AHHAABI XHMPYPTUUECKOM TEITATOAOTHH, 2020, tom 25, Ne2 ANNALS OF HPB SURGERY, 2020, Vol. 25, N 2

ISSN 1995-5464 (Print); ISSN 2408-9524 (Online)
https://doi.org/10.16931/1995-5464.20202113-123

Kputepun AN3rHOCTUKN “Msirkon”
NOAXKeNYAOYHOM >Kene3bl 1 X BANSIHUE

H3 BO3HUKHOBEHWe NaHKpeaTn4ecKoro ceuLLa
NnocAe NaHKpeaToAyoAeHaAbHON pe3eKumnn

Tanvuuna 10.C."*, Kapmaszanosckuit I'T."?, Kaaunun J[.B.",
Konopamves E.B.", Topun JI.C.', laakun I.B.", Kpueep A.I."

2

'@I'BY “Hayuonanvrwiil meduyuncKuil uccaedosamenvckuil yenmp xupypeuu um. A.B. Buwnescrkozo”;
117997, e. Mockea, ya. boavwas Cepnyxoéckas, 0. 27, Poccutickas Pedepayus

2@I'bOY BO Poccuiickuii HauuoHanbhblil uccaedosamenvckuil meouyunckuil yuueepcumem um. H.U. ITupoeosa
Munszdpasa Poccuu; 117997, e. Mockeéa, ya. Ocmposumsnosa, 0.1, Poccutickas Pedepayus

Ilens: ompenenenne Bo3MoxHocTH KT ¢ KOHTpacTHBIM yCWJIGHMEM B OIIEHKE KOJIMYECTBA allMHAPHBIX CTPYKTYP
TTapeHXUMBI TIOJDKETYJOYHOM XKeJIe3bl Ha JT0OTIepalliOHHOM 3Tarle IIsl IPOTHO3UPOBAHUS PA3BUTHSI TAHKPEATUIEeCKO-
TO CBUIIIA.

Marepuan u meroapl. B 2016—2019 rr. 66U10 BIMONHEHO 196 MaHKpeaToMyoIeHANBHBIX Pe3eKInii. PeTpOCTIEKTUBHO
oTo0paHo 86 maueHToB. ITalreHTh! ObLIN pa3ae/ieHbl Ha 2 TPYIIILL B 1-10 TPyIIy BKIIOYMIN 16 HAOIIOIEHMIA C pa3-
BUTHEM KIIMHUIECKU 3HAYMMOTO TTAaHKPEaTUIeCKOTO CBUIIA, BO 2-10 — 7(0) HAOIIONEHNIA ¢ HEOCTIOXKHEHHBIM TeYCHUEM
rocJieonepauoHHoro nepuona. [1o nanasiM goonepanmoHHoi KT ¢ KOHTpacTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM OIIEHUBAIIN CTPYKTYPY
JIACTAJILHOTO OTJIENAa XKeJe3bl, TONIIUHY XeJIe3bl, TUaMeTp MPOTOKA, MIIOTHOCTh TUCTATTBHOTO OT/IEJIa XeJie3bl B HATUB-
HyIo a3y CKaHMPOBaHUSI, KOA(DMUIIMEHT HAKOIICHUST TTAPEHXUMOI 1 BBIMBIBAHUST KOHTPACTHOTO BEIIECTBA, 00BEM
KYJIBTU KeJie3bl. [MCTOIOTUIecKy OIIeHUBAIA KOJIMIECTBO allMHAPHBIX M XKMPOBBIX KJIIETOK B Cpe3e yIaJIeHHOM KeJIe3bl.
Pesynbrarel. “Msrkas” cTpykTypa nomkenynouHon xenessl (= 0,374, p = 0,000), ee TonmuHa (= 0,549, p = 0,000),
IJIOTHOCTb AMCTAJIbHOTO OTEIa B HATUBHYIO (asy (r= 0,568, p = 0,000), koo DUILIHMEHT HAKOIUIEHUSI KOHTPACTHOIO
BewecTsa napenxumoit (» = 0,63, p = 0,000), oobem Kynbru (= 0,508, p = 0,000) OJOXKUTEILHO KOPPEIUPOBAII
C pa3BUTHEM MaHKPEATUYEeCKOTO CBUIIA W KOJIMYECTBOM allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK. JlMaMeTp MpoToKa MOMKETyI0THOMN
xkenesbl (r=-0,339, p=0,001) oTpuniaTe/iIbHO KOPPEIMPOBAJI C pa3BUTUEM MTAHKPEATUUECKOTO CBUIIA U KOJTMYECTBOM
alMHAPHBIX KJIETOK. PrcK pa3BuTHs MaHKpeaTnyeckoro ceuina B 3,09 pasa 6oJbllie MpyU KOJIUYECTBE aLlMHYCOB 0oJiee
72,5% (uyBcTBUTENLHOCTE 75%, cnienuduaHocts 75,71%). Puck pa3BuTus IaHKpeaTMYECKOro cpuina B 1,8 pasa
0OJIbIIIE TIPY TUIOTHOCTH XeJIE3bl B HATUBHYIO a3y >35,5 HU (uyBcTBUTENBLHOCTD 62%, crienuduaHocTs 65%). Puck
Pa3BUTKS MAHKPEATUIECKOro CBUIIA B 2,76 pa3a 6oJibliie MPY 3HaYeHUsIX KO3hUIMeHTa HAKOTIEHHsI KOHTPACTHOTO
BelIeCTBa MapeHXuMoii >1 (4yBcTBUTENIbHOCTD 75%, crietinduaHocTb 73%).

3akmovenne. KT ¢ KOHTpaCTHBIM YCWJIEHWEM TIO3BOJISIET OLIEHUTh allMHAPHBIN MHISKC Ha JOOIEPAIIMOHHOM 3Tare
IUTSI BBIZIEJICHUST TPYIIITHI TIOBBIIIIEHHOTO PUCKA PA3BUTHS MAHKPEATUIECKOTO CBUIIIA.

KiroueBsbie cioBa: nooicenydounas sucenesa, nankpeamuueckuii ceuwy, KT, auunyc, xosgpguuyuenm Haxonienus, Kodgh-
uyuenm eviMbI8aAHUS, NAHKPEAMOOYOOeHANbHAS Pe3eKUUs.
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ABTOpBI MOATBEPKIAIOT OTCYTCTBUE KOH(DIMKTOB HHTEpecoB. VccienoBanue He HMENIO CIIOHCOPCKOIi MOIIEePIKKH.
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Purpose. Identification of the possibilities of contrast enhancement computed tomography in evaluated the number of the
acinar structures in the pancreatic parenchyma at the preoperative stage to predict the development pancreatic fistula.
Material and methods. In 2016—2019, 196 pancreatoduodenectomy were performed. 86 patients were retrospectively
selected. Patients were divided into 2 groups: group 1 included 16 observations with the development of clinically
significant pancreatic fistula, in 2 — 70 cases without complications. According to preoperative contrast enhancement
computed tomography, structure of the pancreas, pancreatic parenchyma thickness, pancreatic duct diameter, the
density of the pancreas in the native phase, relative parenchyma enhancement ratio, washout coefficient, pancreas stump
volume were evaluated. According histological, the number of acinar and fat cells in the section of the removed pancreas
was evaluated.

Results. “Soft” structure of the pancreas (»= 0.374, p = 0.000), pancreatic parenchyma thickness (»= 0.549, p = 0.000),
the density of the pancreas in the native phase of the scan (r = 0.568, p = 0.000), the values relative parenchyma
enhancement ratio (» = 0.63, p = 0.000), pancreas stump volume (r = 0.508, p = 0.000) positively correlated with
clinically significant pancreatic fistula and the number of acinar cells. Pancreatic duct diameter (» = —0.339, p = 0.001)
negatively correlated with clinically significant pancreatic fistula and the number of acinar cells. Pancreatic fistula risk
is 3.09 times higher with the number of acini more than 72.5%, sensitivity 75%, specificity 75.71%. Pancreatic fistula
risk is 1.8 times higher with the density of the pancreas in the native phase over 35.5 HU sensitivity 62%, specificity 65%.
Pancreatic fistula risk is 2.76 times higher with values parenchyma accumulation coefficient more than 1, sensitivity
75%, specificity 73%.

Conclusions. Contrast enhancement computed tomography allows evaluating acinar index in the preoperative period to
pick out the high-risk patient group to development of pancreatic fistula.

Keywords: pancreas, pancreatic fistula, computed tomography, acinus, accumulation coefficient, washout coefficient, pancre-
atoduodenectomy.
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Benenne

OcoxXHEeHUs TI0CIe Pe3eKIIMOHHBIX OIepaliii
Ha nomkeryaouanoii xkesuese (I12K) sBistiorcest cypoBoii
NMEHCTBUTETBHOCTBIO, M30eXKaTh KOTOPOUM Ha Ceroj-
HSITHUHM TeHh HeBO3MOXHO. YacToTa rmoceoreparm-
OHHBIX OCJIOKHEHMII Ha TPOTSDKEHWM MHOTHUX JIET,
TIPU WX KOPPEKTHOM pPETHUCTpallid, cocTapisieT 30—
60% [1—4]. Benmyiee 3HaueHWEe B 3TOU MpodiIeMe
AMEIOT crielnpuIecKre OCIOXHEHUS, 00YCIOBIICH-
HBIE TIOCJICOTIEPAIIMOHHBIM TTAHKPEaTUTOM (TacTpo-
cTa3, MaHKpeaTUIeCKUIA CBUIII, appO3NBHOE KPOBOTE-
yeHue) [1—4]. TMankpearnueckuii cuiil (ITC) siBnsi-
eTcd Hambosee 3HAYMMBIM OCJIOXKHEHUEM, KOTOpOe
MTOIePXKUBAET TaCTPOCTa3 M MOXKET ITPUBOIAUTH K ap-
pPO3MBHOMY KpOBOTeUeHMIO. HanmbobIIyro akTyaib-
HocTb nipobsiema [1C umeeT y OOJIbHBIX, MTePEeHECIINX
MMaHKpeaToayoneHanbHyo pesekumio (ITP) [5, 6].

B Hacrosiee BpeMs MpWHATAa MeXKIyHapOIHAsI
kmaccudukanus [1C (ISGPS, 2016), cormacHo Ko-
TOPOI K OCJIOXHEHUSM ITOCICOTIEPAIIMOHHOTO TIe-
pHuoIa OTHOCSAT TOJBKO KIMHMYECKW 3HAYMMBIC
ceuiiu tuna B u C. PaHee BbIaesIBIIYIOCS TPYIITY
A KIMHWYEeCKW HE3HAUMMBIX CBUIIEH B HACTOSIIEE
BpeMsI TPAKTYIOT KaK “OMOXMMUYECKYI0 HECOCTOSI-
TeJbHOCTL” (biochemical leakage) u He oTHOCAT
K OCJIOKHEHUsIM [7].

XopoII10 M3BECTHO, YTO OCHOBHON IPUUYMHON
BO3HUKHOBEHUS TTOCIICOTICPAIIMOHHOTO TTaHKpeaTH-
ta u T1C gaBnsieTcst coxpaHeHHas1 (hepMeHTaTUBHAs
akTUBHOCTh [12K, TIpM KOTOpO#T CTpyKTypa OpraHa
OIMMCHIBaeTCs Kak “Mmsrkas”, a mpoTtok 12K He pac-
mupeH [8, 9]. Tepmun “msarkas [12K”, Kak mipaBuiio,
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VICITOJTB3YeTCST TIPW MHTPAOTIEPAITMOHHON OIIEHKE CO-
CTOSIHMSI OpraHa 3a cueT najblauuu. “Msrkas”
ctpykrtypa [T2K xapaktepHa Jjisi HOpMaJlbHOTO (hU3U-
0JIOTMYECKOT0 COCTOSIHUSI OpraHa ¢ OOJIbIIMM KOJIU-
YeCTBOM (DYHKIIMOHMPYIOIINX AaIlMHyCOB, HEOOJb-
LM COJEeP>KaHUEM CTPOMAJIbHbBIX DJIEMEHTOB U KU~
posoit kieryatku [10—17]. B mocieonepalinioHHOM
nepuojie coxpaHeHHasi (hepMeHTaTUBHAsl aKTHB-
HocTb “Msirkoit” 12K craHOBUTCSI MPUUMHOMN OCTOXK-
HeHuil. CTpYKTYpHO-(PYHKIIMOHAJBbHON eauHMLEeNn
mapeHxuMBI [12K, BBITIOTHATOIIE BHEIITHECEKPETOP-
Hylo (GyHKIMIO, siBjsieTcs: auuHyc. ClienoBarebHo,
orpeneaeHue KoanyecTBa QyHKIMOHUPYIOLIMX alli-
HYCOB TTO3BOJIUT MPOrHO3UPOBATh BEPOSITHOCTH BO3-
HUKHOBEHUs MOCeoNepaliOHHbIX OCJOXHEHUM.
CylIecTBYIOT OT/AEJIbHbIE COOOIIEHUSI, B KOTO-
PBIX 111 O0BEKTUBHOI OLIEHKU COXPAaHHOCTHU (hep-
MeHTaTuBHOM akTMBHOCTU 12K mHTpaonepaioH-
HO OMpeaessyii YUCJIO allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK B Cpe3e
KYyJIBTU KeJie3bl TUCTOJIOTUYECKUM METOIOM U CO-
MOCTaBJISIIA C YacTOTOW pa3BUTHUSL KIWMHUYECKU
3gayumoro I1C [18, 19]. Beio moka3aHo, 4To mpu
Hammuun 6ojee 40% anmHApPHBIX KOMIUIEKCOB Be-
positHocTh T1C cymiectBo Bo3pacrana [18]. OmHaxko
TUCTOJOTUYECKUI pe3ysibTaT OLEHKW 4Yucia alu-
HapHbIX KOMIIJIEKCOB MOXHO TMOJYYUTh TOJbKO BO
BpeMsl oIepaluy, 4TO YMEHbIaeT BO3MOXHOCTb
npodunakTuueckux mep. PemieHuem mnpoOaeMbl
JIOOTepallMOHHOTO OMpeae/eHUs] KOJTUYeCTBa alu-
HapHbIX KJIETOK Ha ocHoBaHUM JaHHbIX KT 3aHu-
MaJIUCh OTAEJIbHBIE TPYIIIbI yueHbIX [20, 21]. OnHako
BBUJY MaJIOTO YKcIa ImyoamMKanumii Bo3aMoxxHoct KT
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C KOHTPACTHBIM YCWJIEHHEM B OIIEHKE allMHAPHBIX
ctpykTyp 12K TpeOytoT najibHelero n3ydeHusl.

OtneneHUsT PEHTTEHOIOTUYECKNX METOIOB MC-
ciaemoBaHUsI W abgoMuHaIbHOU xupypruu OI'BY
“HMMUIL xupypruu um. A.B. BuimaeBckoro” 3aHu-
MalOTCS COBMECTHOI paboTOil, HaIlpaBJIeHHOI Ha
MOMCK (PaKTOPOB pUCKa OCIOXHEHUI IIOCIIE Pe3eK-
muoHHbIX omepaunii Ha ITXK. IMocmemHee Bpems
YKCJI0 NAallMeHTOB ¢ 3a0oneBanusmu I12K cocrasis-
er 500—600 B rox. B abmoMuHaIBHOM OTHEIEHUN
exxeromHo BbimoiHsSeM oT 120 mo 150 pesexkumoH-
HbeIX omnepaumii Ha I12K, n3 nux I1JIP cocraBmsier
IIOYTH II0JIOBMHY BMEIIATEILCTB.

Lenpio ucciaeqoBaHus SIBISIETCSI OIpeAcIeHUE
Bo3MoxHocTH KT ¢ KOHTpacTHBIM yCUJIEHHMEM B
oleHKe anuHapHbIX cTpykTyp [12K Ha moomepamu-
OHHOM 3Tarlle IJIsl TPOrHO3MPOBaHUSI pa3BUTUSI KU~
Hudecku 3HaunMmoro T1C.

Matepuan u METOIbI

B otnmenennu abmoMuHambHOM Xupyprum B 2016—
2019 rr. 66110 BeIOMHEHO 196 T1IP: 177 GONBHBIM
no nopoay onyxoJiei [TXK, 19 — xpoHnueckoro naH-
Kpeatuta. B peTpocmeKTWBHOE WCCeq0BaHNE
BKIOUeHO 86 mamumeHToB, mepeHecmux [1P.
Kputepuem BkIIIOUEeHUs TALIMEHTOB B MCCJie0Ba-
HYE CUUTAIN HAJIMUKME TUCTOJIOTMYECKOTO UCCIIen0-
BaHMsI cpe3a KyabTu 12K, a Takxke moaHoro oobema
JaHHbIX TpenonepanuroHHoil KT opraHoB Oprtori-
HOI MOJIOCTU C KOHTPACTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM (HaTHB-
Hasi, apTepuasibHasi, BEHO3Hasl, BbLAEJIUTENIbHAS
(aspl). B nccienoBaHue He BKJIOYAIM MAlIMEHTOB,
y kotopbix nmpu KT B HatuBHYIO (ha3y CKaHHUpPOBa-
Hus B nmapeHxume I12K Ob110 60sbIIIOE KOTUYECTBO
JKMPOBBIX BKJIIOUEHUI, UTO CO3/1aBaJIO 3aTPYIHEHUS
TP U3MEPEHUHU TIJIOTHOCTA B KOHTPACTHBIE (pa3bl
ucciaenoBaHus. IlamMeHTsl ObUIM pasfaefieHbl Ha
2 rpyntbl. B 1-1o rpymity O6bUTO BKITIOYEHO 16 6011b-
HbIX, Y KOTOPbIX pa3BWICSl KIMHUYECKH 3HAUYUMBbI
I1C. Bo 2-10 rpynity Bktounan 70 60JbHBIX, Y KOTO-
PBIX TOCJIeoTepallMOHHbIE OCTOXHEHUsI OTCYTCTBO-
Basin. BodpacT 60/bHBIX BapbupoBai oT 39 1o 79 Jier.
XapakTepucTuKa rpyrmn npeacranieHa B Tad. 1.

ITo manubM moonepaumonHoit KT y Bcex 601b-
HbIX OLIEHWBAJIU TJIOTHOCTb IMCTAJbHOTO OTIesa
ITK. B HaTuBHY1O0 (ha3y ucciieqoBaHUST BBIYMCIISLIIN
cpenHee apudMeTHdecKoe 3HaYeHWe IUIOTHOCTH,

Ta6amna 1. XapakTepucTuka 00JbHbIX
Table 1. Characteristics of patients

u3beras rnmomnajgaHus B 30HY U3MEPEHUsI KPOBEHOC-
HBIX cocynoB, mnportoka [12K, mapamankpeatuue-
ckoit kinetyatku. Kpome Ttoro, rmiorHocth T12K
orpelesisyii B apTepUaibHYl0O M BEHO3HYIO (asy
HCCreI0BaHusI.

Onupasich Ha OIbIT paHee MPOBEAEHHBIX UCCIe-
JIOBaHUU, B KOTOPBIX aBTOPhI MOKa3aiu, 4Tto ¢Guod-
pPO3HO-U3MEHEHHas, WIK “TBepaasi”, CTPyKTypa xke-
Jie3bl HaKallJIMBaeT KOHTPAcTHOE BEIIECTBO Mpeu-
MYIIECTBEHHO B BEHO3HYIO U BbIIEIUTEIbHYIO (ha3bl,
a “msirkasi” xejiesa HakarulMBaeT ero B apTepualib-
Hyto dazy [22, 23], BBeJUn KOa(hPUIIMEHT HaKorIe-
Hus (KH) kKoHTpacTHOro rnpenapara rnapeHXuMo.
[TpennoxeHHbIt KO3(hGUILIMEHT OCHOBAH Ha COOT-
HoteHuun 1oTHocty T12K B apTepuaibHylo U Be-
HoszHyo ¢aser (HU,,/HU,,). IloporossiM 3Ha-
YyeHueM ObLJIO MPUHSATO YKUCIO 1, MOCKOJbKY TpHU
pPaBHBIX 3HAUYeHUS TJIOTHOCTM B apTepUaIbHYIO U
BeHO3HYIO (pa3bl ckaHnpoBaHus 3HaueHrue KH Oymer
paBHO 1. Ha ocHoBaHmu oueHkKM Ko3(pduimeHTa
KH onuto Boeigeneno 2 tuma IDK — “markag” n
“rBepmasa’”. Ilpu 3HaueHnu Koadpduumenta >1 12K
KJacCU(UUMPOBAIN KaK “MSTKyI0”, MpU 3HAYEHU U
koadduimenTa <1 xeae3y OTHOCUIU K “TBepaoi”.
JlomoJHUTENbLHO MpU olleHKe ioTHOCTU TT2K ObL1
UCIoJib30BaH KoadhduiimeHT BbiMbiBaHUs (KB)
KOHTPACTHOTO BellecTBa M3 napeHxumbl [12K, pe-
snoxeHHbiid J.H. Kang u coast. [24]. KB npeacras-
JISIET CO0O0I OTHOLIEHUE TUIOTHOCTU B BbIIEIUTE/b-
Hyto ¢dazy (HU,,,) K IJIOTHOCTU B apTEpUATbHYIO
Cba?’y (HUapT)' KB = HUBbIﬂ_HUHaTMB/HUﬂDT_HUHaTMB'

B kauectBe mpeamnosiaraeMbix (PakTOpoB pucKa
Bo3HukHoBeHMs1 [IC ompenensiiu o0beM Mmpenno-
siaraeMoit kyabTu I[T2K. /15 aToro Ha paboueit cTaH-
uuu “Philips Brilliance Portal”, ncnosnb3ys MHCTpy-
MeHT 3aiuBkU “Inject dye”, Boruucasiiim oobem 1K
OT YPOBHSI OPBIKEEUHBIX COCYIOB B IUCTAIHLHOM
HarnpaBjieHUM. Kpome Toro, maMepsuiu TOJIIMHY
JKeJie3bl B BEHO3HYIO (hpa3y CKaHUPOBAHMSI B aKCU-
aJIbHOM CEYEHMU Ha YPOBHE OPbIXKEEUHbBIX COCY/IOB,
a Takxke nuametp npotoka 12K Ha a3TOM ke ypoBHe.

Tucronoruyeckoe ucciienoBaHue TKaHU cpesa
kyabTu [T2K, ncceueHHOI 17151 CPOUHOTO UCCeioBa-
Hus npu [1/1P, Bkitoyasio onpesesieHne KoJuuecTBa
(bYHKUMOHUPYIOLIMX allMHYCOB U COJEPXKAHUE KU-
poBoii TkaHu. Cpesbl TKaHu [T2K okpammBanu re-
MaTOKCWIMHOM M 303WUHOM CTaHJIApPTHBIM CHOCO-

ITapamerp 1-s rpynna 2-4 rpynna

Bospacr, romgst 61,8 £8,4 62 £ 8,7
MyxuuH, abc. (%) 4(25) 36 (51)
Keniun, abe. (%) 12 (75) 34 (49)
Yucno HabmoneHuii, ade. (%)

ajeHokapimHoMbl [12K 8 (50) 41 (58)

MOOPOKAYeCTBEHHBIX 3a00JIeBaHU 3(18.,5) 13 (18)

HEUPOIHIOKPUHHBIX OITYXOJIeH 2 (13) 7(11)

ageHokapuuHoMbl ob1actu BCATTK 3 (18.5) 9 (13)
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O60M. 111 OlIeHKM KOJIMYEeCTBa allMHYCOB OIpeaesis -
M 3aHUMAaeMyl0 MMM TUIOIIAZb B TIONTHOM Cpe3e
tkaHu [12K. OueHky mpoBoawiu aBa Mopdosora
He3aBHCUMO JIPYT OT npyra. OneHUBaIn KaK TUCTO-
JIOTMYECKHe TIpeTapaThl, TaK U UX CKaHUPOBAaHHBIC
komun. Pe3ynsraT BeIpaxkanu B % OT 0oOIIIei Tiomma-
o1 cpe3a. AHAJOrMYHBIM 00pa3oM OIpeAeIsIn
TUTOIAIb, 3aHUMAaeMYIO JKUPOBOM TKaHBIO.

Xupypruueckast 6puraga, TeXHUKa OIlepaTUBHO-
TO BMEIIATeIbCTBA, TICPHOTIEPAITMOHHBIN TTPOTOKOJ
BeICHNS TIAIIMEHTOB OBIIM OMWHAKOBBIMHM BO BCEX
HaOTIOICHUSIX.

CraTuctuueckyro o0paboTKy JaHHBIX MTPOBOAM-
mm ¢ npuMmeHeHneM Ttabmun MS Excel, makera
nporpamMm IBM SPSS Statistics v23. g oueHKH
JIOCTOBEPHOCTH Pa3ININii KOJTUYECTBEHHBIX Tepe-
MEHHBIX UCIoJib30BaH Kputepuit U MaHHa—YuTHU
u t-xkputepuii CtoiogeHTa. CTaTUCTUUYECKU JTOCTO-
BepHbIMU cuuTanu paznuuust npu p < 0,05. s
OILIEHKN KOPPENSIINU MapaMeTpoOB MeXIy co0oit
¢ pa3BUTHEM KiInHIYecKr 3HaunMoro [1C mpumensi-
gu meton Ilupcona. Mcnonw3oBaiu ROC-ananus
IUTS BBISIBJICHUSI 3HaYeHUs TTapaMeTpoB, B KauyecTBE

IMPOTHOCTUYECKOTO (haKTopa IS TIpeacKa3aH!s pas3-
BUTHUSI KJIMHUYECKU 3HAYMMOIO IMAaHKPEATUIECKOTro
CBUILA. Bbl1 BEIYMCIIEH TTapaMeTp — IIoIaab MO
kpuBoit (AUC) st onpenesieHus KauecTBa MOJEIN
(0,9—1,0 — ormuunoe, 0,8—0,9 — oueHb xopoliee,
0,7—0,8 — xopomee, 0,6—0,7 — cpennuee, 0,5—0,6 —
yIooBJeTBOpHUTeabHOE, 10 0,5 — HEeymoBIeTBOPH-
TeJIbHOE).

Pe3ynbraTsi
B 1-i1 rpynme “msrkas” 1K Obuta B 12 (75%)
Habmonenusx (puc. 1), “tepmasa” — B 4 (25%).

CpenHue 3HAYEHUSI allMHYCOB B Cpe3e KeJe3bl —
67,81 £29,10% (puc. 2). Bo 2-i1 rpynme B 20 (29%)
HaoOmoneHusx crpykrypa 12K kinaccubunmupoBaHa
Kak “markas”, B 50 (71%) — kak “tBepaast” (puc. 3).
CpenHue 3HAYEHUSI allMHYCOB B Cpe3e Kee3bl —
41,24 £ 31,31% (puc. 4). Pe3yabraThl TUCTOJIOTHYE-
CKMX M PEHTIeHOJOTUUECKUX MCCICHOBAHUNA MPU-
BelleHBI B Ta0JI. 2.

IIpy KOppeIsIIMOHHOM aHaJIn3e OTMEUYEHO Ha-
JINYME TOJIOKUTEJbHON KOPPEISILIMOHHOM CBSI3U
mexny pasputueM I[IC u OOJbIIMM KOJIMYECTBOM

Puc. 1. KommnbotepHsie Tomorpammbl. “Msirkas” T12K. AkcuaibHble M300paXkeHUsI ¢ KOHTPACTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM: a — apTepu-

ajbHas aza; 6 — BeHo3Has (a3za.

Fig. 1. CT-scan. “Soft” pancreas. Axial images with contrast enhancement: a — arterial phase; b — venous phase.

Puc. 2. Mukpodoro. [Torepeunsriit cpe3 [12K: a — rucrotonorpadudeckuii penapat, mpeodiagaHue aliMHapHBIX CTPYKTYP
IT2K Hag hbubpo3HOIE 1 KUPOBOIi TKAHBIO, YB. X6; 6 — (hparMeHT MpeabIayiero, eAMHUIHBIC alUIOLIMTHI M TOHKKUE (PUOPO3HbIC
MexXallMHapHble Tpocioiku, yB. X100. Okpacka reMaTOKCUIMHOM U D03UHOM.

Fig. 2. Microphoto. Cross section of the pancreas: a — histotopographic specimen, the prevalence of acinar structures of the
pancreas over fibrous and adipose tissue, xX6; b — a fragment of the previous one, single adipocytes and thin fibrous interacinar

layers, x100. Hematoxylin and eosin staining.
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Puc. 3. KomnbiotepHbsie Tomorpammsl. “TBepaas”™ [12K. AkcuanbHble H300paXkeHUs ¢ KOHTPACTHBIM YCUJICHUEM: a — BEHO3Has
daza; 6 — BeImeaUTENIbHAS (ha3a.

Fig. 3. CT-scan. “Firm” pancreas. Axial image swith contrast enhancement: a — venous phase; b — excretory phase.

Puc. 4. Muxkpodoro. [lomepeuHslii cpe3 MOMKETYIOYHOM KeIe3bl: a — TMCTOTOIorpaduIecKuii mpermnapar, mpeodiagaHne
JKMPOBOM TKaHU Hal alHapHBIMU cTpykTypamu 12K, cia0blit 1 yMepeHHBII MeXalMHapHbIi GUOPo3, yB. X6; 6 — pparMeHT
MPeabIIyero, HEeMHOTOUYMCIIEHHbIE COXpaHHbIE allMHApHBIE CTPYKTYPHI U OOMJIME XXUPOBOM TKaHU, yMEepPeHHbIe ToJIsT (Huo-
po3a, yB. X100. Okpacka reMaTOCYJIIMTHOM 1 503WHOM.

Fig. 4. Microphoto. Cross section of the pancreas: a — histotopographic specimen, the predominance of adipose tissue over the
acinar structures of the pancreas, low and medium interacinar fibrosis, x6; b — a fragment of the previous one, a few preserved
acinar structures and an abundance of adipose tissue, low fields of fibrosis, x100. Hematoxylin and eosin staining.

Ta6mamna 2. [cTonornueckue mapamerpbl cpe3a Kyastu [12K u pesynbrarel KT
Table 2. Histological parameters of the pancreatic stump section and computed tomography results

ITapametp 1- rpynna 2-4 rpynna p
Tonmmua IT2K, mm 19,75 £ 3,15 16,92 £ 6,03 <0,05
JwnameTtp npotoka 12K, mm 2,50 £ 1,7 5,2+£3,16 <0,05
IInotHocTh I12K B HaTtuBHyIO0 (hazy, HU 37,19 + 10,5 32,73 £9,45 <0,05
KH 1,05 +£0,23 0,9 +£0,25 <0,05
KB 0,64 £0,6 1,02 £0,75 <0,05
O6bem Kynstu [1K, cm? 35,00 £ 12,12 27,51 £ 16,11 <0,05
Jonst aLMHYCOB B cpe3e Kee3bl, % 67,81 + 29,1 41,24 + 31,31 <0,05
Houtst >kupoBbIX BKIIoueHuii B cpese 1K, % 22,50 £ 16 22,8+ 13,6 >0,05

alHycoB B cpese Kyibru [TK (r= 0,320, p = 0,003),
“Mmsrkoit” ctpykTypoii xenesbl (= 0,374, p=0,000),
co sHauenusimu KH (r = 0,322, p = 0,003), Toammu-
Hoii xene3sl (r= 0,319, p=0,033). Cpennsst Koppe-
JISILMOHHAsI CBSI3b OTMeUYeHa ¢ 00beMoM KyJibTu TT2K
(r=10,219, p = 0,034), motHocThio I12K B HaTUB-
Hylo ¢a3y ckanuposanus (r = 0,218, p = 0,039).
OTtpuriaTenbHasT KOPPEISIIIMOHHAS CBSA3b Pa3BUTHS
I1C 6b1a ¢ nuamerpom nportoka 2K (r = —0,339,

»=0,001).

OTcyTCcTBHME KOPPEISILUMOHHON 3aBUCUMOCTHU
paspurtus I1C 610 ¢ KB (r = -0,02, p = 0,060).
KonunuectBo xupa B cpese I12K He mokazano Koppe-
JISIUMU C pa3BUTUEM KJIMHMYecKu 3Hauumoro [1C.
OnHako ecTb oOpaTHasi KOPPEJSILUSl MEXIY KOJu-
YeCTBOM XXUpa B cpe3e U MmioTHocThio T12K B HaTuB-
Hy10 a3y ckanuposauwus (r = —0,360, p = 0,011).

OTMmeueHa cujbHas KOppesLMOHHAs CBSI3b
MexXny KojudecTBoM aumHycoB IIDK m “Mmsrkoii”
crpykrypoii ITZK (r= 0,747, p = 0,000), koadPpuim-
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Puc. 5. lnarpamma. [MonoxurenbHast Koppensiins Koabdu-
LIMEHTa HAKOIJIEHUsI KOHTPACTHOTO BElIecTBa MapeHXUMOM
M KOJIMYECTBa allMHYCOB B cpe3e xkee3nl (= 0,63, p=0,000).
Fig. 5. Diagram. A positive correlation between the
parenchyma enhancement ratio and the number of acini
in the section of the pancreas (= 0.63, p = 0.000).
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Puc. 6. duarpamma. OrpuuareiabHas KOPPEISLMS KOJIM-
4yecTBa allMHYCOB B cpe3e ¢ KO3(M(OULMEHTOM BbIMbIBAHUS
KOHTpacTHoro Beiectna (»=—0,631, p = 0,000).

Fig. 6. Diagram. Negative correlation of the number of acini
in the section with the washout coefficient (r = —0.631,
p=0.000).

Taomma 3. Kputnueckme 3HadeHwmst rucrojormdeckux m KT mapameTpoB ¢ HamOOJbIICH YYBCTBUTEILHOCTHIO

U Crielu(pUIHOCTHIO

Table 3. Critical values of histological and computed tomography parameters with the highest sensitivity and specificity

Tapamerp Kpurtuueckoe Puck ILnomans YyBcTBUTEJIb- Cnemuduy-
3HAYEHHe pa3BUTHS nox AUC HOCTb, % HOCTb, %
Yucio aurHycoB >72,5% 3,09 AUC - 0,752, 75 76
Cutoff — 72,5%,
RR = 3,09
TonmuHa XeJe3bl >16,5 MM 1,75 AUC — 0,673, 88 50
Cutoff — 16,5 mm,
RR =1,75
O6beM Kynbtr [TK >31,5 cm? 3,13 AUC — 0,763, 63 80
Cutoff — 31,5 cM?,
RR =3,13
ITnorHocts 2K >35,5 HU 1,8 AUC - 0,650, 62 65
B HATUBHYIO (hazy Cutoff — 35,5 HU,
RR=1,8
KH >1 2,76 AUC — 0,688, 62 65
Cutoff — 1,
RR =276
KB <0,42 2,83 AUC - 0,721, 69 75
Cutoff — 0,42,
RR=2,83

earom KH (r = 0,63, p = 0,000) (puc. 5), mwiot-
Hocteio [I2K B HaTtmBHYIO a3y CKaHMPOBAHUS
(r= 0,568, p = 0,000), Tommunoi 12K (r = 0,549,
P 0,000), oobvemMom kyabtu ITK (r = 0,508,
p 0,000). OrpuuatenbHON KOppessuusi Obuia
MEXITY KOJMISCTBOM allMHYCOB M KOA(POUIIMEHTOM
KB (r=-0,631, p = 0,000) (puc. 6), KOTMIECTBOM
xkwupa B cpese I1K (r = —-0,47, p = 0,001), nmame-
TpoM npotoka ITXK (r=-0,45, p = 0,000).

118

Taxkxe ObLTM pacCUUTaHbl KpUTHUUYECKHE 3Haye-
HUS TIapaMeTpOB C HauOOJblIEH YyBCTBUTEJIbHO-
CTBIO ¥ CTIeHU(UIHOCTHIO, Xopoitei Moaeabio AUC
KPUBO, MOJIOKUTEIbHO WU OTPULIATEILHO KOppe-
JIUPYIOLIMX C KOJUUECTBOM allMHYCOB B cpese, NS
MPOTHO3UPOBAHUSI PUCKA Pa3BUTUS KJIMHUYECKU
gHauumoro I1C. PesynbraThl oTpaxkeHbl B Tad1. 3.

Takum 00pa3zoM, ObLIM BbIAEIEHBI MMapamMeTpbl
C ONTUMAaJIbHBIMU 3HAUYEHUSIMU UYBCTBUTEJbHOCTHU
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U cretuUIHOCTA — KOJUUYECTBO allMHYCOB, IJIOT-
HOCTh B HATWUBHYIO (ha3y CKaHMPOBAHUSI, 3HAUCHUS
koapPpunmenros KH u KB.

O0cyKneHune

Tepmun “msarkas I[12K” oOmenpuHAT B XUpypru-
YeCcKOW MaHKpeaToJoTuu U MMeeT coOupaTesbHbIN
xapakrtep. [lnotHocTb IT2K 3aBUCUT OT KOMYecTBa
allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK W XXWPOBBIX BKJIIOUEHUI, CTe-
neHn (GUOPO3HOTO TIePEepPOKICHUS TaPEHXUMBI.
OObeKTUBHAs OlIEHKA allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK BO3MOX-
Ha JIMLIb TOcJie Oorepaluyu Mpu 'MCTOJIOTMYECKOM
uccienoBanuu [18, 19]. B To ke BpeMsi nmepen npe-
cTosIIel orepanneil WHOOPMAIUS O COCTOSTHUU
IT2K 1 0 BepossTHOCTH pa3BUTHS TOCIEOTNIEPALIMOH -
HBIX OCJIOXKHEHUW HMEeT 4Ype3BblYaiiHO OOJIbIIIOe
3HaueHHe, MOCKOJIbKY MO3BOJISIET MPUHSITH MPOhU-
JIAKTUYECKUE MEPHI.

B »ar1oit pabore uzyumsu BodMoxHocTM KT
B MpeaorepallMOHHOM BbIsiBJIeHUM “Mmsirkoit TTK”.
Mcxonuam u3 u3BecTHbIX (hakKTOB, CBUIETEIbCTBYIO-
IIUX O TOM, TUIOTHOCTHbIE xapakTtepucTuku [12K
3aBUCAT OT KOJMUUYECTBA allIMHAPHBIX KJIETOK, KUPO-
BbIX BKJIIOYEHUI U cTereHu (hudpo3a mapeHXUMBbI.
ITpu krpoBoil MHOUIBTPALIMKM TTAPEHXUMBbI TUIOT-
HOCTh B HATUBHYIO (a3y CKaHMpOBaHUs Oymer
MEHbllIe, YeM TPU OOJIbIIIOM KOJMWYECTBE allMHap-
HbIX KJIETOK B CTPYKType INapeHXumbl. OTMeTuIn
OTpULIATE/bHYIO KOppessiiuio riotHocT [12K B Ha-
TUBHYIO (hpa3y CKaHMPOBaHUsI U KOJMYECTBa KHpa
B ee cpese (r=-0,360, p=0,011) 1 TOJIOKUTEITHHYIO
KOPPEJSIIUIO C KOJMYECTBOM allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK
B cpese (= 0,568, p=0,000). CoOoTBETCTBEHHO, YeM
Oouibliie TI0THOCTH 12K B HaTuBHYIO (ha3y cKaHU-
poBaHUs, TeM OOJibllle allMHAPHBIX KJETOK, U YeM
MEHbIIIe TUIOTHOCTb XeJjie3bl B HATUBHYIO (ha3y cKa-
HUPOBaHUsI, TeM OOJIbIIE JOJISI XKMPOBBIX BKIIIOUE-
Huii B mapeHxume TT2XK.

AlIMHApHBIE CTPYKTYPbI SIBJISIIOTCS HaubOosiee
BAaCKYJISIpU30BaHHBIMU U (DepMEHTAaTUBHO aKTUB-
HbIMU, [TO3TOMY aKTMBHO HaKaruIMBalOT KOHTPACT-
HOE€ BELIECTBO B apTepualibHyl0 (ha3dy CKaHHWpOBa-
HUsI, a 3a cueT OoraToil CeTu apTepUOBEHO3HBIX
IIYHTOB KOHTPACTHOE BEIIECTBO BEIMBIBACTCS K BE-
HO3HOI (ha3e ckaHupoBaHms |25, 26]. OmupaThCs
TOJBLKO Ha 3HAUYEHUS TUIOTHOCTU XeJjie3bl B HaTHUB-
Hylo a3y CKaHMpPOBaHUSI KaK MPeIuKTOpa pa3BU-
TUS KJIMHW4Yecku 3Hauummoro I1C He ompaBaaHo.
B sToM wuccienoBaHMM He TOJYyYMJIM 3HAYMMOU
KOPPEJSILIMK MEXIY KOJTUYECTBOM XKUPOBBIX BKIIIO-
yeHuli B mapeHxume u pazsutuem I1C (r = —0,008,
p=0,956).

I[Tpumenenue KT ¢ KOHTpacTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM
B OLIEHKE KOJMYECTBA allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK B CTPYK-
type T12K onucaHo B €AMHCTBEHHON MyOJMKaLIUU
[21]. ABTOpbl M3yumau BiausiHUe ruioTHocTu 12K
M KOJIMUYEeCTBa allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK Ha YacTOTy pas-
Butus [1C nocne I11P. ABTOpbl OLIEHMBAIU TLJIOT-
HOCTHBIE XapaKTepUCTUKHU TUCTabHOrO oTaena [T2K

B HaTHMBHYIO, apTepUalibHYl0, BEHO3HYIO (ha3y cKa-
HUPOBaHUsS, BBIUNCIISIIN OTHOIIEHHWE TIOTHOCTHU
B BEHO3HYIO (Da3y K HATUBHON (ha3e CKaHUPOBAHMSI
(PV/NC), comocraBiisiiu TIJIOTHOCTHBIE XapaKTepu-
ctukn KT ¢ KomWdecTBOM allMHApHBIX KIIETOK
B cpe3e U TeYeHUEM IOCIeOINepallMoOHHOTO Mepuo-
na. [Mpu aHanu3e pe3yabraToB ObLIO MOKa3aHO, YTO
otHoleHre PV/NC orpuuiateibHO KOPpeJIrupoBaio
C KOJMYECTBOM alMHApHBIX KieToK (r = —0,472,
p <0,001), a mnotHocts 12K B HaTUBHY1O (ha3y cka-
HupoBaHus >40 HU nmonoxureabHO KOppelIrpoBa-
JIa ¢ KOJIMYECTBOM allMHApHBIX KiIeToK (r = 0,455,
p <0,001) [21].

Mg onpenenenust mwiotHoctu 12K B 3ToM mc-
ClIeJOBaHUM HCIIOJb30BaMM TMpenaoxkeHHbln KH
KOHTPACTHOTO BelllecTBa MapeHXuMoi, a Takxke KB
[24]. KH mooXUTENbHO KOPPEIMpOBall C KOJM-
YeCTBOM allMHApHBIX KieTok (r = 0,63, p = 0,000)
U pa3BUTHEM KIMHUYecKH 3Haunmoro [1C (r= 0,322,
p = 0,003), a KB xoppenupoBajl OTpULATEIBHO
(r=-0,631, p = 0,000).

B obGcyxxnaemoM uccinenoBaHuu cTpykrypy IT2K
OIpe/ieisIM Ha OCHOBAaHMM OOBEKTUBHOM KoOJIMYe-
CTBEHHOM OIIEHKM IUIOTHOCTH B apTepHalIbHYIO
1 BEHO3HY10 (ha3y CKaHUpPOBaHUSsI. YCTAHOBJIEHO, UTO
KOJIMYECTBO allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK KOPPEJIUPYET C 00b-
eMOM KyJIbTH 1 TostmuHoi 12K, a pu yBemyeHUH
UX JOJIM BoO3pacraeT BeposiITHOCTb pasputust [1C
nociie [MP. [ucronornyeckas oueHka (pyHKIIMOHU-
pywouux aurHycoB B cpese 12K, koHeuHo, He 1o-
3BOJISIET MOJIHOCTBIO 3KCTPANOJMpPOBaTh pe3yjbrar
Ha IVCTAIBHBIN OTHEN OpraHa U ero PyHKIIMOHATb-
HYIO aKTMBHOCTb. JIJ151 0ObeKTHBU3ALIMU pe3yJibTa-
TOB TpeOyeTcst MHOTO(aKTOPHbIN aHAJIU3, YTO OYIeT
MpeaIMeTOM JaTbHEHIIEro ucciaea0BaHusl.

3akiovyenue

KT nosBosisieT B npeaonepaliuoHHOM Tepuojie
00BEKTUBHO BBIIBUTH “MsrKyto” ITXK 3a cuer ompe-
JIeJIEHUST TOJIIMHBI Xeje3bl, TIJIOTHOCTA B HAaTUB-
HyI0 (ha3y CKaHMPOBaHMSI, a TaKKe KoaduimeHTa
HaKOTIJIEHUSI KOHTPACTHOTO BEIeCTBA MapeHXUMOM
JKeJie3bl, YTO MMeeT MOJIOKUTENbHYI0 KOppessiu-
OHHYIO CBSI3b C KOJMYECTBOM allMHAPHBIX KJIETOK
U CBUJETETLCTBOBYET O BHICOKOI BEPOSITHOCTU BO3-
nukHoBeHus I1C nocne ITJIP. IIpegomnepannontoe
BbIsiBJieHUEe (akTopoB pucka passutus I1C mocie
ITJIP mo3BosMT akTUBU3UPOBATh MpoduiakThye-
CKMe MEPOIPUSITHS Tepel oniepaliMeil U ONTUMallb-
HO CIUIAaHUPOBATh IEMUCTBUSI XUPypra BO BpeMsl Hee.

VYyacTtue aBTOpoB

lTanpunna }O.C. — cOop 1 00paboTKa MaTepurasa, Ha-
MMCaHue TeKCTa.

KapmazaHnosckuii [.I. — koHLenuums v qu3aiiH ucciie-
JIOBaHUsI, pelaKTUPOBAHUE 1 YTBEPXKIEHUE OKOHYATEIb-
HOT'O BapuaHTa CTaThH.

Kanmuuun [.B. — cbop MmaTepuana, penakKTupoBaHUe
CTaThU.
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Konnpatbes E.B. — koHllenuus v Au3aitH ucciaenoba-
HUs, peIaKTUPOBaHWE U YTBEPXACHWE OKOHYATEIbHOTO
BapyaHTa CTaTbU.

Topun [I.C. — pemakTupoBaHUe CTaTbU.

Tankun I'B. — cOop marepuaina, penakTupoBaHUE CTa-
TBU.

Kpurep A.I' — KoHLIeNLIMS MCCAEA0OBaHUS, PEIaKTUPO-
BaHME U YTBEPKIEHNE OKOHYATEIbHOTO BapMaHTa CTaThH.
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