadumn (MPT) npu pake weinku matku (PLLUM) B cpaBHUTENBHOM
acrnekte ¢ TpaguumoHHbiM MPT-kpuTepuem metactatuieckoro nopaxenus J1Y (pasmep no kopotkon ocu = 1,0 cm)
OLIEHKM NporHo3a 3aboneBaHus.

Mamepuasnbl u MemoOsi. [Ins oueHky nporHosa PLUM aHanu3y noaseprivck nokasaTenu O4HONETHEN, NSTUNETHEN
pakoBo-cneundudeckon BbbknBaemoct (PCB) 100 naumeHTOB B CpaBHUTENbHOM acrekTe: MNpu BbISIBIEHUU
mMeTacTaTudecknx numdatmnyeckux yanos (MTJTY) no agaHHeiM MPT Ha ocHOBe NpYMeHEeHUst MatemaTu4eckon Mogenm
aunarHoctukm MTITY u TpaguumonHoro MPT-kputepus.

Pe3ynbmambi. CpaBHeHVe nokasatenen natunetHen PCB ana rpynn naumeHToB GnaronpusatHoro nporHosa (NO) ¢
MCNOMb30BaHNEM TPAULMOHHOTO KPUTEPUS U MaTEMATUYECKON MOAENWN BbISBUITO CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMYIO pasHULYy
(p <0,001).

3aknroveHue. Pa3paboTaHHasi MaTeMaTmMyeckass Moernb Metactatuyeckoro nopaxenust J1Y no gaHHeiMm MPT-uc-
crnepoBaHUs MO3BOSISIET MPOrHO3MpoBaTh HebnaronpusaTHoe pas3BuTua PLUM, a Takke cnyxuTb pykoBOACTBOM AN
VHAMBYAYaNbHOW Tepanuu.

KnioueBble cnoBa: paxk welKku Mamku, MazHUMHO-PE30HaHCHasi momozpadbusi, fuMgbamuyeckul y3er,
Memacmamudyeckul iuMgbamuyeckull y3es1, paKkogo-crieyuguyeckasi 8bKUeaeMocmap

KoHdnukT nHtepecoB. AsTop 3asBnsier 06 OTCYyTCTBUM KOH(IIMKTa MHTEPECOB.

UcTouHuku chmHaHCUpOBaHUA. VccnegoBaHiie nposeneHo 6e3 CoHCOPCKOM NoaaepX K.

Ona untnpoBaHuna: XXyk EI[L Porib Maz2HUMHO-pe30HaHCHOU momozpaghuu 6 rpo2Ho3UposaHuu omoaneHHbIX
pesynbmamos fiedeHus1 paka weulku mamku. [pobnemsl 300posbsi u akonozuu. 2022;19(3):568-64. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.51523/2708-6011.2022-19-3-08
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Role of magnetic resonance imaging in predicting
long-term outcomes of cervical cancer treatment
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Abstract

Objective. To study the value of a mathematical model of lymph node (LN) metastasis according to magnetic reso-
nance imaging (MRI) data in cervical cancer (CC) in a comparative aspect with the traditional MRI criterion of LN me-
tastasis (the size on the short axis being = 1.0 cm) for assessing the prognosis of the disease.

Materials and methods. To assess the CC prognosis, the indices of one-year, five-year cancer-specific survival (CSS)
rates of 100 patients were analyzed in a comparative aspect: if metastatic lymph nodes (MLNs) are detected according
to MRI data based on the use of the mathematical model for the MLN diagnosis and the traditional MRI criterion.
Results. The comparison of five-year CSS indices for groups of patients with a favorable prognosis (NO) using the
traditional criterion and the mathematical model has revealed a statistically significant difference (p < 0.001).
Conclusion. The developed mathematical model of LN metastasis according to MRI data makes it possible to predict
the unfavorable development of CC, as well as serves as a guide for individual therapy.
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BBepeHune

Pak wenkn maTknm sBRsieTca 4eTBepTbiM Mo
pacnpoCcTpaHEHHOCTM 3I10Ka4eCTBEHHbIM HOBO-
obpasoBaHMeM cpeau XeHWwmH Bo BceM mupe [1].
3a nocnegHune 25 net nuk 3aborneBaeMocTu cMme-
cTuncsa k 6ornee Monogomy Bo3pacTy, a Takke BO3-
pocrna 4actota nHBasusHoro PLLUM B rpynne >xen-
wwmH go 30 net [2]. B To e Bpemsi bonee monoaple
XeHLWMHbI, cTpagatowme PLUM, nvetotr 6onee Hus-
Kyt0 BbPKMBAEMOCTb WM XYALUWIA MPOrHO3 Mo CpaBHe-
HWIO C BO3PACTHbIMU XeHLmHamu [3], 4To gobasns-
€T BaXHblI coumnanbHo-gemMorpaduyeckmnin acnekt B
npobnemy guarHocTuku n nedvexms PLUM.

Xuvpypruyeckasa oueHka J1Y aBngetca «30ro-
TbiM CTaHOAPTOM» OANArHOCTUKM MeTacTasoB B J1Y,
TeM He MeHee JIAD conpsikeHa C BbICOKMM PUCKOM
OCIOXXHEHMWI, MO3TOMY TOYHAsA NpegonepalnoHHas
oLeHka MeTacTasoB B J1Y kpalHe BaxHa y naumes-
ToB npu PLLUM [4].

MopaxeHue JTY aBnsietTcs Havbornee 3Ha4YMMbIM
HEe3aBNCUMbIM MPOrHOCTUYECKUM (hakTOpOM, OKa3bl-
BalOLLMM BIIUSIHUE HA BbPKMBAEMOCTb Y XKEHLUMH C
PLUM, nepeHeclumnx pagukanbHoe Xupypruyeckoe
BMeLlaTenbcTBO. Tak, ansa nauymeHTtoB ¢ PLUM IA n
IIB ctagmen npu Hanmyum metactasoB B J1Y BbKK-
BaemocCTb cHmxaetcs ¢ 85-90 % po 50-55 % [5].
Opyrve aBTOpbl Takke OTMEYAT, YTO NATUIETHSAS
o0llas BbPKMBAEMOCTb MOXET 3HAYMTENbHO OTAMU-
yatbes: oT 80 % (ctagus IB) o 15 % (ctagma IV). B
TO e BpeMsi 6onee yem y 80 % naumeHToB 0ObIYHO
ONarHoCTMpyeTCs MeCTHO-pacnpocTpaHeHHas cTa-
ounsa PLUM [6]. Kpome aToro agekBatHasi oLgHKa cTa-
Tyca 1Y npu PLUM nmeeT pellarollee 3HavyeHne ans
Ha3HavyeHus 1 0O6beMa agbloBaHTHOW Tepanum [7].

Mo paHHbIM Benopycckoro kaHuep-pervctpa
(2008-2017 rT.), cpean BHOBbL BbISIBIIEHHbIX Cry4a-
eB 3aboneBaHuii PLLUM 3a nepuog ¢ 2012 no 2017 1.
OTMEYEHO yBENMYeHne YacToTbl AMAarHOCTUKN MECT-
Ho-pacnpocTpaHeHHoro PLM (llI-1IVcTagnm) [8].
Mpn 3TOM y MAUUEHTOK, HE SABMSIOLWMXCA KaHOU-
Jatamu s XMpypruydeckoro neyeHus, oueHka J1y

Tabnuua 1. Obwas xapakmepucmuka nayueHmos
Table 1. General characteristics of the patients

NPOBOAMTCS TONMbKO HA OCHOBE AaHHbIX Pa3fNYHbIX
ModarnbHoCcTe Bu3yanusauumn. lNpuyem aTon Ka-
TEropun MaunEHTOB PEKOMEHAOYETCSA BbIMOMIHEHME
MPT wn M3T npu Hanuuumu pecypcos, Mpu OTCYyT-
cTBuUM — pekoMeHayetca MPT u KT [9].

BkntoyeHne B MNpPOTOKONbI  AMArHOCTUYECKMX
uccnegoBaHun mMetoga YHKUMOHANbHOW BU3ya-
nn3auum, OCHOBaHHOINO Ha MOINEKynsipHOW 1 -
3MONOrM4YECKON aKkTMBHOCTMK, Takoro kKak Audady-
3noHHo-B3BeleHHas MPT (OBW-MPT), nossonser
NOBbICUTb NHPOPMATUBHOCTL UccreaoBanus [10].

Mo pesynsratam MeTaaHanuaa, npu CpaBHEHUN
OMarHocTn4eckon nHgpopmatmuBHocTn MetogoB KT,
MN3aT, NA3T/KT n OBU-MPT B BbisiBNeHMM MeTacTa-
Trndeckux J1Y MAT wnum M3T/KT vmetoT camyto Bbl-
cokyto cneundmnyHocTb, a ABU-MPT nmeet camyto
BbICOKYO YyBCTBUTENbHOCTL [11].

CosgaHHasi MaTeMaTyeckasi Mogens MeracTa-
THU4eckoro nopaxeHus J1Y Ha ocHoBe paspaboTaH-
HbIX HOBbIX MPT-KpUTEpHEB C Y4ETOM BO3MOXHOCTEN
PYHKUMOHANBHOW BU3yanun3aLum MOXET CIyXWTb
noTeHunanbHbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM Aflsi NPOrHo3a Bbl-
XMBAEMOCTU NaLNeHToB, cTpagatowmx PLLUM.

Lenb uccnepoBaHus

M3yunTb UEHHOCTb MaTeMaTU4eckon Moaenu
MeTacTatmyeckoro nopaxenua J1Y no gaHHbim MPT
npu PLIM B cpaBHUTENbLHOM acnekte ¢ Tpaguuu-
OHHbIM MPT-kpuTepmuem meTacTtaTMyeckoro nopa-
XeHnsa J1Y (pasmep no kopotkon ocu = 1,0 cm) ons
nporHo3sa 3abonesaHus [12].

MaTepManbl n MmetToabl

B peTpocnekTnBHOE nccreqoBaHe BKIOYEHbI
naHHble o 100 nmauueHTax ¢ rmcTonorn4yecku nop-
TBEePXAeHHbIM AmarHosom PLUM, nponeyeHHbIx
KOHCepBaTUBHO, KOTOPbIM AN OnpeaeneHus pac-
npocTpaHeHHOCTU Bbina BoinonHeHa MPT.

ObLwan xapaKkTep1cTika nauneHToB Npeacras-
neHa B Tabnuue 1.

Pak Lwenkn matku

Mokasatenb 3HayeHve
Yucno nauumeHToB 100

BospacT (rogbl):
MeaunaHa 50 net
pa3bpoc 3HaYeHun 24-86
'ncTonormnyeckas CTpykTypa Onyxonu: N (%)
NIOCKOKMETOYHBIV pak 93 (93 %)
ageHokapuvHoma 4 (4,0 %)
CBETIOKMNETOYHbIN paK 2 (2,0 %)
HeanddepeHUMPOBaHHbI 1(1,0 %)

59



2022;19(3):58-64

Mpobnembl 3gopoBba 1 akonorum / Health and Ecology Issues

OkoHYyaHue mabnuusi 1
End of Table 1

Pak wenkn matku
Moka3aTenb 3HaveHne
Yncno nauneHToB 100

PacnpoctpaHeHue onyxonu: n
T1bNOMO 7 (7 %)
T2aNOMO 1(1%)
T2bNOMO 37 (37 %)
T2bN1MO 13 (13 %)
T2bN1M1 3 (3 %)
T3aN1MO 1(1 %)
T3bNOMO 10 (10 %)
T3bN1MO 22 (22 %)
T3bN1M1 4 (4 %)
T4N1MO 2(2 %)

WccnepoBaHme BbIMONHANM HA MarHUTHO-PEe30-
HaHCHbIX Tomorpadax Magnetom Avanto (Siemens)
n Optima 450 W (General Electric) ¢ HanpsieHHo-
CTbto MarHuTHoro nons 1,5 Tecna ¢ npumMeHeHnem
cnegylowmnx UMNYNbCHbIX MNOCNeAoBaTenbHOCTEN:
T2-B3BeLwweHHble n3obpaxeHus (BW) B akcmansHon,
carumTTanbHON, KOPOHAPHOM MIIOCKOCTN CKaHMpOBa-
Hug; T1-BW B akcnanbHOM MAOCKOCTU CKaHMpOBa-
Hug; T2-BW ¢ nogaBneHvemM curHana oT >XUMPOBOM
TKaHW B akcuanbHOW MNNOCKOCTUM CKaHUPOBAaHWS;
anddysnoHHo-B3BeweHHas MPT  BbinonHAnach
npu daktope auddysum b 0, b 1000 c/mm? ¢ no-
crnefywmnm NOCTPOEHNeM KapTbl U3MepPSEMOro KO-
adpduunenTa andpdpysum (MKO — 103 mm?/c). ns
BM3yanusauun 3abprolmnHHbIX JTY AONOnHUTENLHO
ncrnonbL3oBanu ABe nocregoBaTernbHOCTU B KOPO-
HapHOW NNOCKOCTM ckaHmpoBaHus: T2-BU n T2-BA
C nogasnieHMeM CuUrHana ot XMPOBOW TKaHW.

lMpeomMeToM  KIMHUYECKOro  uccrnefoBaHus
ABWMMCb MoOKasaTenu OJHOMETHEW N NATUNEeTHen
PCB npu oueHke MTJIY no paHHbim  MPT.
BbpkmBaeMocTb paccuuTtaHa no metogy KannaHa —
Menepa. CpaBHeHUEe BbIXMBAEMOCTM B 2 rpynnax
BbINOMHEHO MO KpuTeputo Logrank. Pasnunuus
CYMTanuMCb  CTaTUCTUYECKU  3HAYUMbIMKU  MpU
p < 0,05. BepostHocTb MTJTY oueHuBanu npwu Tpa-
OVLUMOHHOM MoAXxode COrfacHo KpUTepuio: pasMep
no KopoTkon ocu Gonblie munu paseH 1,0 cMm. MNpwu
Apyrom nogxoge BepodAtHocTe MTJTY onpegensanu
no paspaboTaHHOW opmyne MaTemMaTuyecKom
Mogenwu, BkMyawwen padpaboTaHHble HOBble U
yCOBEpPLUEHCTBOBAHHbIE U3BECTHble MP-npusHaku
MeTacTaTuyeckoro nopaxexus Y [13]:

P=1l+e?
roe P — BepoATHOCTL BbIABNEHNS METacTasos;

YACNO € — OCHOBaHWe  HaTyparbHOro
norapudpma (= 2,71).

Z=-1,24+ 17,616 x X, + 2,67 x X,+ 32,056 %
x X,— 32,868 x X,—1,69 x X,
rae X, — paswmep J1Y no kopotkoit ocu (0 < 0,75,
1>0,75);

X,—Hanu4ne nnmoTcyTCTBINE HEOAHOPOAHOCTM
MP-curHana J1Y (0 — HeT HeogHopoaHocTh, 1 —
€CTb HEOAHOPOAHOCTL);

X, — Hanuuve unu OTCyTCTBME CUrHana ot
XupoBon TkaHu BopoT JIY (0 — ecTb, 1 — HeT
curHana);

X, — 3HayeHue KoahUUMEHTA NHTEHCUBHO-
CTW curHana — OTHOLUEHWE 3HAYeHWs UHTEHCUB-
HOoCcTU curHana JIY K 3HaYeHU WHTEHCUBHOCTMU
curHana onyxonu (UCny/UC onyxonu) (0 > 1,265,
1<1,265,);

X, — VHOEKC KOHMUrypauum — COOTHOLIEeHNE
pasmepa JTY no ANMHHOM OCK K pasmepy No KOPOTKOM
ocn (0> 1,55, 1 <1,55).

Puck pasBuTust MeTacTaTtmyeckoro nopaxe-
HUS ObIN paHXUPOBaH crnegyowmnmMm obpasom: HU3-
KN — BEpPOSAITHOCTb MeHbLUe unn pasHa 54,5 %;
BbICOKUI — BEPOATHOCTb Oonblue 54,5 %. Pasnu-
YU CYATANUCb CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbIMU MPU
yposHe p < 0,05. AHanu3 pesynsTaTtoB nccnegosa-
HWS BbINOSTHEH C UCMOSb30BaHUEM NPOrPaMMHOro

naketa SPSS 22.0.

Pe3synbraTtbl n o6cyxaeHue

Mpn oueHke PCB mepuaHa HabnwogeHus 3a
nayneHTamm coctasuna 53 mecsua, 3a Bce BpeMd
nccrnegoBaHnst OT OCHOBHOMO 3aboneBaHns ymepnum
39 yenoBek (pucyHok 1).

[MporHo3 NpoBOAUNN Ha OCHOBE OAHHbLIX O Me-
TacTatMyeckom nopaxeHun J1Y, NonyyYeHHbIX npu
MPT-uccnegosaHuun. Konuyectso Budyanusupye-
MbIx JTY coctaBuno 232.

Mo p[aHHbIM, OCHOBAHHLIM Ha MPUMEHEHUN
TpaguuMoHHOIro Kputepus, npuaHakm MTITY npu-

60



Mpobnembl 3nopoBba 1 akonorum / Health and Ecology Issues

2022;19(3):58-64

cytctBoBanm B 75 (32,2 %) J1Y, a B 157 (67,8 %)
JIY otcytctBoBanu. MNpu atom ogHoneTtHAs PCB B
rpynne naumeHToB GnaronpusitHoro nporHosa (NO)
coctaBuna 88,5 + 2,5; natunetHaa — 67,4 + 3,8.
B rpynne naumeHTOB HebraronpusiTHOro NporHosa
(N1) gaHHble nokasaTenu Gbiny cnegylLWUMK: oa-
HoneTHsaa PCB — 81,3 + 4,5, natunetHsas PCB —
34,2 +5,6.

B rpynne nauvMeHTOB HeGnaronpusiTHOro npo-
rHo3a (N1) mo AaHHbIM TPaAAMLMOHHOIO KpUTepus
BbISIBMIEHA CTATUCTUYECKM 3HaYMmas pasHuua, Mo
CpaBHEHWU0 C Trpynnor GnaronpusTHOro MporHosa
B nokasaTensx oaHonetHeh u natunetHen PCB
(p < 0,001) (pucyHok 2).

0,6

0,64

BbikUMBaeMoCTb

0,44

0,21

T T T T
G0

Bpema (mecAukl)

PucyHok 1. PCB & obuwjel epyrne nayueHmos 3a eecb rnepuod HabmodeHus (120 mecsuyes)
Figure 1. CSS rate in the general group of patients over the entire observation period (120 months)

0,5

0,5

BrixkuBaemocTe

0,24
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T T |
&0

Bpema (mecAubI)

PucyHok 2. PCB & 3agucumocmu om npogHocmuyeckol epyrirbl Mo 0aHHbIM mpaduyUOHHO20 Kpumepusi
(pasmep o kopomkoti ocu = 1,0 cm)
Figure 2. CSS rates depending on the prognostic group according to the traditional criterion
(the size on the short axis being = 1 cm)
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B 1O Xe Bpems, kKak ObINO onucaHo paHee,
MPOrHOCTMYECKMMM (hakTopamMn MeTacTaTU4ecko-
ro nopaxeHus TasoBbix J1Y sBnsatoTtcs: pasmep J1Y
Mo KOPOTKOW OCW, WHAEKC KOHUrypauumn, oTcyT-
CTBME CUrHamna OT XMPOBOW TKaHu BopoT J1Y npwu
MCMNOMb30BaHMN MOCMNEeAoBaTeENbHOCTM C NofaBne-
HMEM CurHana OT XWPOBOW TKaHW, HanmmMyune Lunmno-
BaTOCTU KOHTypa J1Y, Hanuyne nepuHogynsapHOro
oTeka, Hanmune cybkancynsapHoro oteka, Hanvuune
LueHTpanbHoro oteka J1Y, Hanmyne HeoQHOPOL4HOCTU
MP-curHana J1Y, 3HauyeHue koaddpuUmneHTa UHTEH-
CMBHOCTM curHana v 3HadeHne UKL JTY (p < 0,05).
A He3aBUCUMbIMUN NPEAUKTOPaMU METacTaTU4eCcKoro
nopaxeHus J1Y (p < 0,05) sasnsatotca: pasmep JTY no
KOPOTKOW OCW, Hamuume HeogHopogHoctn MP-cur-
Hana J1Y, oTcyTCTBME curHana oT XMpPOBOW TKaHU BO-
pot J1Y, KoaddunumeHT nHteHcmsHocTM MP-curHana
1 nHAekc koHdurypauum JTY (p < 0,05) [14].

Mo AaHHbIM, paccyMTaHHbIM Ha OCHOBE MaTema-
Tuyeckon mogenu, npusHaku MTITY npucytcTBOBanu
B 135 (58,2 %) J1Y, aB 97 (41,8 %) J1Y oTcyTcTBOBanu
(pncyHok 3). Mpu atom ogHoneTHas PCB B rpynne
nauuneHToB 6naronpusTHoro nporHo3a (NO), paccum-
TAHHOrO MO [AHHbIM MaTemaTuyeckon MOAenu, co-
ctaBuna 93,8 + 2,4, natunetHaa PCB — 84,2 + 3,7.
B rpynne naumeHToB HEOnaronpusiTHOro NporHosa
(N1) paHHble nokasatenu GbinNy criegyWwnMK: of-
HoneTHaa PCB — 80,7 + 3,4, natuneTtHsas PCB —
37,0 £ 4,2. B rpynne nauneHTOB HeONaronpusTHOTO
nporHo3a (N1) no gaHHbIM MaTemaTM4eckon Moge-
N BbISIBNIEHa CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HaYMmas pasHuua,
Mo CpPaBHEHMIO C rpynnov GriaronpuUaTHOro NporHo3a
(p <0,001).

MegnaHa PCB B rpynne nawuueHToB Gnaronpu-
aTHoro nporHo3a (NO) gocturHyta He 6bina. Ons
rpynnbl  NaunmeHToB HeOGnaronpusitTHOro MporHo3a
(N1) megunana coctaBuna 20 * 6,15 mec.

0,5

0,6

BbirkMBaemMocTs

0,4

0,24

p<0.001

T T T T
G0 a0 100 120

Bpemsa (mecAubI)

PucyHok 3. PCB, 8 3agucumocmu om rpo2Hocmuyeckoul 2pynrbl no 0aHHbIM MamemMamu4eckol mModesnu
Figure 3. CSS rates depending on the prognostic group according to the mathematical model

B TO Xe Bpemsi Npu cpaBHEHUWN NokasaTternemn
natunetHen PCB gnsa rpynn nauneHToB 6naronpum-
SITHOrO NPOrHo3a TPaauLMOHHOIO Noaxoaa U MaTe-
MaTU4YeCKO MOAENN COOTHOLLEHME nokasaTenemn
Obino cnegywowmm: 67,4 + 3,8 n 84,2 + 3,7 coot-
BeTcTBEHHO (p < 0,001), 4yTO nNo3BonsieT caenaTb
BbIBOO, O OONbLIOM KONMMYECTBE JNOXHO OTpuua-
TenbHbiX MTJITY npun ncnonb3oBaHuUM TpaguLMOH-
HOro KpUTEpUS!, YTO COrMacyeTcsl C NuTepaTypHbI-
MW gaHHbimMu [15].

OpgHako npy cpaBHEHUW MokasaTenen nsaTu-
netHen PCB pnsa rpynn nauyueHToB Hebrnaronpwu-

ATHOrO MPOrHO3a OBYX BbILLEOMUCaHHbIX NOAXO40B
BbISIBNIEHbI COMOCTaBMMblE pe3ynbTaTbhl U pasHuua
cocTtaenseT Bcero 2,8 %. 310 no3sonseT caenartb
BbIBO4 O LIEHHOCTM MaremaTuyeckon MOAenu Ans
BbISIBNIEHMS MeTacTaTnyeckmx J1IY pasmepom no ko-
poTkon ocn meHee 1,0 cm.

3aknoyeHue

[MpumeHeHMe MaTemaTuyeckon mogenu Ans
OLIEeHKMN MeTacTaTU4eckoro nopaxeHus J1Y no gas-
HoiM MPT-nccnegosarvns npu PLUM nossonset
TOYHEe OLeHMBaTb NPOrHO3 HeEGNaronpuATHOrO pas-
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Butna PLUM no cpaBHEHUIO C TpaaULUOHHBLIM Nog-
xogom (pasmep J1Y no kopoTtkor ocu = 1,0 cm), npu
3TOM pasHuLa nokasaTenen cTaTUCTUYEeCKM OOCTO-
BepHa (p < 0,001).

PesynbTaTtbl 3TOr0 MCCREAoBaHUs MOMyT Mo-
CMY>XUTb OCHOBOW AN OLEHKM NPOrHo3a WU cTaTb
PYKOBOACTBOM ANt paspaboTku MHAMBUAYaINbHOM
Tepanuu.
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