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Lens. YcraHOBUTH (haKTOPHI prCcKa Pa3BUTHSI OMITMAPHON (DUCTYITBI TTOCIIE TTAHKPEATOMy0IeHATBHON PEe3eKIINH.
Marepuan u metoasl. C 2018 o 2023 . BeimonHeHO 128 maHKpeaTomyoeHAIBHBIX pe3eKinii. Pazsutue oummapHoit
GUCTYIIBI TPOTHO3UPOBAIN C TIOMOIIBIO0 HEUPOCETH U METO/a JIOTUCTUIECKOU perpeccur. TOUHOCTh MPOTHO3MPOBA-
HUS olleHWBa 110 pe3yiasrataMm ROC-ananu3a. [Ipu cpaBHenun ROC-kpuBbix ucnonb3oBanu tect JeJ/loHr
Pesynsrarsl. bunnaphast ducrtyna passuiack y 16 (12,5%) nanueHToB. [Tpu omHOGaKTOPHOM aHAIM3e YCTAHOBJIEHO,
4TO pUCK GOPMUPOBAHUS OUITMAPHOIM (DUCTYITBI YBETUMIMBAJICS TIPU BO3pacTe marueHTa >7( JieT, nHIeKce KOMOpOuI-
Hoctu Charlson >7 6GaiioB, caxapHOM nuabeTe, aHEeMUU TIOCJe OIepaluy, TuaMeTpe OOIIEeTO XKETYHOTO MPOTOKa
<5 MM 1 pa3BUTHM MMaHKpeaTnieckoil puctyibl. [lo mTaHHBIM MHOTO()AKTOPHOTO aHATN3a, PUCK PA3BUTHS OMINAPHOM
uCTyIIBI BO3pacTai Mpu caxapHOM aArabeTe, ThaMeTpe OOIIEro XeTTHOTO MPOToKa <5 MM M aHEMUH TTOCIIe TTaHKpea-
TOMYO/IeHATIbHOM pe3exkiu. [IporHocTryeckas MHOTO(GaKTOpHAsI MO PA3BUTHSI OUTUAPHOU (DUCTYJIBI, TOCTPOEH-
Hasl ¢ MOMOIIbIO MCKYCCTBEHHOM HEWpOCeTH, MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBaia 0ojiee BBICOKYIO UYBCTBUTEIbHOCTH (87,5%)
u cnetuaHocTb (95,5%) 10 CPaBHEHUIO C JIOTUCTUYECKO PerpeccuoHHO Mozebio (68,8 1 90,2%; p = 0,03).
3akmouenne. Vcrionb3oBaHne HEpoceTeil B IPEAUKTUBHOM aHAIN3e PE3YJIBTATOB MAHKPEaTOMyOdeHATbHON pe3eK-
IV TIO3BOJISIET YBEIUIUTH 3(DGHEKTUBHOCT TIPOTHO3UPOBAHUS OMIMAPHON (DUCTYITHI.
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Aim. To determine the risk factors of biliary fistula after pancreaticoduodenal resection.

Materials and methods. 128 pancreaticoduodenal resections were performed in the period of 2018—2023. Biliary
fistula was predicted using a neural network and logistic regression. Prediction accuracy was evaluated by ROC
analysis (Receiver Operator Characteristics). The DelLong test was used to compare ROC curves.

Results. Biliary fistula developed in 16 patients (12.5%). Univariate analysis showed that risk factors of biliary fistula
included the patient's age >70 years, Charlson comorbidity index >7 points, diabetes mellitus, postsurgical anemia,
common bile duct diameter <5 mm, and pancreatic fistula. In multivariate analysis, diabetes mellitus, common bile duct
diameter <5 mm, and anemia after pancreaticoduodenal resection increased the risk of biliary fistula. A prognostic
multivariate model of biliary fistula development, constructed using an artificial neural network demonstrated higher
sensitivity (87.5%) and specificity (95.5%) compared to the logistic regression model (68.8% and 90.2%; p = 0.03).
Conclusion. The use of neural networks in predictive analysis of pancreaticoduodenal resection results can increase

the efficiency of biliary fistula prediction.
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BBenenne

IMTankpearonyoneHanbHast pesexkumst (ITIP) sB-
JIIETCS €AUHCTBEHHOW paIvKaJIbHOW ONepauuen
MpU 37I0KaUYECTBEHHBIX OITyXOJISIX OPTraHOB MaHKpea-
ToayoAeHabHOI 30HBI [1, 2]. JleranbHOCTbL mocie
IT/IP B XpymHBIX LIEeHTpax cocTaBisieT 1—5%, Jacto-
Ta ocJIoXHEeHUI BapeupyeT oT 50 1o 70%, a nx uH-
BasuBHOE ycTpaHeHUe Tpebyetcs B 20—40% Habmro-
nenmit [3, 4]. Yacrora 6wmapHoit puctynsl (bD)
nocie IIAP Bapeupyer ot 1 mo 50%, cocraBmss
B cpenHeM 3—8% [5—7]. @akTOpHI pUcKa pa3BUTHS
B® nocne IIJIP B Hacrosiee BpeMs OCTalOTCS
MpeIMEeTOM JTUCKYCCUMA.

IHeap ucciaenoBaHusi — YCTaHOBUTH (haKTOPbI
pucka opmuposanus b® nocne I1P.

Marepuan u METOIbI

[IpoBemeHo pPEeTPOCTIEKTUBHOE WCCIIEIOBAHNE
pe3yabTaToB JiedeHus 128 nauumeHTtoB (Taba. 1),
OIepUPOBAHHBIX HA KJIMHUYecKol 6aze @PI'BOY BO
“Bonrorpaackuii rocygapCTBEHHbBIN MEOUIIMHCKUNA
yHuBepcutetr” Munsapasa Poccuu — I'bBY3 “Bosro-
rpaackuii 00JJaCTHON KJIMHWYECKW OHKOJIOTHMYe-
ckuii mucrnancep” — ¢ 1 centaops 2018 . mo 1 ceH-
Ts16ps1 2023 1. [ 8]. Cpenu mauueHTOB 66110 73 (54,5%)
MYX4IuHBI, 61 (45,5%) xenmuHa. Bo3pact matmen-
TOB BapbrpoBal oT 38 10 77 neT, MenraHa Bo3pacTta
coctaBmia 63 roma (Q1—Q3 58—68). ¥V 74 (57,8%)
OOJTBHBIX 37T0KAYeCTBEHHAST OITYXOJIb JIOKAJIM30Ba-
Jlacb B TOJIOBKe MomxenaynouyHoit xenedol (I12K).
Onyxonb I1TK cootBeTcTBOBana cragum 1A 1o kjiac-
cudukaun TNM (8-e nzganue) y 6 (4,7%) 605b-

Taomna 1. XapakTepHuCcTUKa ITallMEHTOB
Table 1. Patient characteristics

veIX, IB —y 14 (10,9%), 1IA — y 21 (16,4%), 11B —
y 28 (21,9%), 111 —y 5 (3,9%). Y 39 (30,5%) 601b-
HBIX OITyXOJIb BBIIBICHA B aMmITysie OOJBIIOTO
cocouka (bC) nBeHamuaTHUIIEPCTHON KUIIKU
(AIT1K): cragus IA omnpenenena y 9 (7%) nauneH-
ToB, I1A —y 12 (9,4%), 1IB —y 15 (11,7%), 111A —
v 3 (2,3%). B 12 (9,4%) mabmoneHNSAX BBHISIBIIeHA
omyxonb AIIK: I cramnm — y 3 (2,3%) OONBHBIX,
1A —-y5(3,9%),1IB—y4 (3,1%). Y 3 (2,3%) 601b-
HBIX NMATrHOCTUPOBAaHA OIMYXOJdb B IUCTAIHLHOM
otnene obiero xemruHoro nporoka (OXKIT): I cra-
o —y 2 (1,6%) 6onbHbIxX, 11IA —y 1 (0,8%). Bcem
OOJILHBIM BBITIOJTHIJIM TacTPOITAaHKPEAaTOIyOIe-
HasnbHyo pedekuuto (I'TIJP, onepamust Whipple).
PexoHCTpYKIIMIO TPOBOAWIIN Ha 2 OTAEIBHBIX TeT-
JisiX ¢ oTkJtoueHreM no Py. Ha onHolt netne dop-
MHPOBaJIN TTaHKPEaTUKOSHTEPOAHACTOMO3 CITOCO-
ooM “duct-to-mucosa”, TeIaTUKOHTEPOAaHACTOMO3
bopMmUpoOBaTM Ha 3TOH Ke TIeT/Ie KUIITKH OTHOPSII-
HBIM HETIPepBIBHLIM IIBOM “KoHell B 00k”. Ha mpy-
TOM TIeTJIe KAIIKHA (hDOPMUPOBAIM TACTPOIHTEPOAHA-
CTOMO3 “00K B OOK” OTHOPSIIHBIM HEIPEepPLIBHBIM
IITBOM.

B® ompenensanm Kak yBelIMUeHWE KOHIIEHTpA-
I OMIMpPYyOMHA B OTHCISIEMOM IO ApeHaxkaM
B >3 pasa OT BepxHel TpaHUITLI HOPMBI JIJIST TIIa3MbI
KPOBH, WJIM XETIHBIN BBIITOT B OPIONIHYIO ITOJIOCTh
Ha >3-if JIeHb TOCNIe ONepaliy, WIM HEOOXOmM-
MOCTb B MUHU-WHBAa3WBHOM JICUEHW U JTUOO perarna-
pPOTOMUM, OOYCJIOBICHHYIO CKOIUICHHSAMM KEITIU
B OprouiHoi nosioctu [9]. XapakTeprucTuka mnauu-
eHToB ¢ b® npencrapieHa B Taou. 1.

ITapameTp 3Hauenue

Yucno MyKUMH, KeHIINWH, abc. (%) 7 (43,8), 9 (56,2)
Menuana Bo3pacra, JeT 62 [59-71]
Jloxamu3anust omyxonu, ade. (%):

rosoBka 12K 4 (25)

ammyiaa BCITTK 6 (37,5)

IIMK 3 (18,8)

mucTtaiabHbii otoen OXKII 3(18,8)
Menuana nHnekca komopounHoct Charlson 9 [6—10]
Menuana BpeMeHU nosiBiieHust b@, cyr 3[1-8]
MenuaHa nipeKpalieHns KeTIeNCTeUYeHUsI, CYT 17 [14-25]
TunepouanpyouHemus no onepanuu, ade. (%) 2 (12,5)
AHemus 1o ornepaiuu, abe. (%) 3(18.,8)
AnHeMus 1ocse oneparnuu, aoe. (%) 10 (62,5)
TunepriankeMus a0 onepamuu, ade. (%) 12 (75)
TuneprivkemMust nocJje onepauuu, ade. (%) 5(31,3)
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CwMenieHne
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Junamerp ‘ bunuaphas
OXII - ductyna — 0
MeHee 5 MM \
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CaxapHblit \ /\ bwmapnasa
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CunanTuyeckuii Bec >0
e CyHanTHYecKuii Bec <0

(DyHKL[I/IH AKTUBALIUU CKPBITOTO CJI04: I‘I/Il'[€p6OJII/I‘JCCKI/II71 TaHITCHC
(DyHKL[I/IH AKTHBAallM BBIXOJHOTO CJIOA: TOXKACCTBO

Puc. 1. HeiipoceTeBast mporHoctrueckast Mmoneiab. H — ckpbIThie cioun HeiipoceTr. CMmelieHne — BEPOSITHOCTh OIIMOKHU, KOTO-

PYIO HEMpPOCETh MpeayCMaTPUBAET B pacyeTax.

Fig. 1. Neural network predictive model. H — hidden layers of the neural network. Bias is an error probability that the neural

network provides for in the calculations.

CraTuctuueckue pacueTbl MPOBOAWIM B MpPO-
rpamme SPSS v.26. Tum pacnpeneneHusT Kojdde-
CTBEHHBIX JaHHBIX YCTaHABIMWBAIU C TMOMOIIBIO
kputepusi Konmoroposa—CmupHosa. 17151 Bcex He-
MpepbIBHBIX TTOKa3aTesieil ObUT yCTAHOBJIEH TUII Pac-
npeaeaeHust, OTIIMYHBIA OT HOPMaJIbHOTO, TTORTOMY
JIJISI OTMIMCAaHUSI Mep LIEHTPaIbHbIX TEHACHIIMI UC-
MOJIb30BAIU Meauany, 25-i u 75-i kBaptuim [Q1—
Q3]. IIpoueHTHBIE AO0JU U aOCOJIOTHBIE 3HAUECHUS
NPUMEHSJIN JJIsi HOMHWHAaJIbHBIX TPU3HAKOB.
CpaBHeHME UX MTPOBOAWIN MTPU TTOMOILU KPUTEPUS
x? Tupcona, kputepus y? c¢ nompaskoii Meiitca
Ha HeNpepbIBHOCTb (IIPU OXUAAEMOM 3HAUYEHUU
<10 xoTg ObI B OOHOI M3 SYEEK YETHIPEXIIOJIHHOI
TabIUILIBI), TOYHOTO Kputepuss Puinepa (Ipy 0XKU-
JaeMOM 3HaueHNM <5 XOTs OBl B OTHON M3 sTUeeK
YEThIPEXITOJIbHOU TabIULLb).

11 MpOrHO3MPOBaHUS UCTOJIB30BAIN 2 METOJIA!
HeMpoceTeBO aHalu3 M JIOTMCTUYECKYIO perpec-
cuto (JIP). st oleHKM Moesieil AMarHoCTUYeCKOM
TOYHOCTU MPOBOAWIM WX CpaBHEHUE MPU MOMOIIU
tecta HeJlonr. s HeilpoceTeBOro aHaand3a HC-
MOJIb30BaJIM MHOTOCJIOWHBIN TeplienTpoH. B cocta
MPOTHOCTUYECKOM MOAEMN ObLIU BKIIOUYEHBI 4 C10s1
HEMPOHOB: BXOOHOM, 2 CKPBITBIX M BBIXOMTHOIA.
BxonHble HeWpoHBI SIBISIIOTCS (haKTOpamMy puUcKa
nosieiieHust b®, ycranopneHHBIMY 1Tpu JIP. CKpBITHIE
CJIOM TIPEACTABISIIOT COO0I BHYTPEHHWE aJlTOPUTMBbI
HEHPOCETU U HE MOJIAI0TCSl BHELIHEMY KOHTPOJIIO.
BbixonHoi#t ciioii HEMpOHOB xapakTepusyeT 2 BO3-
MOXHBIX BapMaHTa u3ydyaeMmoi nepemeHHoi: 0 — oT-
cyrerBue b®, 1 — pasputue B® (puc. 1).
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[MoTeHumaabHbBIe TPEAUKTOPHI pa3BuTus bd
TaKXe YCTaHaBIMBAJIH C TIOMOIIBIO OMHO(PAaKTOPHOMU
JIP, olieHuBast mpu 3ToM oTHoleHus maHcoB (Crude
Odds Ratio, COR) 1 95% moBepuTeTbHBII MHTEPBAJ
(JIN), mocne yero (popMrupoBasii MHOTO(haKTOPHYIO
MOZeNTb CO CKOPPEKTUPOBAHHBIMU OTHOIICHUSIMU
maHcoB (Adjusted Odds Ratio — AOR) u 95% I W.
KonmmyecTBeHHBIE TIPU3HAKHU, IPOIEMOHCTPHUPO-
BaBIIIME CTATUCTUYECKYIO 3HAUMMOCTh B OMHO(MAaK-
TOPHOM aHaJIM3e, TTOABEPTAI JTUXOTOMHH C TIOMO-
b0 ROC-ananuza. [lpu cenexkuyuu npearukTopoB
IUIsT UToroBoit Moxenu JIP mpumeHsim oGpaTHBIM
Meton Bampma. Mepoii onpeneeHHOCTH, YKa3bIBa-
IoIeil Ha Ty YacTh IUCIIEPCHUM, KOTOpas MOXET
ObITh OOBsICHEHA ¢ TToMol1IbIo JIP, ciryxxun koadhdu-
mueHT R? Haitmkenkepka.

Pe3yabratsl

Menunana nipogokutenbHoct I'TIJIP cocTaBu-
sa 210 [180—300] muH. MHTpaomnepallMOHHbIE OC-
JIOXHEHNST (KpoBOTedeHUe) BHIABIEHB B 2 (1,6%)
HabmoneHusx. [locaeonepalimoHHBIE OCITOKHEHUS
oTMeueHBI ¥ 63 (49,2%) manmeHTOB, MocieoIepa-
LIMOHHAsI JIETaTbHOCTh cocTaBmia 3,9% (n = 3).
B® mocne TI'TIAP passmwracey y 16 (11,9%) us
128 6ompaBIX. B 3 (18,8%) Habmonenusix b Obita
eIMHCTBEHHBIM OCJIOXKHEHUEM TTOCIeOITeParimoOHHO-
ro rrepuona. Y 13 (81,2%) mammenToB b® coderanach
C IpYTUMU OCJIOXXKHEeHUsIMU (puc. 2). Penanaporomust
rotpeboBanack B 2 (12,5%) nabmoneHusx. OgHOMY
(6,25%) 60pPHOMY BBHITIOTHEHO yITUBaHUE OedeKTa
XOJIEMOXO9HTEPOAaHACTOMO3a TIPpU  MaCCHBHOM
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B® ¢ sBeHTpanueii mocaeonepamoHHoMi pansl (12,5%)
B® ¢ HarHOeHMEeM TocIeorepalmoHHoM paHsl (12,5%)
Uszonuposannas bd (18,8%)

B® ¢ abeeccamu GprotrHoi ojoctr (25%)

B® ¢ ractpocrazom (37,5%)

B® ¢ nankpeatudeckoii puctyoit (50%)

0123456789

Puc. 2. Inarpamma. Couetanue b® ¢ npyrumu ocnoxxaenusmu nocie [TIIP.

Fig. 2. Diagram. Combination of biliary fistula with other complications after gastropancreaticoduodenal resection.

®daxTop | CKOppEeKTUPOBAHHOE
! OTHOLLEHHKE 11aHCcoB [95% U]

|
|
|

Bo3pacr crapie 70 et ’ ! 1,3310,73; 2,64]
|

WHunexkc komopouaHoctr Charlson L P 1,45 [0,41; 3,89]

BbilE 7 6aIoB o ’ T
|
Mankpeatuyeckas GpucTyna ' ; L 2,410,015 3,7]
|
|
I
|
Caxaphbiii naGer | =] 1,78 [1,4;2,9]

|
|

Juamerp OXKII <5 mm : —— 1,62 [1,34; 1,85]
I

AHemus nocJie onepanum : B 1,85[1,24;2,87]
I
I

CKOppeKTUPOBAaHHOE OTHOIIEHNE IIAHCOB (JIoraprudMudecKast mKaa)

Puc. 3. Iunarpamma. @akropsl pucka pazputust bD.
Fig. 3. Diagram. Risk factors for development of biliary fistula.

(>1 71/cyT) UCTEUEHUM XETUu IO IpeHaxy Ha 2-e
cytku nocie I'TIAP. Eme 1 (6,25%) nauueHTy BbI-
MOJTHIWINA (POPMHUPOBAHUE XOJIETOXOCTOMBI — BMe-
IIaTeILCTBO Ha TEMaTUKOZHTEPOAHACTOMO3¢e OBIIO
OITHUM M3 3TAaIloB PelallapOTOMMU, CAHAIIUN U JIpe-
HUPOBAHUS OPIOITHOM TOJOCTH, OCTAHOBKM appo-
3MBHOTO KPOBOTCUCHUST M3 KETyTOIHO-IBEHAMIIIA-
TUTIEPCTHOM apTepru Ha (hOHE HECOCTOSITETEHOCTH
MaHKpeaTUKOPHTEepOaHACTOMO3a. Y OCTaIbHBIX
mareHToB b® ycTpaHeHa MPOIOKUTETBHBIM JIpe-
HUpOBaHMWEM IIOAMNEYCHOYHOTO TIPOCTPAHCTBA
(10 (62,5%)) m IpecKOXHON UpecTeueHOUHOM XO-
JTaHTHoCTOMUel Tonm KoHTposeM Y3U (4 (25%)).
JletansHocth ipu B® cocraBwna 12,5% — ymepin
2 n3 16 maneHToB Ha (poHE MHOXECTBEHHBIX OC-
JIOXXHEHWH, BKIIOYABIINX ITaHKpeaTHIeCKylo Gu-
CTyNy, TIEPUTOHWT M appO3WBHOE KPOBOTCUCHMUE.
[lpn cpaBHEHUM NEeTATbHOCTH CPEON TAIMEHTOB
¢ B® (2/16 (12,5%)) n 6e3 BD (3/112 (2,7%)) cTa-
TUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBIE Pa3INIus HE YCTAHOBIICHBI
(p = 0,12, Tounslii Kputepuit @uiiepa).

[Mpn omHOaKTOPHOM aHAIM3e CTATUCTUICCKH
3HAYMMBIMH (hakTopamu popMupoBaHus bD ouH
Bo3pacT manneHTa >70 JeT, MHIeKC KOMOPOUIHO-
ctu Charlson >7 GaioB, nmaHkpeaTnueckas pucry-
JIa, caxapHblii amabet, mumamerp OXII <5 M,
aHemus mocie omnepanuu. [1pm MHorodakTOpHOM

aHaJIM3e 3HAYMMBIM BIMSTHUEM Ha pa3Butie bd 06-
Jlajajau ToJbKo 3 mocheaHux daxkropa. Bnusinue u
BeJMUMHA 3(pdekTa Kaxaoro akTtopa B UTOTOBOM
TIPOTHOCTUYECKOMN MOJIEIN OTpaskeHBI Ha puC. 3.

IMonyuennas pu JIP Mmonens nporHosa siBisieT-
¢ cratuctuyecku 3Haunmoit (p < 0,001). Wcxoms
U3 3HauYeHHUS Kod(GPUIIMEHTa IeTepMUHAIINU
Haiimxenkepka, Monenb o0bscHsIET 62,1% Habmo-
JaeMoO¥ HUCTIEPCUU TIPOTHO3MPYEMOTO COOBITHUS
(.. pazputust b®). INonrpynmoBoit aHammM3 ¢ ydJe-
TOM YCTaHOBJICHHBIX TPEAUKTOPOB (CM. puc. 2)
TakXKe TOATBEPXIAeT MPaBWILHOCTh pa3paboTaH-
Horo nporHo3a. [Ipy HaauImm caxapHoro auadera
B® 6buta ormeuena B 12 (52,2%) HabGmMOOCHUSX,
IIpYA OTCYTCTBUM 3TOTO 3abosieBaHuss — B 4 (3,8%)
(? ¢ mompaBKoii Ueiirca 36,05; p < 0,001). Ipu
aHeMHUHU B TOcJeoneparmoHHoM Teprone b® BbI-
apneHa y 10 (45,5%) manumeHToB, MpU HOPMAIBHOM
3HaueHUU remorsiodbuHa — y 6 (5,7%) (y? c nmompas-
xoit Meiitca 22,87; p < 0,001). Heobxonnumo orme-
TUTB, yTo pu nmuamerpe OZKIT <5 mm B® passu-
nach y 14 (20,4%) manmenTtos, npu auametpe OXKI1
>5 MM —y 2 (6,8%) () ¢ nonpaskoii Meiirca 13,34;
p<0,001).

Ha puc. 4 pencrasieHa B3BelIeHHAS BaXKHOCTh
(hakTOpOB, COCTABISIONINX HEHPOCETEBYIO TTPEINK-
TUBHYIO Moneib. HambGombIuM CHHANITUIECKUM
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HOpMaJ'II/ISOBaHHaF[ Ba>XHOCTb

0 20 40 60 80 100 %
Juamerp OXKII
p<5 MM 0,542
CaxapHblit 0,375
nnaber
AHemus
TIOCJIe OTeparuu 0,083
0,0 0,1 0,2 0,3 0,4 0,5 0,6
BaxxHocTb

Puc. 4. JIuarpamma. B3BemieHHast BaxKHOCTb (haKTOPOB,
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Fig. 4. Diagram. Weighted importance of factors in the neural
network predictive model.

BECOM, T.€. BKJIaJJIOM B MIPOTHO3MPOBAHUE PA3BUTHUSI
B® noce I'TIAP, o6mamaeT pakrop Majoro (<5 Mm)
mrnameTpa OXKII.

s BHyTpeHHeU BaiuJalMu MOJyYeHHON Hell-
pOCEeTEBOM MPOTHOCTUYECKOU MOJIEIU BCS COBOKYTI-
HOCTb ITAlIMEHTOB pa30uTa Ha 2 BEIOOPKU: 00yJaro-
myto (88 (68,7%) 6ombHbIX) 1 TecToBYIO (40 (31,3%)).
IMpn obOyyeHnm Momenu 3apeructpupoBaHo 9,4%
(12/128) noxubIX curHasoB pa3sutus b®, mmpu te-
ctupoBanuu — 5,5% (7/128).

ITpu cpaBHUTEILHOM aHaIM3€ MPOTHOCTUYECKUX
MoJjiesieid, TTOCTPOeHHbIX ¢ TToMolbio JIP u uckyc-
ctBeHHOro uHrenekta (MM), Mmexny HuMM ycra-
HOBJIEHBI CTATUCTUUECKU 3HAUMMBbIE Pa3Inuyus, CO-
rnacHo Tecty HelJlonr (p = 0,03). HeiipocereBas
MO/JIeJIb TIPOJIEMOHCTPHpPOBaJia 00Jiee BbICOKYIO UyB-
CTBUTEJIbHOCTb, CIELU(PUIHOCTb M JUAarHOCTUYE-
CKy10 3(h(PeKTUBHOCTD, YeM JIOTUCTUYECKAsT MOJIE/b
(Tabu. 2).

O0cyKneHne

B® niocne I'TIP ctaHOBUTCSI TpeIMETOM UCCIIE-
JIOBaHUI He TaK YacTo, KaK IMaHKpeaTnueckas (pu-
CTyJIa, TIOCKOJIBKY PEIKO MPUBOAUT K JIETAILHOMY

Ta6amna 2. CpaBHeHUe Mojesieli TporHo3upoBaHust bd
Table 2. Comparison of biliary fistula prediction models

ucxony. B Tto xe Bpemst B® yrsokenseT TedeHUe
JIPYTUX OCJIOXHEHU, YBeJTUUMBAET MPOAOJIKUTEb-
HOCTD MpeObIBAaHUS B CTAIIMOHAPE M CTOMMOCTb JIe-
yeHus nauueHTta [10]. B® moryr gopmMupoBaThes
nocyie I'TIJIP Ha ¢boHe M30JIMpPOBAaHHON HECOCTOSI-
TEeJIbHOCTU TeNaTUKOIHTEPOAHACTOMO3a WJIM CO-
BMECTHO ¢ MaHKpeaTtudeckoil pucrynoit [11]. B xu-
PYPTHUYECKOM COOOIIIEeCTBE B HACTOSIIEE BpeMsI HET
corjacus TI0 TOBOAY (aKTOPOB pHUCKa Pa3BUTHS
bB®.

[Mpw n3ydyernnn pe3ynpratoB 1618 omepariunii mc-
caenoBatenu BeissBUIU b®D y 58 (3,6%) GONBHBIX.
B pesynbrate MHOTO()AaKTOPHOTO aHalM3a yCTaHOB-
JIEHO, YTO 3HAYMMBIM MPEIUKTOPOM 3TOTO OCIOX-
HEeHUs OBbUT TMaMeTp OOIIETO KETYHOTO ITPOTOKA
[12], uTO cornacyercs ¢ pe3yabraTaMu, MOJyYeHHbI-
MU B 00CyKaeMoM uccienoBaHnuu. B apyroii pado-
Te B® ormeueHa y 66 (8%) u3 8§43 manmeHTOB TOCTe
I'TIAP. TTpu MHOrO(MaKTOPHOM aHAJIN3e METOIOM
o6unapHoii JIP mpenukTopamu pricka b® 6butn mo-
JIOXKUTENbHBIN Kpail pesexkuuu OXKII, mankpeaTu-
yeckasi (pUcTya, MPOAOJIKUTEbHOCTD OTepaluu 1
ypoBeHb AcAT nmo onepaunu [13]. B omHoM u3 unc-
cinemoBanuit b® BeigBIeHa Y 38 (6,7%) 13 552 6071b-
Hbix nocyie ['TIIP. MHorodakTopHblii aHalIu3 He
MO3BOJIMJI YCTAHOBUTbH CTATUCTUYECKHW 3HAYUMBbIX
npenukTopoB b®, a ipu omHO(GaKTOPHOM perpec-
CHOHHOM aHaJIN3¢ BEPOATHOCTh pa3BuTHsI bd yBe-
JIMUMBAJIA He3JI0KaueCcTBeHHasl mpupoja 3aboseBa-
HUsS U OTCYTCTBHE MexaHWuecKoul xenryxu [14].
[Mo maHHBIM Opyrux ucciaemoBateneit, y 32 (6,4%)
u3 500 mepeHecmux jganapockonuueckyo I'TIJIP
MmanumeHToB auarHoctupoBaHa b®. CormacHo maH-
HBIM MHOTO(AKTOPHOTO aHain3a, IMPeIuKTOpaMu
ee pa3BUTUS ObLIU CepJAeUHO-COCYAUCThIE 3ab0iie-
BaHWUSI, MIPOAOKUTEIbHOCTh BMEIIATEIbCTBA, YPO-
BeHb CA-125 u obuiero ouaMpyorHa 10 onepanuu
[15].

Texnosnorus MW B xupypruueckoid OHKOJOTUU
TTO3BOJISIET TIPOTHO3MPOBATh COOBITHS, PacTIO3HABAS
CKPBITHIC B OOJIBIIIMX MacCHBaX JaHHBIX 3aKOHOMEP-
HocTH [16]. DTO maeT BO3MOXKHOCTD BHISIBUTH HEJIH-
HeWHbIE 3aBUCHUMOCTH MEXIy XapaKTepPUCTUKaMU

ITapameTp

YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTD, %
CneunduaHocts, %
Juarnoctrueckast 3(pheKTuBHOCTh, %
[1nomanp moa KpuBOi

p

CraHmapTHasl ommoKa

95% O

Koadpduumenr nerepmunaunu R2, %
3HaynmMocTh paznuuuii (tect HdeJloHr)

Moaenb Ha OuHapHoii JIP Moaenb Ha MANIMHHOM 00y4eHHH

68,8 87,5
90,2 95,5
87,5 94,5
0,89 0,92

<0,001 <0,001
0,01 0,003

0,81-0,96 0,84—0,96

62,1 72,1

p=10,03
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WCXOMHBIX TTapaMeTPOB HapYIIECHWS 3IOPOBBS Tia-
LUEeHTOB U IIporHo3oM [17]. B mociemHme romer
YBEJIMUMBAETCS YUCIO UCCAEAOBaHUI, MOCBSIIECH-
HBIX TIPUMEHEHUTO HelipoceTelt IIpy MMpOTrHO3MPOBa-
HUM pe3yJbTaTOB XUPYPTrUYECKOTO JICUeHUS Maliu-
€HTOB CO 3JI0KaUYeCTBEHHBIMU OITyXOJISIMU TTaHKpea-
ToayoAeHalbHOU 30HBI [18]. DddekTuBHOCTD
npuMeHeHust MM nokaszaHa ucciienoBatesiMu pu
pacdeTe BEpOSITHOCTH Pa3BUTHSI TTaHKpPeaTUIECKOMU
¢ucrtynsl [19]. B nuteparype ynoMuHaHUil 00 Mc-
MOJIb30BAHWM HeMpoceTeil s MPOTHO3UPOBAHMUS
B® nocne I'TIAP He o6Hapyxuau. Bmecte ¢ Tem ata
TEXHOJIOTUSI TO3BOJISIET CO3/aBaTh IMPOTHOCTUYE-
ckue Mopeau Bbicokoi TouHocTtu [20]. ITposens
aHanu3 dakropoB passutus b®, ycraHoBMIN, 9TO
Mozea MU mpomeMoHCTpHpOBaIu GOJIBIIYIO IIPO-
THOCTUYECKYIO TOUHOCTb, YEM TPAIULIMOHHAS JIOTU-
CTUYeCKasl perpecCMoHHas Mopenb, moatomy MU
MOKHO CUMTATh TIEPCIIEKTUBHBIM METOIOM TTPOTHO-
3UPOBAHMS.

3akiovenue

Hcmonp3oBanme HeiipoceTell B MPEeIUKTUBHOM
aHanuse pesyiabratoB ['TIIP maeT BO3MOXHOCTH
YBEJIUUYUTH 3((HEKTUBHOCTh MPorHo3upoBanust bd.
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