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Ieab. OneHka MPOrHOCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTM U KIMHUYECKOU 3(DGhEKTUBHOCTU NOOMEPALMOHHBIX LKAl OLEHKU
pricka hopMUPOBAHUS MTAHKPEATUUECKOW (DUCTYIIBI TIOCTIe MTAHKPEaTOMyONeHAIBHOW PEe3eKIINY.

Marepuan u Metoabl. B nccinenoBanue BKIOUMIM 60 MAIMEHTOB CO 3JI0KAYECTBEHHBIMU OIYXOJISIMU TOIKETYIOUHOMN
Xele3bl W IepUaMIyJISIpHOM 30HBI, TEPeHEeCIINX IMaHKPeaTOAYOAeHAIbHYIO pe3eKInio ¢ (GopMuUpoBaHUEM
IMaHKpeaToetoHoaHacToMo3a Tuia Blumgart ¢ 2022 mo 2024 ron. JInarHOCTUKY TTOCIEOIepallMOHHON IMTAaHKPeaTUIeCKOM
(UCTYNBI OCYIIECTBISUINA MO KpUTepusiM MexXayHapoIHON TPYMIbI O M3YYEHUIO XUPYPTUU TOMIKETYIOUYHON XKele3bl
(ISGPS). s omeHKM TpOTHOCTMYECKOUW ToYyHOCTH mNpuMeHsuin ROC-aHanm3 W ToKa3aTenyd JUarHOCTUYECKOM
3 dhekTUBHOCTH.

Pesyabratbl. Y 10 namuerTos (16,67 %) nuarHocTupoBaHa MmocjaeornepalnoHHas maHkpearnyeckas ducryia. [Tpu ROC-
aHaJIM3e OTMEUYEHBI COMOCTaBUMbIe 3HaUYeHUs Iomianu mon Kpusoit (AUC): alternative Fistula Risk Score (a-FRS) —
0,692; updated alternative FRS (ua-FRS) — 0,636; mkana Kantor — 0,656; mkana Lapshyn — 0,649. IlIkaner a-FRS
u Lapshyn mponeMOHCTpUpPOBaIA HAaUOOJBIIIYI0 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTD (70 %), a ua-FRS — Haubobiyio crennGuaHoCTh
(82 %). IlonoxuteabHast MPOrHOCTUYECKAs IIEHHOCTh BCEX IIKaJ OCTaBajJach HU3KOM, C IIMPOKUMU JOBEPUTEIbHBIMU
WHTEPBAJIAMU.

3akmouenne. [IpenonepainmonHasi crpatudukaius pucka (GopMUPOBaHUSI MTAHKPEATUYECKOM (PUCTYIbI C MOMOIIBIO
IIKaJI MOXET OBITh ITOJe3HBIM WHCTPYMEHTOM JUISI WHAWBUAYaJIW3allMU XUPYPrUYecKoW TakTuku. HecMotps
Ha YMEPEHHYI0O TPOTHOCTUYECKYI0O TOYHOCTh, WX TMPUMEHEHHE CIIOCOOCTBYET TMOBBIIIEHUIO KIMHUYECKON
HAaCTOPOXEHHOCTU M TMEPCOHATM3UPOBAHHOMY Moaxony. HeoOXoarmbl MPOCIEKTUBHBIE UCCIENOBAHMS Ha OOJBIIMX
KOTOPTax MallMeHTOB TS JATbHEUIIIETO COBEPIIIEHCTBOBAHMS MOJIEJIEl TIPOTHO3UPOBAHMSI.

KitioueBbie ciioBa: nodcery0ounas jcenesa, NaHKpeamooyoOeHaNbHas pe3eKuyus, NAHKPeamu4eckas Gucmyd, WwrKaia oyeHKu
DUCKA, NPOCHO3UPOBAHUE OCAONCHEHUI, CMPAMUPUKAUUS DUCKA
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Using scores for predicting the risk of postoperative pancreatic fistula
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Aim. To evaluate the prognostic significance and clinical efficacy of preoperative risk scores in pancreatic fistula after pan-
creatic duodenal resection.

Material and methods. The study included 60 patients with pancreatic and periampular malignancies who underwent pan-
creatoduodenal resection with Blumgart pancreato-jejunal anastomosis from 2022 to 2024. Postoperative pancreatic fistu-
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las were diagnosed according to the criteria of the International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery (ISGPS). The ROC
analysis and diagnostic efficacy indicators were used to assess the prognostic accuracy.

Results. Ten patients (16.67%) were diagnosed with postoperative pancreatic fistula. The ROC analysis showed comparable
areas under the curve (AUC): alternative Fistula Risk Score (a-FRS) — 0.692; updated alternative FRS (ua-FRS) — 0.636;
Kantor score — 0.656; Lapshyn score — 0.649. Lapshyn and a-FRS scores demonstrated the highest sensitivity (70%);
while the ua-FRS score had the highest specificity (82%). The positive prognostic value of all scores remained low, with
wide confidence intervals.

Conclusion. Preoperative stratification of pancreatic fistula risk using scores may be a useful tool for individualizing surgi-
cal tactics. Despite moderate prognostic accuracy, their use promotes clinical alertness and a personalized approach.
Prospective studies in large patient groups are needed to further improve prediction models.

Keywords: pancreas, pancreatic duodenal resection, pancreatic fistula, risk score, prediction of complications, risk stratification
For citation: Ataeva A.N., Titkova S.M., Lysenko A.O., Kurskov A.O., Kozodaeva M.V., Dalgatov K.D., Sazhin A.V. Using
scores for predicting the risk of postoperative pancreatic fistula. Annaly khirurgicheskoy gepatologii = Annals of HPB surgery.
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Beenenne

[MankpeatonyoneHanbHast pesexkuus (ITJP) —
XUPYPruyeckoe BMEIIaTeIbCTBO, COIMPSKEHHOE
C HauOOJIbILIUM PUCKOM Pa3BUTUSI Mocieonepam-
OHHBIX OCJIOXKHEHUI B a0HOMMWHAJIBHOW XUPYPTUU.
Hecmorpst Ha To yTo JetajbHOCTh mocie I1JIP
B HAcCTOsIIllee BpeMs cocCTaBiisieT ropsiaka 2—7 %,
puck ocyioxHenuit gocturaet 30—50 % [1-3]. Axu-
JecoBoii naToit ITJIP cunTaroT aHaCTOMO3 C KyJIbTei
nomxkenynouHoit xenesbl (IT2XK). TToucky pereHus
MnpoOJeMBbl €r0 HeCOCTOSITEIbHOCTU, a TaKXKe Ipo-
THO3UMPOBAHUIO €€ Pa3BUTHS TIOCBSILIEHbI MHOTHE
uccnenoBanug [4—10].

[epBEIit OMBIT TPOTHO3MPOBAHMS TIOCTIEOTIEPAII -
OHHOI maHkpeaTndeckoii ¢uctynbl (ITOTID) 6ot
OCHOBaH Ha JIaHHBIX OJIHOLIEHTPOBOIO MPOCIEeKTHB-
Horo uccienosanus [11]. IMammeHTs ObUIM pa3nene-
Hbl Ha 4 MOATPYIINbI B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT 3 (haKTOpOB
pucka: nuaekc Maccbl tesia (MMT) > 25 kr/m?, Hau-
4yye XXUPOBOM MH(MUIBTPALIMU U OTCYTCTBUE (hrbpo3a
TI2K. BriocneacTBum npyrue aBTopsl [5, 12] npemnio-
SKWUJIM 1IKAJIbI, B KOTOPBIX YK€ UCII0Ib30BaIUCh Mpe-
JoTepaloHHble (DaKTOPbI IJISI TTPOTHO3UPOBAHUS
(ta6m. 1). B 2013 rogy Obla pa3zpaborana Fistula Risk
Score (FRS) — mikana aj1s1 OLIeHKU pUCKa Pa3BUTHS
nocneonepanuonHoit 1M, moyyyuBiIasg HanOOb-
mee pacrpoctpaHenue [13]. Ha ocHoBaHuU peTpo-
CTIEKTMBHOTO aHaju3a JaHHBIX ObLIO YCTaHOBJIEHO,
yTo «Msrkas» mnapenxuMma I12K, nmameTrp mporoka
TTK (TTITXK) < 3 MM, 06pa3oBaHMsT OOILIETO KETUYHO-
ro npotoka (OZKIT) win GoybIIOro cocouka ABeHad-
natunepcrHoii kumku (BCIATIK), a Takke maccuB-
Hask KpOBOIIOTEPSI SIBISIOTCSI HE3aBUCUMbBIMU
(pakTopamu pucka dopmuposanus [1D. Dty mkamy
T.H. Mungroop 1 coaBT. MOCJIeI0BAaTEIbHO MOJEP-
HU3UPOBAIM U Npeuioxuin alternative Fistula Risk
Score (a-FRS, 2019) u updated alternative Fistula
Risk Score (ua-FRS, 2021) [14, 15]. B monenu a-FRS,
ommuue oT FRS, He yuTreHbl Takue mapamMeTphbl, Kak
TUCTOJIOTUYECKAsl PUPOJIa OMYXOJIM U KPOBOTIOTEPSI
> 11, Ho BKnoueH pacuer UMT (O 1.07 Ha 1 kr/m?).
B Momens ua-FRS Obln moGaBiieH MYXKCKOH ITOJ

B KauecTBe (hakTopa pucka. lllkana npuMeHrMa Kak
JJIS J1TanapoCKOMUYEeCKUX (poOOT-acCUCTUPOBAH-
HBIX), TaK W 11 oTKpbIThIX T1P. Takke B HacTos-
1ee BpeMsl YacTo MPUMEHSIIOT KaJbKYJISITOP, OCHO-
BaHHBII Ha JjoructTuyeckoi perpeccuu (https://www.
evidencio.com/models/show/621).  IlapameTpsl
BHEILIHel Baqumanyy wmkaiabl a-FRS — AUC 0,78
95% AUN: 0,74—0,82), mkansl ua-FRS — AUC 0,75
95% AU: 0,71-0,79).

B 2017 roay K y:e U3BECTHBIM 1 OOIIEITPUHSITHIM
(hakTOpam pucka Tpyrnmoi aBTOpoB ObLIU A0OaBIe-
HBI IT0Ka3aTean OOIIero OMIMpyorMHa Ha IIpeaoIie-
pauroHHOM 3Tane [7], a ipyrue uccnenosatenu [16]
JI00ABMIIM TaKOM ITapaMeTp, KakK MOMepeyHnK (mma-
MeTp) Kyabtu 12K B 30He mpenmosaraeMoil pe3ex-
uuu 1o gaHHbIM KT (ta6um. 1). Takke pist TporHo-
3UpOBaHMSI pHCKa TPUMEHSETCS HOMOTpaMMa
Petrova (Lapshyn) [17]. Hwuxe mnpeacTtaBieHBI
OCHOBHbIE TTapaMeTpbl, BKJIIOUEHHbIE B TIpeaornepa-
LIMOHHBIE IIKaJIbI prucka passutus [TOTID, ¢ ykaza-
HHEM roja pa3pabOTKM, MPUHLMUIIOB cTpaTuduKa-
LMY ¥ TOCTYMHBIX 1aHHbIX To AUC. DT0 no3BoJsieT
OLICHUTh IMPUMEHUMOCTD U TTIPOTHOCTUYECKYIO 3Ha-
YUMOCTb KaXIO0M IIKaJIbl B KIMHUYECKOM MPAKTUKE.

Criocodamu yMeHbleHus pucka pa3surus [1OITOD
SIBJISIIOTCSI HApy>KHasl TaHKpeaTUKOCTOMa WU JIyojie-
HormaHkpearakTomusi (JIT19) [19]. B nocnenHue roab
Bo300OHOBWICS MHTepec K JITD Kak anbTrepHaTUBE
[1J1P, mo3Bosstromeit n3dexath pa3sutust [1IOI1D mpu
OobllioM pucke. B cuctematnueckoM 0030pe 1 MeTa-
a"aym3e [20] He ToydyeHO CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOM
pasHunbl B 90-mHEBHOI JeTtanbHOCcTH Tocie IO
u AP (6,31 6,2%; OP=1,0495% AU:0,56—1,93]).
AHAJIOTUYHBIE PE3YJIbTaThl MMOJTYyYeHbI U B OTEUECTBEH-
HOM HccenoBaHuu: ociioxkHeHus no Clavien—Dindo
> Illa HaGmonamu y 6 (42,8 %) nauueHToB, epeHec-
mux A9, u y 8 (51,7%) GONBHBIX, MEPEHECIINX
[P, a 30-mHeBHAs JIETAIBHOCTh MEXIY TPYIIIaMU
CTaTUCTUYECKU HE pa3inyaiuch [21].

Ilens uccaenoBanus — OlicHKA MMPOTHOCTUYECKOM
3HAYMMOCTH U KIIMHUIECKOU 3(D(HEKTUBHOCTH 100~
TepallMOHHBIX IIIKAJI OLIEHKN pUCcKa (DOPMUPOBAHUST
I[P nocie TP
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Tadomuna 1. XapakrepucTuKa MpOrHOCTUIECKUX MIKa prcka pazsutus [TOTI® [18]
Table 1. Characterization of prognostic risk scores for the development of postoperative pancreatic fistula [18]

FRS, 2013 m-FRS, 2017 a-FRS, 2019 | ua-FRS, 2021 e‘f-a}’etzfg‘g
Mapamer HeSHal“MTd ((;Z'i) > | HesHA4uT. (0—2 0anna), | nuskuii (0—5%), | nuskuii (0—5%), HU3KHIi
P P i { o ), Hu3kuii (3—6 6aios), cpeaHuii cpexHuii (<152 6amnoB),
(glfélg;g cpenuuii (7—8 0aiIoB), (5-20%), (5-20%), BBICOKMI
y it (9— i i >
Bhicokuii (>20%) | BPICOKHH (9—10 6a108) | BoIcoKuUii (>20%) | Bbicokmii (>20%) | (>152 Ganios)
AUC 0,942 HeT MHDOpMaLn 0,750 0,750 0,756
Mon + + +
UMT + + + +
Koncucrennums 112K + + + +
Kposonoreps +
Huametp TTIT2K + + + + +
YpoBeHb n
omMpyorHa
He ageHokapiuHoma n
I2K
Huametp kyiasru TT2K +

IIpumevanue: «+» — mapaMeTp YYTeH B LK.

Marepuaj 1 METOIbl

[IpoBeneH peTpoceKTUBHBIN aHaIM3 60 TarueH-
TOB, TIEPEHECIIUX OMNEPATUBHOE BMELIATEIbCTBO
B o00beMe TMaHKpeaTOAyOoAeHaJbHON pe3eKInuu
110 MIOBO/IY 3JI0OKaUeCTBEHHbIX HOBooOpa3oBaHuii I12K
U TIEpUaMITYJISIPHO# 30HbI 3a Tiepuon ¢ 2022 o 2024 r.
(Tabn. 2). PaccmaTtpuBanu Takue mapameTpbl, Kak
noJ1, Bo3pact, UMT, KoMOpOMIHOCT, M cOMaTHye-
CKHUI cTaTyCc, ypOBeHb OWJIMPYOMHA, TeMOTJIOOMHA.
OuenuBanu miaotHocTh [T2K u nuamerp TTITT2K B 30He
npeamnojiaraemoro cpeza npu KT. AHanuzuposBaiu
LLIKaJIbI TTpeaoTepallMiOHHON OLIEHKU PUCKa Pa3BUTHS
[1d a-FRS, ua-FRS, Kantor, Lapshyn (Petrova),
MOCKOJIbKY B 3TUX IIKaJlaXx MaKCUMaJbHO OXBauyeHbI
npeaonepalMoHHbIe TToKa3aTeu.

¥ Bcex nmailueHTOB (bOPMUPOBAIU TTAHKPEATOCHO-
HoaHacTomo3 Tuna Blumgart — oH ObLT BEIOpaH Kak
CTaHJIApTHBIM BBUIY €ro XOpOollleil BOCIPOU3BOIU-
MOCTH, AHATOMMYECKOW HaJIeXHOCTU M JaHHBIX
JIUTepaTypbl O JOCTATOYHO HU3KON 4acTOTe pa3BU-
tust [TOII®D mnocne ero ¢opmuposanus. [dpyrue
METOJIbl HE TIPUMEHSIIN, YTO SIBJISIETCSI OTpaHUYEHU -
€M WCCIeNOBAaHUS W IOJDKHO OBITh YYTEHO TIPU
WHTepIpeTalny pe3yiabraToB. [laHKpeaToetoHOaHA-
ctoMo3 tumna Blumgart Bo Bcex HaOMIOAEHUSIX COde-
Tanu co cteHTupoBaHueM TTTT2K. PytuHHO uHTpao-
MepaliMoOHHO OKTPEOTH He TIPUMEHSIIN.

Huarnoctuky IIII® ocHOBBIBaIM Ha KpUTEPU-
sax ISGPF (International Study Group of Pancreatic
Fistula). CornacHo 1mmociaegHeMy epecMOTpY KJIacCH-
¢pukauym Beigensior 3 thna I[TOII®: kimHUYecKu
He 3HaunMble (ucrtyisl (biochemical leak) u KimHM-
yecku 3HaunMble (IT® tumma B u C) [10, 22]. BrisiBie-
Hue [MOIN® (KIMHUYECKM 3HAYMMBIX U HE3HAYU-
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MBbIX) CUATAJIM UICTUHHBIMU COOBITUSIMU. BEITToTHEHA
BHEILIHS BaTUIALMS 1Kl Ha BEIOOPKE.
CraTucTuyecKuit aHaau3 MPOBOAMIIN C UCTIOJIb30-
BaHMeM TporpamMMHoro ob6ecrneyeHusi MedCalc®
Statistical Software v.23.2.1 (MedCalc Software).
KaTeropuanbHble JaHHBIC TIPUBENCHBI ¢ YKa3aHUEM
aOCOJIIOTHBIX M OTHOCUTENbHBIX (%) 3HAYEeHUIA,
a HemnpepbiBHbIE (YUUTBHIBASI UX HEHOPMAIbHOE pac-
npeaejeHue) — ¢ ykazaHueM Me U MHTepKBapTUIb-
HOro pa3maxa (MHTepBaja Mexny 1-M 1 3-M KBapTu-
JIeM pacripeaeneHust). JJist oleHKN IPOTHOCTUYECKO
CIOCOOHOCTHU UCCeayeMbIX KaJ ipuMeHsan ROC-
aHalIu3 C OoIpeAeJeHueM IUIOLIAAN TOa KPUBOM
(AUCQC), cranpaptHoii ook (SE), 95% nosepu-
tenpHOTO MHTepBana (95% JAN). disa pacuera AUC
rcnoyibzoBasiv MeTon XeHau 1 MakHeiina (Hanley &
McNeil, 1982). CpaBHeHUE ITPOrHOCTUYECKOM TOY-
HOCTU Pa3JIMYHbIX LKA MPOBOAMIN MapHbIM CpaB-
HeHueM ROC-kpuBbix. OnTUMajbHbIE MTOPOrOBbIE
3HAYEHMS OTPENe/sUTd Ha OCHOBAHWM HAWBBICIIIETO
3HayeHus uHaekca Onena. [ns onvcaHus AuarHo-
cTu4ecKoi a(pHeKTUBHOCTU OMHAPHOM KiaccuduKa-
LIMY UCTIOJIb30BaJIM MOKa3aTeJId UyBCTBUTEIbHOCTH,
creu@UIHOCTH, TOYHOCTU, NojoxuTeabHoit (PPV)
U OTPUILIATEIbHOM TPOTHOCTUYECKON IIEHHOCTHU
(NPV), a Takke OTHOIIEHMSI IIPABIONOI00MS 1010~
SKUTEJIbHOTO M OTPUIIATEIbHOTO pe3yabTaToB. Jlormo-
HUTEJIbHO JJI1 BHIOPAHHOTO TOPOTOBOTO 3HAYEHMSI
(cut-off) popmupoBanm maTpuily omndok (confusion
matrix), Ha OCHOBAaHUU KOTOPOM PACCUMTHIBAIIU
OCHOBHBIC IUATHOCTMUYECKUE XapaKTePUCTUKU.

Pe3yabTaThbl

B panHem mocneonepalimoHHoM nepuone y 10
(16,67 %) manmenToB cchopmuponanach [1D: kaum-
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Tadmana 2. O611as XapakTeprCcTUKa aleHToB (n = 60)
Table 2. General characteristics of patients (n = 60)

ITapameTp 3naueHue
Bcero HabmoneHmii, ade. 60
Yucno myxuuH, abce. (%) 30 (50)
TTauKreHTOB ¢ cepaeuHO-COCYIUCThIMU 3ab0eBaHusIMU, abc. (%) 33 (55)
BosbHBIX caxapHbIM nuadbeToM, adc. (%) 16 (26,7)
POSSUM , 6aybr 16 [15; 18]
Bospacr, net 65 [61; 71]
HUMT, xr/m> 26 [22,95; 27,5]
Huamerp TTTT2K, mm 5[3,00; 7,00]
ITnotHocts K, HU 30,3 [24,50; 35,40]
a-FRS, % 513,65;9,3]
ua-FRS, % 15 [10; 23]
Kantor, 6aib 514; 6]
Lapshyn (Petrova), 6auibl -3 1-4; -1]

HU4YecKU He 3Hauummasg — y 4, [1® tuna B — y 2,
[M® tnma C — y 4. CpaBHUIU TTPOTHO3UPOBAHUE
Mo 1IKajlaM Ha MpeaolepalMoHHOM 3Tarne (HU3-
KW, CpeIHWIT M BBICOKWI pUCK) U pa3Butue 1D
(3HAYMMOIi, HE 3HAYMMOI1) Ha MOCjJeonepaluoH-
HoM aTarne. CpeaHsisl U BBICOKasl BEPOSITHOCTD pa3-

coOniTue. B Ta6:1. 3 yKazaHo 4rcio 0aIoB 110 IIKa-
JilaM JIJISL pacTipefieJIeHUsT B TPYIIIbl HU3KOIO, Cpe/l-
HETO M BBICOKOTO PHMCKa COTJIACHO OTMCAHUIM
camux mkaj. [To mojy4yeHHBIM TaHHBIM MOCTPOE-
Ha MaTpulia OIIMOOK, paccurTaHa YYBCTBUTEINb-
HOCTb U CITeUM(PUUHOCTD, TOJOXKUTEIbHASI U OTPU-

putus [1® no omepauuu u pa3BUTHE TIOC]Ieoliepa-  LlaTeJbHass  MPOTHOCTUYECKAss  3HAYUMOCTH
LIUOHHON (UCTYJbl OLIEHMBAJIM KaK MUCTUHHOe  (Tabi. 4, 5).

Ta6auna 3. PacnipeneneHue pucka

Table 3. Risk distribution

Puck
Ixana Huzkuii Cpeanuii Boicokuii

a-FRS 0-5% >5-20% >20%
ua-FRS <5% 5-20% >20%
Kantor 0—2u3-6 7-8 9—10
Lapshyn (Petrova) oT -9 10 0 >0
Tao6mma 4. MaTtpuia ommbdok

Table 4. Error matrix

a-FRS ua-FRS Kantor Lapshyn (Petrova)

HI17 JIIT 13 NI 5 JIIT 9 NI 6 JIIT 17 NIl 7 JITT 22
JO 3 HoO 37 JO 5 MO 41 J0 4 MO 33 JO 3 MO 28

ITpumeuanue: U1 — ncturHo nojoxutenbHble; MO — uctuHHO oTpuuiarenbHeie; JITT — goxHomnonoxureabHbie; JIO —

JIOXKHOOTPULIATCIbHLIC.

Tadmua 5. YyBCTBUTETLHOCTD, CIEIMOUIHOCTD M IPOTHOCTUYECKAs! 3HAYUMOCTh

Table 5. Sensitivity, specificity, and prognostic significance

IIkana YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTD, % Crnenudmanocts, % PPV, % NPV, %

L FRS 70 74 35 92,5

(IM: 34,75-93,33) | (AU: 59,65—85,37) (JTVL: 22,48—50) (IM: 82,51-96,99)
ua-FRS 50 82 35,71 89,13

(AU: 18,71-81,29) (OU: 68,56—91,42) (AU: 19,08—56,69) (AU: 63,96—86,62)
Kantor 60 66 26,09 89,19

(IU: 26,24—87,84) (IH: 51,23-78,79) (IU: 15,73—40) (AN: 79,01-94,76)
Lapshyn (Petrova) 70 56 24,14 90,32

(IVL: 34,75-93,33) (TIU: 41,25-70,01) (IV: 16,01-34,69) | (IIM: 77,82— 96,13)
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I1pu momapHoM cpaBHeHUU ROC-KpUBHIX IIJI0-
1aau ToJ KPUBOM OBLIM COMOCTaBUMBI BO BCEX
HaOmogeHusax (puc.). Haubomnpineil 4yBCTBUTEb-
HocThlo oOiyagator mkagbl aFRS u Lapshyn
(Petrova), a cieunguunocteio — uaFRS (Tadi. 4).
Hast mwkanel aFRS AUC cocrasuma 0,692 (95%
AU: 0,589—-0,828), miast ua-FRS — 0,636 (95 % AU:
0,526—0,777), nnsa mkansl Kantor AUC cocTtaBmiia
0,656 (95 % AWN:0,496—0,751), nust mkansl Lapshyn
(Petrova) — 0,649 (95 % U: 0,496—0,751). I1opo-
roBoe 3HadyeHMe g mkain a-FRS, ua-FRS onuto
7 n 23, 4TO yKJIaAbIBaeTCsl B 3HAUCHMUE CPEIHETO
pucka. Ing mkan Kantor m Lapshyn (Petrova)
MOpOToBOe 3HaUeHue —5 U —1, YTO COOTBETCTBYET
HU3KOMY PUCKY.
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Hecmotps Ha TO 9TO MPUMEHSUIN eIWHBIIA METOM
(opMupoBaHUsl MaHKPEATOAUTECTUBHOIO aHACTO-
M03a, HEOOXOIMMO OTMETUTh, YTO THIT aHACTOMO3a
SIBJISIETCSl  3HAYMMBIM ~ (haKTOPOM, BIUSIOIIUM
Ha pUCK HecocTosgTeTbHOCTH. CpaBHEHNE CITOCOO0OB
Blumgart u Cattell-Warren mnokasajao IIpeuMylle-
CTBO TIepBOro B yMeHblneHuu pucka I[TOIID [4].
B nanpHeiineM cpaBHUTENbHBIA aHAIW3 PasHbIX
CITOCOOOB MOKET TOTIONTHUTEIBHO YBETWIUTH TOU-
HOCTb CTpaTU(UKALIMU PUCKA.

O0cyxaeHne

Onenka prcka passutus [1OID gsisercs HeoO-
XOIMMbBIM 2JIEMEHTOM IPEeIONepaliMOHHON MOATOTOB-
KU MaleHTa JJisl onpeaeaeHus o0beMa orepaTriBHOTO
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Kantor, r — mkana Lapshyn (Petrova).

Figure. Diagrams. ROC curves for postoperative pancreatic fistula risk scores: a — a-FRS; 6 — ua-FRS; B — Kantor score,

r — Lapshyn (Petrova) score.
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BMEILIATEIBCTBA MTPU 37I0KAYeCTBEHHBIX OITyxouIsix [12K
¥ TIepUaMITYJISIpPHOM 30HBI. [ToHMMaHue BEpOSITHOCTH
pasputus [TOT1® no onepauyy Kak OIHOTO U3 CAMbIX
TSDKEJIBIX «ITYCKOBBIX» OCJIOXKHEHUIA B XUPYPIUU TTEPH-
aAMITYJISIPHOM 30HBI TMOTEHIUATBLHO MOXKET ITOMOYb
YMEHBIINUTh YaCTOTy OCJIOXKHEHWI W JIETaJbHOCTD.
BHenpeHue mpenorepallioHHON OLIEHKU pUCKa pas-
putus [TOII® no3BojsieT MepCcoOHATU3UPOBATh IO/~
XOJI K XUpyprudeckomy JieueHuto. /s apdexkrnBHOIM
OLIEHKHU PUCKa HEOOXOAMMO YUUTHIBATh OOBEKTUBHbBIE
JoonepaioHHble mapaMmeTpel. LlIkaael MOryT OBITH
MOJIe3Hbl KaK MHCTPYMEHT TpeaonepaloHHOro IJia-
HupoBanusi (ITJIP ¢ maHkpeatnkocToMueir uiau 6es,
JAI1D), TaK 1 JuIst THAMBUIYaIU3alliX ITOCIeonepay-
OHHOTO BEJCHUSI MalIUeHTOB.

HenaBno ISGPS pa3paboranu kinaccugukaimo
pucka paszsutusg [TOTI® [23]. Dra knaccuduxkaums
COCTOMT M3 YEThIPEX KaTeropuit, BKIOYAIOIIUX KOM-
ounamuto auametpa INTI2K u koHcuctenuuum IT2K,
KOTOpbIE SIBISIOTCSI HauboJiee HWCIOJb3yeMbIMU
daxTopamu 1ipu crpatudukamuu pucka. ISGPS
MPEeIJOXUIN HMCMOJIb30BaTh 3Ty KiIacCU(MUKALIUIO
IJIs1 Oyayuiein OTYeTHOCTM O (aKTopax pucKa
I[TOIT®. OgHako B HacTosIlIee BpeMs Kjlaccupuka-
LM IIMPOKOTO MpUMeHeHMsT He Haiuia. OrpaHuye-
HHUEM pa3pabOTaHHBIX LKA SBASIETCS CYOBEKTHB-
HOCTh oleHku IuioTHocTu II2K Kak omHOro
W3 OCHOBHBIX (DakTOpoB pucka pasButus [TOITD,
XOTSI MHOTHE MCCJICIOBATEIN OIPEACNISIOT ILIOT-
HOCTB eJie3bl 1o janHbM KT [24].

[Ipu perpocnekTuBHOM aHanu3e 60 ManKUeHTOB
y 10 (16,67 %) ormeueHo dhopmupoBanue [1D. Jlyu-
IIYI0O YYBCTBUTEJBHOCTh IPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAIU
mkanel a-FRS u Lapshyn (Petrova), a cnenmugpuy-
HocTh — mKana ua-FRS. Ilpu ROC-ananuse Bce
IIKaJIbl MoKa3anu Itoxoxue pesynbTaThl mo AUC,
OIHAKO JOBEPUTEJbHBIE MHTEPBAJbl IOCTATOYHO
mpokue. IlomydyeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl COMOCTaBUMBbI
C JAHHBIMU JIUTEPATYPhI U CBUACTEILCTBYIOT O TOM,
YTO TIPUMEHEHME IIKaJ MO3BOJISIET C Pa3IUUYHON
BEPOSITHOCTBIO IPOTHO3MpoBaTh puck I[1OIMD.
Onupasich Ha MOJYYEHHBIE Pe3yJbTaTbl, MOXHO
OTMETUTh, YTO Yy OOJBIIMHCTBA MALIMEHTOB PUCK
pasButus [TOI1® Ha mooIepallMOHHOM 3TalIe SIBJIS -
eTCcsl HU3KUM WJIM cpelHUM. Takke TalueHTh
co cpeaHUM puckoM dopmupoBanus I10I1D
COCTaBIISIIOT HEKYIO «CEpyl0 30HY» B IPUMEHEHUU
IIKaJ, MOCKOJIbKY He BCerja MOHSITHO, CTOMUT JIU
MNPEeANPUHUMATE MEpbl [IJIsI YMEHbBIICHUSI BEPOSIT-
Hoctu pasputug [TOII®D. Kpome Ttoro, ciaemayer
OTMETUTD, YTO TIPUMEHEHUE TOJIHKO OJHOTO CIOCO-
0a (opMupoBaHMSI aHACTOMO3a MCKIIIOYAeT BO3-
MOXHOCTh BHYTPMAHAJUTUUYECKOTO CpaBHEHUS
XUPYPrUYECKUX MTOAXOI0B, YTO OTPAaHMYMBAET 0000-
11aeMOCTb PE3yJIbTAaTOB.

OnHO3HAYHO OTBETUTh Ha BOMIPOC, KaKYIO KAy
cleayeT BBIOMpaTh 1IsT oueHKU pucka [1OITD,

OCHOBBIBAsICh Ha TTOJIYYEHHBIX pe3yJbTaTax, HeBO3-
MoxHO. [IpeacTaBiaeHHbIe 1IKaJIbl TOKA3aJau HEBbI-
COKME 3HAYEHMS YYBCTBUTEIbHOCTHU, CIIeLIU(PUIHO-
ctu u AUC. He mnonyyeHo pnoka3aTelbHON
KOppeJISILMU, U BOBMOXHO, YTO OJIHUM U3 OrpaHU-
YEeHUI aHaiu3a SIBISIETCSI €ro PeTPOCMEeKTUBHbIN
XapakTep, MaJjas BbIoopKa. JIaHHbIe 9TOro UCCIea0-
BaHUs OCHOBaHBI Ha OIBITE OIHOTO IIEHTPAa, U €ro
pe3yabTaThl JOJKHBI OBITH TPOBEPEHbBI U MOATBEPK-
neHsl B TipocriekTuBHBIX PKMWM. PaccmarpuBaemast
po6eMa TpeOyeT TaTbHENIIero N3yIeHus.

3akioyeHue

[TonyyeHHBIE pe3yabTaTbl CBUAETEIbCTBYIOT
0 BO3MOXHOCTH MPOTHO3UPOBAHUST (HOPMUPOBAHUS
I[TIOII® Ha ocHoOBaHUM CcTpaTU(UKALUU PUCKA
C TIOMOIIIbIO OLIEHOUYHBIX MIKaj. [TporHocTuueckas
3HAYMMOCTb LIKaJT OCTAeTCSl HEBBICOKOM, HO UX MPU-
MEHEHHEe OOOCHOBBIBACT KIMHMYECKYIO HACTOPO-
JKEHHOCTb M MePCOHATU3MPOBAHHBII TTOIXOI.
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