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AHHOTAOULMA

Llenb nccnegoBaHus: pa3paboTtatb cUCTEMY OLIEHKU hYHKLIMM NEYEHN Y MALMEHTOB C LIMPPO30M NEYEHU MO AaHHBIM MarHuT-
Ho-pe3oHaHcHou Tomorpadum (MPT) ¢ ragokcetoBon kucnoton (IK).

Matepuan u metoabl. Bbinu npoaHanManpoBaHbl AaHHblE UCCeqoBaHU 74 nauneHToB, KOTOPbIM Gbina BeinonHeHa MPT
OPpIOLLHON NOMOCTN C BHYTPUBEHHBLIM KOHTpacTMpoBaHuem K. [Ins npoBegeHMsi CTaTUCTMYECKOrO aHanmsa fAaHHbIX Obinu
cchopmupoBaHbl ABe rpynnbl: | rpynna (22 nauveHTa) — naumeHTbl C HEU3MEHEHHOW MapeHXUMOW nevYeHn, ¢ HopMarnbHOW
yHKUMEN neveHn n gobpokadecTBeHHbIMK 0b6pa3oBaHusiMu; Il rpynna (52 naumeHTa) — naumMeHTbl ¢ LMPPO30M MEYEHU, C Ha-
nnynem pereHepaTopHbIX W/UNK AUCNNacTUYECKMX Y3NoB 1 renatouennonsapHoi kapuuHomoi (MUK). OueHmBanuck konuye-
CcTBeHHble noka3artenu RE (oTHocutenbHoe ycunenue), CEl (MHOEKC KOHTpACTHOro ycuneHus), uHaekcel MNeveHs/CkeneTHas
myckynartypa (CM), MeyeHb/CeneseHka, MeyeHb/Touku, aHanus ructorpamm (AlN) v Wwkana susyanusaunm QyHKUUM NeYeHN
(LUB®IT) anst oueHkM pyHKLMN NEYEHN Y NaLMEHTOB ABYX rpynn.

Pesynbrartbl. Kputepmsamn dyHKUMOHaNsHoro aeduumta yHKUMM NeYeHN Ha OCHOBaHWM pacyeTa AaHHbIX TpaHcnopta u
HaKOMMEeHNs1 KOHTPACTHOrO BeLecTBa SABNSAETCS CHMKeHue oblero konmnyectsa 6annoe no WB®I 4 n Huxke, 3HadeHun RE
Huxe 0,85 n CEl Hmxe 1,38 ¢ yyBcTBUTENBHOCTLIO U cneuududHocTbio 100 u 75%, 3HadveHun nHaekcos MNeveHs/CM u lNe-
yeHb/Moukn Hxe 0,350; nHaekca MNeveHb/CeneseHka Hxe 0,750 ¢ YyBCTBUTENBHOCTBLIO U cneuunduyHocTbio 100 n 81% y
naumneHToB C LMPPO30M.

BbiBoabl. Pa3pabotaHHasa cucTtema oLeHKU (OyHKUMM NeYeHn ¢ ncnonb3oBaHnem LLUB®I, aHanm3a conoctaBneHus UHTEH-
cuBHocTu (ACW), aHanu3a ructorpamm (AlN) no ganHbiM MPT ¢ 'K B conoctaBneHun ¢ METAVIR (wkana METAVIR — oueHka
cTtagum hmbposa neveHn) No3BONAET OLEHNTb DYHKLMOHAMbHbIV eDULNT NEYEHN Y NALMEHTOB C LMPPO30M C YyBCTBUTEMb-
HoCTb U cneundunyHocTblo 100 n 80% COOTBETCTBEHHO.

KnioueBble cnosa: bYHKUMS neveHn, ragokceToBas KUCNoTa, LMppo3 NeYeHn, MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHCHasi Tomorpa-
dus.
KoHdnukT nHrepecos: aBTOpbI 3asBNSAT 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOH(PIIMKTA UHTEPECOB.

I'Ipospatmocn: d)VIHaHCOBOﬁ HUKTO U3 aBTOPOB HE UMeeT CbI/IHaHCOBOVI 3anHTEepecoBaHHOCTN B NpeacTaBiieHHbIX Martepua-
AeATeNbHOCTU: nax nnn metopax.

CooTBeTCcTBME NPUHLMNAM MH(OPMUPOBAHHOE cornacve MonyyYeHo OT Kaxaoro nauueHTta. MccnepoBaHune opobpeHo

3TUKK: atnyeckum komutetom PreHY PHUX um. akag. B.B. MNeTtposckoro (npotokon Ne 6 ot 16.06.
2022 r.).
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Abstract

Purpose. To develop a system for assessing liver function in patients with liver cirrhosis according to magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) with gadoxetic acid.

Material and Methods. Data from studies of 74 patients who underwent abdominal MRI with intravenous gadoxetic acid
(GA) enhancement were analyzed. For statistical analysis of the data, two groups were formed: group 1 (n = 22) comprised
patients with unchanged liver parenchyma, normal liver function, and benign tumors; group 2 (n = 52) comprised patients with
liver cirrhosis, with the presence of regenerative and/or dysplastic nodes, and hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). The following
quantitative parameters were studied to assess liver function in patients of two groups: relative enhancement (RE), contrast
enhancement index (CEl), liver/skeletal muscle (SM) index, liver/spleen index, liver/kidney index, analysis of histograms (AH),
and liver function imaging scale (FLIS).

Results. The criteria for a functional deficiency of liver function based on calculated data of contrast agent transport and
accumulation were a decrease in FLIS total score to 4 and below, RE values below 0.85, and CEIl values below 1.38 with
sensitivity and specificity of 100 and 75%, the values of liver/SM and liver/kidney indices below 0.350, liver/spleen index below
0.750 with sensitivity and specificity of 100 and 81%, respectively, in patients with cirrhosis.

Conclusion. The developed system for assessing liver function using FLIS, intensity matching analysis (IMA), and AH
according to MRI with GC in comparison with METAVIR allowed for liver function assessment in patients with cirrhosis with a

sensitivity and specificity of 100% and 80%, respectively.
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BeeneHue

XpoHuyeckue 3aboneBaHus nedvenn (X3I1) BcTpedvaroT-
Csl BO BCEM MMpe He3aBMCUMO OT BO3pacTa, nora, pervoHa
unu pacsbl. Linppos aBnsietTca KoHeYHbIM pesyrnsratom 3abo-
NeBaHui NeYeHn, XapaKkTepuaylLUXCS HapyLeHneM apxu-
TEKTOHWKM NeveHn ¢ obpasoBaHneM pereHepaTopHbIX y3MoB,
N MOXeT MMeTb PasHOOOpa3Hble KMMHWYECKUE MPOSIBMEHNS
BMOTb 40 Pa3BUTUS renaTtouenmonspHon kapumHoms (MLIK)
[1]. MarHuTHO-pe3oHaHcHasa Tomorpadms (MPT) ¢ koHTpa-
CTUPOBaHNEM He HeCeT JTy4eBON Harpyskv 1 SBnseTcs Hau-
bonee nHMOpPMATMBHBIM MeTOAOM AuarHocTukn npu X3I1
[2-4]. MPT wuccnepoBaHusi ¢ BBeOEHMEM TadONUMHMEBOTO
koHTpacta ([K) (Gd-EOB-DTPA) B gononHeHve Kk 3agavam
onpegerneHns pacnpocTpaHeHHOCTH OMyXONneBoro npouecca
W BOMIOMETPMU nedeHn obragaert ele OOHOW, Hepeanuso-
BaHHOW B MOMHOW Mepe BO3MOXHOCTbLIO — BO3MOXHOCTbIO TO-
NMYECKOro nccneaoBaHnsa MyHKLUNM nedeHn [5-8J.

Llene uccnepoBaHus: paspabotatb CUCTEMY OLEHKM
PYHKLMM MEeYeHM y NaUMEHTOB C LIMPPO30M MeYeHu No AaH-
HbiM MPT c K.

MaTtepuan u metoabl

B paboty BkntoueHbl pedynsratel 74 nccnegosaHun MPT
opraHoB OpIOLLIHOM MONOCTM C B/B KOHTpacTtupoBaHuem [K,
BbIMOMHEHHbIX B OTAENEHUN PEHTTEHOANArHOCTUKN U KOMMbIO-
TepHou Tomorpacdum ®rbHY PHLX wm. akag. b.B. lMetpos-
ckoro. B | rpynny (n = 22) Bownu nauneHTbl C HOPMarbHOW
dpyHkumen neveHn FO METAVIR, o6cnenoBaHHble Mo noBoay
AobpokayecTBeHHbIX 06pa3oBaHun (pokanbHas HogynspHas
runepnnaans (PHI), remaHrnomsl, knctol). CpegHuin Bospact
nauuenToB | rpynnel coctasun 39 + 9,8 net (ot 17 oo 68 ner),
COOTHOLLUEHWNE MYXXYMH W XeHWWH — 5:17, B AaHHbIX nabo-
paTOpHbIX MCCNEeOOBaHUA HET OTKIOHEHWUIN OT HOpPMarbHbIX
3Ha4YeHMNn anaHvHamumHoTpaHcdepasbl (AJIT), acnaprarc-
muHoTpaHcdepasbl (ACT), rammarnyTammnTpaHcnenTnaassl
(FT'TM), wenoyHon docdarassl (LLP). Bo Il rpynny (n = 52)
BOLLINN NauMeEHTbl C MOATBEPXAEHHBIM LMPPO30M neyenn F4
no METAVIR, y kotopbix nabopatopHble nokasatenu AlT,
ACT, I'TTHN, WW® npesbiwany HopMmanbHble 3HaveHns. Cpen-
HWI Bo3pacT naumeHToB |l rpynnel coctasun 51,3 £ 17,8 net
(oT 6 0O 86 NeT), COOTHOLLEHMNE MYXUMH U XKEHLUMH — 28:24.
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OunHamnyeckme MPT BbINOMHANUCL Ha ToMorpade ¢ Ha-
NPsPKEHHOCTbIO MarHuTHoro nonga 1,5T (Magnetom Avanto,
Siemens, MepMmaHus) ¢ B/B BBEAEHUEM KOHTPACTHOrO BeLlle-
ctea (KB) c 'K (Gd-EOB-DTPA, Primovist, Bayer Healthcare,
Germany) u3 pacyeta 0,025 mmonb/kr maccbl Tena. lNMpoTo-
kon MPT uccnegoBaHusa BkMo4an: NocnefoBaTenbHOCTU Ha
3agepxke gbixaHusa (T2 Haste — gBonHoe npeobpasoBaHue
dypbe, T2 B3BeLLEHHbIX n30bpaxeHnn (BU) n T2 BU ¢ noga-
BMeHMeM curHana ot xuposon Tkann (FS), T1 dasa/npoTtu-
Bogpasa), nocrnenoBaTenbLHOCTU C 3adepxkon Abixanus (T1
BW, anddysnoHHo-B3BeLLeHHbIe nsobpaxenus (DWI), MPT
xonaHruorpadus), nocnegosatensHoctn T1 BW npu B/B

BBegeHum K (cBepxObicTpble nocnegoBaTtenbHocTn VIBE
(volumetric interpolated breath-hold examination) ¢ nonyuve-
HMueM a3 KoHTpacTupoBaHua (Tabn. 1). [ina konu4yecTBeH-
HOro aHanu3a COCTOSHUS NapeHXMMbl neveHn 6binn otobpa-
Hbl cepun ¢ 3-MepHbIM T1 B3BELLEHHBIM rPaANEHTHbBIM 9XO.

Lkana Buayanusauun pyHkummn nevenn (LLUBPI) B Buae
3-KOMMOHEHTHOM BannbHOW KONMUYECTBEHHOW OLIEHKU WUC-
nornb3oBaHa Ans CpaBHEHWs MHTEeHcnBHOCTU (MIC) neyeHmn
no oTHoweHuto kK VIC oT napeHxumbl noyku, MC oT BOPOTHON
BeHbl K MIC nmapeHxumbl neyeHu; OTMeqanocb KOHTpacTu-
poBaHue XenyHblX NPOTOKOB U Hanuune KB B 12-nepcTHon
kvwke (AMK) [9] (puc. 1).

Tabnuua 1. MNapameTpbl UMNYNbCHbIX NOCNEA0BaTENBHOCTEN MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHON TOMOrpadun ¢ rafloKCETOBOW KUCIOTON

Table 1. Parameters of magnetic resonance imaging pulse sequences with gadoxetic acid

MapameTpsbl MnockocTb ckaHnpoBaHus | TR Repeti- | TE echo | TonwmHa cpesa, mm | FOV Field Pasmep
o . : ) . MaTpuLibl
Parameters Scan plane tion time time Slice thickness, mm of view N
Matrix size

T2 HASTE KopoHanbHas

T2 half-Fourier acquired single-shot turbo spin- %oronal 1500 93 6 380 240 x 320

echo (HASTE)

DWI (b = 50, 400, 800) AxcunanbHas

Diffusion-weighted imaging (b = 50, 400, 800) Axial 3500 75 6 380 104 x 192

T1BU AkcunanbHas

T1 weighted imaging (WI) Axial 2000 71 5 427 146 x 256

MPT xolnaHrmorpad)Mﬂ ] KopoHanbHas 2500 694 1 380 357 x 384

Magnetic Resonance cholangiography Coronal

T1 Fbasa/npomaomasa AKcmanbHaﬂ 180 2238 6 380 308 x 512

T1 in-phase/out-of-phase Axial

T1 vibe KopoHanbHas/

T1 volumetric interpolated breath-hold exam- AkcnanbHas 3787 1.52 275 380 262 x 448

ination (vibe) Coronal/Axial

T2 BU AkcuanbHas

oWl Axial 2000 76 5 427 207 x 384

T2BUFS AkcnanbHas

T2 WI ES Axial 2000 84 5 427 207 x 384

CpaeHenue UC neyenn k UC noukmn
Sl liver parenchymal relative to kidney

2 6anna — runepuHTeHCcMBHbIN MP-curian
2 score — hyperintense

1 6ann — n3ouHTeHcUBHbIN MP-curHan

1 score — isointense

0 6annoB — rMNONHTEHCUBHbIN MP-curian
0 score — hypointense

2 score — hyperintense
1 score — isointense

0 score — hypointense

Puc. 1. OueHka dyHKLMN NeYeHn Mo LKane Bu3yanu3aumnm napeHxmmbl neYeHn

CpasHeHue NC BopoTHoM BeHbl k VIC neyexn
Sl potral vena relative to liver parenchyma S

2 6anna — runepuHTEHCMBHbIA MP-curHan
1 6ann — n3onHTeHcUBHbIN MP-curHan

0 6annoB — rMNOMHTEHCUBHBIN MP-curHan

Hanuune KB B »enyHbIx NnpoTokax v Ank
Contrast agent in bic ducts

2 6anna — KB BO BHeNe4YeHO4HbIX NPOTOKax 1 AHK

2 — exeretion into common biliary duct or duodenum
1 6ann — KB BO BHyTpUNe4YeHOUHbIX MPOTOKax

1 score — exeretion into peripheral biliary duct

0 6ann — KB oTCyTCTBYET B XEMN4HbIX NPOTOKax

0 score — no biliary contract exeretion

Fig. 1. Evaluation of liver function according to the liver parenchyma imaging scale

MyTem conoctaBneHns uHteHcmeHocTu (ACW) 6binm npo-
aHanuanpoBaHbl n30bpaxeHus Ao BeeaeHus K n B renaro-
6ununapHyto asy koHTpacTuposaHus (FbP) Ha 20-n MuH oT
Hayana B/B BBegeHusi. CpeaHue 3HadyeHus VIC napeHxumbl
neveHu, ceneseHkn n ckenetHom myckynatypbl (CM) mbiLwLy,
CMuHbl  0003Ha4eHbl CTaHgapTHOW obnacTbld WHTepeca
(COW). COUN B onametpe okono 10 Mm? Gbinv YyCTAHOBMEHbI
B NeYEHN BHE 30HbI PACMONOXEHNSI COCYAOB M XENYHbIX Npo-
ToKoB. [lononHuTensHo yctaHasnusancs COU pasmepom 0,1
MM? Ha KOPKOBOE BELLIECTBO MOYEK:

* — MNocnepoBaTtensHOcTY nocrne BeBeaeHust KB Ha 20-i MuH

1. Nokasatenn RE (oTHocuTensHoe ycuneHue) = NC* —
ncmc.

2. Mokasatenb CEl (MHOEKC KOHTPACTHOrO yCUneHus) =
NC*NC [5]

3. UHpekc MNMeyeHb/Mbiwupbl: IC neyeHb* — NC neyeHb/
NC mbiwysr* [10]

4. Nnpekc NeveHb/CeneseHka: NC neveHb” — NC neveHb/
UNC ceneseHka*

5. Haekc MeveHb/lMouvka: C neveHb* — NC neveHb/VIC
KOPKOBOE BELLECTBO MOYKN*®
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Ananus ructorpamm (AlN) npeactaensetr cobon UHCTPY-
MEHT oTobpakeHns rpadnyeckoro pacnpeaeneHns ypoBHen
reteporeHHocTn VIC, koTopas u onpegensert cteneHb hmbpo-
3a. CnekTtp nukcenen Ha MPT nsobpaxeHusx neyexu B 6P
KOHTPacTMpoOBaHWS COOTBETCTBYET (OYHKLMOHVPYIOLWUM re-
natouuTam (SpKue TOYKM) U NNOTHLIM PUBPO3HBLIM yyacTkam
(TeMHble To4kM). CoveTaHne HEeU3MEHEHHbIX renaTounToB 1
¢pubpo3sa, B CBOIO ovepeab, OyaeT BbImMaAeTb Kak NUKCEnu B
rpagaumm cepow LIBETOBOM raMmbl.

Ons nposegeHua Al onpegeneHbl nokasatenu obuien
nnowaam ructorpammbl (ONNI7), oTHOLWEHWs obLwen nnoLwlaam
OKHa rmctorpammbl k obLen nnowaan ructorpammel (OMNOr/
OllN), OTHOLIEHNs BEPXYLUKNW K OCHOBAHMWIO TMCTOrpammbl
(B/O) n ocHoBaHus k BepxyLuke rmctorpammel (O/B) (puc. 2).

0 Intensity (unweighted)
Count: 421 Min: 160
Mean: 174.280 Max: 193

StdDev: 7.499 Mode: 177 (33)

Puc. 2. OnpeneneHue nnoLaav BepXHeN 1 HUXKHeN YacTel ructorpam-
Mbl 10 OCSIM C AanbHE|LIUM BbIYACTIEHUEM UX OTHOLLEHUS

Fig. 2. Determining the area of the upper and lower parts of the
histogram along the axes with further calculation ratio

Cratuctunyeckas obpaboTka OaHHbIX BbINOMHEHa C WUC-
Nnonb3oBaHMEM  3MEeKTPOHHbIX Tabnuy Microsoft Excel,
nporpamm IBM SPSS STATISTIC Bepcumn 26. OueHka cTa-
TUCTUYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTW pasnNuMyuMiA  OCyLLEeCTBRsANacb C
npumeHeHnem kputepusi U-MaHHa — YUTHU, BbINOMHEH KOp-
pensunoHHbIn aHanna Cnupmena. MpoeegeH ROC-aHanus
NPOrHOCTUYECKMX NOoKa3aTenen HapyLeHUst OYHKLMN NEYEHM.

Pe3ynbraTthbl

Y Bcex nauneHToB | rpynmnbl yHKUUS NEYEeHN OLeHUBa-
nacb B 6 6annog, ucnonb3aysi LLUB®I, Toraa kak y nauMeHToB
rpynnbl C LMPPO30M MEeYeHN Ha (hOHE HaNMYns pereHeparTop-
HbIX, AUCNNACTUYECKMX Y3NOB ONpeaensanocb HepaBHOMEpP-
HOe 1 CHWxkeHHoe HakonneHue KB. Y 36 nauneHtoB (69%)
Konu4yecTtBo 6annoB cocTaBuno 5-6, 4YTO CBUAETENbCTBYET
06 yaoBneTBOpUTENbHOM PYHKUMM NMevenn. Y 16 naumeHToB
(31%) konnuecTBo 6annoB konebanock ot 2 A0 4, 4YTo cBuae-
TENbCTBOBASIO O CHWDKEHUN DYHKLMM NEYEHN U 3aMenieHun
BbiBegeHus KB (puc. 3).

B o6eunx rpynnax BbISiBMEHbI CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMbIE
pasnuunsa nokasatenen RE un CEl. RE coctasun 2,1 + 0,5
y nauuenToB | rpynnbl 1 1,3 + 0,6 y nauuenToB |l rpynnbl
(p < 0,001). CEIl B rpynnax cpaBHeHWs1 onpeneneH B 3Ha-
yenusax 3,3 = 0,5 n 2,3 £ 0,6 coorBeTcTBEHHO (P < 0,001),
PUCYHOK 4.

Puc. 3. Onpenenenue dyHkumm neveHn no cucteme LLIBOI B renatobunu-
apHyto ¢asy Ha 20-i1 MUH nocrne KoHTpacTupoBaHusi. A. LUB®I = 6 6an-
noB, HopmarnbHas yHKUMSA nevyeHn. benble ctpenku — nokasatens MMM —

2 6anna, YepHas ctpenka — BB (BopoTHasi BeHa) — 2 6anna, YepHas
cTpenka ¢ 6enbiM koHTypom — XM — 2 6anna; B. WWUB®I = 3 6anna, cHu-
XeHHast PYHKLUMA NeveHmn, Lmppo3 nedeHn. Benble cTpernky — nokasarternb
MM - 1 6ann, YepHas ctpenka — BB — 2 6anna, YepHas ctpenka c 6enbiMm
KOHTypoM — XKIN — 0 6annos

Fig. 3. Determination of liver function according to the FLIS in the
hepatobiliary phase at 20 minutes after intravenous enhancement.

A. FLIS = 6 points, normal liver function. White arrows: PL index — 2 points.
Black arrow: portal vein (VP) — 2 points. Black arrow with a white outline:
BD - 2 points. B. FLIS = 3 points, reduced liver function, liver cirrhosis.
White arrows: PL indicator — 1 point. Black arrow: VP — 2 points. Black
arrow with a white outline: BD — 0 points

aas = I3 A i=0 40
1

et b et L]
Haaw Fap=

Puc. 4. A. MauueHT 44 net. CTpykTypa 1 (OyHKUMSI NEYEHN He M3MEHEHa. B.
MauneHT 56 nert, uMppPO3 NeYeHn, PyHKLMA NEYEHU CHUXKEHA

Fig. 4. A. Patient aged 44 years. The structure and function of the liver are

unchanged. B. Patient aged 56 years, liver cirrhosis, reduced liver function
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WHpekc lMeveHb/CM y naumenToB | rpynnel 1,5 + 0,3
oTnunyancsa ot 3HadeHun Bo Il rpynne 0,7 + 0,4 (p < 0,001),
npesbllLlag ero noyTy B 2 pasa. PasHuua Habnoganachk B UH-
Aekcax NevyeHb/Cenesenka u MNevenb/lMouka: B | rpynne 2,6
+0,6115+04, nporme 1,4+ 0,71 0,6 + 0,4, p <0,001 BO
Il rpynne (tabn. 2).

Ta6nuua 2. CpegHue 3HaveHust nokasatenen RE, CEl, uHgekcos MeyeHb/
CkeneTtHast myckynatypa M, MeyeHb/CeneseHka, MNeveHb/MMoYkM y naumeH-
TOB ABYX rpynn

Table 2. Average values of RE, CEl, Liver/SM index, Liver/Spleen index,
and Liver/Kidney index in patients of two groups

MokasaTenu | rpynna Il rpynna
Parameters Group | Group Il p
RE 21405 | 1,3£06 |<0,0001
Relative enhancement
CEIl
Contrast enhancement index 33£05 23+06 |<0,0001
Mever/CM 15£03 | 0704 |<0,0001
Liver/Muscle
MNeverv/Ceneserika 2606 | 1,4£07 |<0,0001
Liver/Spleen
Mevexs/Moukm 15404 | 06+04 | <0,0001
Liver/Kidney

Y naumMeHToB C UMPPO3OM Obinu BbiSIBNEHbI CTAaTUCTK-
Yeckn 3HauYMMble MpsMble KoppensunoHHble ceasn MC na-
peHxumbl nevyeHn ¢ uHaekcamu [eveHb/CM (rxy= 0,915;
p = 0,001), lMNMeveHb/CeneseHka (rxy= 0,842; p = 0,001),
MeyeHb/Moyku (rxy= 0,822; p = 0,001). MNpwn Bu3yansHON
oueHke MP tomorpamm B 'B® y Hux Habnopganack ysnosa-
Tas CTPYKTypa nevyeHn n obLmpHble 30HbI CAMBHOMO hnbpo-
3a, B KOTOPbIX He ObINo 3adnKCMPOBAHO HaKoNneHus rena-
ToTponHoro KB.

Wccnegyemble B ACY napameTpbl nokasanu BbICOKYHO
npeackasartenbHyo cnocobHocTb No gaHHbIM ROC-aHanusa
(puc. 5, Tabn. 3).

Mo paHHbiM ROC-aHanus3a, npepckasaTenbHas Cro-
CoBHOCTb Moaenu Gbina BbICOKOW AN CpeaHero 3HaveHus

YyBCTBUTENBHOCTL
Sensitivity

0,0

0,2 0,4 0,6
CneunduyHocTb

Specifity

0,8

WcTouHuK kpuBom
RE (Relative Enhanement)
=== CEL (Contrast Enhanement index)
=== Haekc MNevyeHb
CM (Index Liver/Muscle)

WHpeke MeyeHb/CeneseHka
(Index Liver/Spleen)
WHpeke MeyeHb/Mouku
(Index Liver/Kidney)

—— OnopHasi nuHus

Puc. 5. ROC-aHanus nokasatenew RE, CEl, nHaekcos NevyeHb/CM, Me-
YeHb/CeneseHka, MNeyeHb/MMo4kn

Fig. 5. ROC-analysis of RE, CEl, Liver/SM index, Liver/Spleen index, and
Liver/Kidney index

rmcTorpamm npv NOPOroBoM 3Ha4YeHumn 76,8 ¢ yyBCTBUTENb-
HocTbio 100% wu cneuudmnyHocTeio 70%. Mnowags nop
kpmon Gbina 1,0; AN 95% [1,0; 1,0], 4to cooTBeTcTBYET
BbICOKOW NPOrHOCTUYECKOW MOLENM MO LUKarne 3KCNepTHbIX
oueHok. lMnowagp nog kpuson y O/B coctaBuna 0,865
[0,698; 1,032] npn noporoBom 3Ha4YeHUn 2,2 ¢ 4yBCTBU-
TenbHocTbio 100% v cneundmyHocTbio 70%. Mnowaak noa
kpuson y OMNOI/B — 0,76 [0,531; 0,989] npu noporosom
3HayeHumn 719,9 c vyscTBUTENBHOCTHIO 90% K cneundny-
HocTblo 100%.

Mpn Al 3Haunmoe pasnunune oTHoweHns O/B un B/O
rmctorpammel  Habnganocb y nauveHtoB | w Il rpynn:
48 +16wmn 27 +1,1; (p <0,05); 0,2 +£008mn05=+0,5
(p < 0,05), pucyHok 6.

Tabnuua 3. [laHHble ROC-ananusa nokasatenei RE, CEl, nhaekcos MNeveHb/CkeneTHas myckynatypa, MNeveHb/CeneseHka, MeveHb/MMovkn y naumeHToB

obewnx rpynn

Table 3. ROC analysis data of RE, CEl, Liver/SM index, Liver/Spleen index, and Liver/Kidney index in patients of two groups

MapameTpbl AUC’ 95% QW2 Moporosoe YyBcTBUTE-NBbHOCTb, % | CneunduyHocTb, %
. y . 3HaYeHve i e
Options Area under the curve | 95% confidence interval Sensitivity, % Specificity, %
Cut-off value

RE .

. 0,886 [0,809; 0,964] 0,850 100 75
Relative enhancement
CEl 0,886 0,809; 0,964 1,850 100 75
Contrast enhancement index ’ 0.809; 0,964] ’
MeyeHs/CM 0,934 [0,877; 0,990] 0,35 100 80
Liver/Muscle
Mever/Cenese-rka 0,899 [0,829; 0,968] 075 100 81
Liver/Spleen
MeyeHb/Moukn .
Liver/Kidney 0,950 [0,901; 0,999] 0,35 100 71

"AUC - nnowafb nog KpuBOiA.

2 AN — poBepuTerbHbIN MHTEPBAT.
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Fig. 6. Box plots for independent samples for groups 1 and 2 (p < 0.005).
A. Histogram bottom/top. B. Histogram top/bottom

O6cyxaeHue

Bbicokne nokasatenu 3abonesaemoctu X3[1, npuBoas-
lwme K pasBuTnio unbposa 1 LMppo3a, onNpeaensitoT Nouck
CBOEBPEMEHHbIX U COBPEMEHHbIX MOAXOAOB K MX AMAarHoCTu-
ke. NS yTOYHEHUS CTENEHU U3MEHEHWUI N OUHAMWUYECKOTO
HabnogeHust ¢ nomowbto MPT nedeHn ¢ MK npeanoxeHbl
METOAMKM onpeaeneHnst yHKUMM nedeHn. BoluncneHnem na-
pameTpoB RE, CEI, nigekcos MNe4yeHb/CM, MNeveHb/Cenesex-
ka, MeyeHb/T1o4YKM KONMMYEeCcTBEHHO OTOOpaXaeTcsl CTeneHb
CHWXEHNs1 DYHKLMM NEeYEHU, a NOCTPOEHHbIE TMCTOrpamMMmbl
BM3yarnbHO NpeacTaBnstoT pacnpeaenenune MK B nevenu c ge-
MOHCTpaLMel BblpaXeHHOCTN (PUBPO3HBLIX N3MEHEHWIA.

Mpu coxpaHeHHOW yHKUMM neveHb Ha MP-usobpaxe-
Husx ¢ K B TB® BbIrmaguT sipkon 1 ogHopoaHow. Mpu re-

Cpenes s

Orraomen

Mean below

Bottom Top ratio below 2.2

EHIiC RIDEEO, I

AOIRUMIND

| & =

(]

b B0 ropa, w2 B0 pappoa, ad?
Top/battom Top/bottom chrhosks,
normal, mm2 mim2

0,005). A. OcHoBaHune/BepxyLLKa ructorpammbl, B. BepxyLuka/ocHoBaHve

naTuTe 3a C4YET HEKPO3a B NEYEHUN MPOUCXOONT YMEHbLLEHNE
Konu4yecTBa renatoumToB, MOSBSETCS BOCNanutenbHas WH-
dunbTpauns KNEToK B NapeHxmme, CTPYKTypa nevYeHn name-
HSIETCS, NPOUCXOAMT NEPECTPOIKa NeYEHOYHbIX OMNEK, a npu
nporpeccmpoBaHun npouecca copmupyetca ¢umbpos. 3To
HaxoauT CBOE OTPaXeHue B HEOOHOPOAHOM HakonneHuu MK
napeHxumon nevenm [11-13].

MPT c 'K gokasana cBoto atbdekTUBHOCTb ANSA OLEHKM
Kak rnmobanbHom, Tak U permoHanbHow yHKLUK, U nccneno-
BaHWsA MoKa3anu, YTo oHa siBnsieTcs Gonee HaaexHbIM Mpo-
rHOCTUYECKMM (PaKTOPOM, YEM KITMPEHC UHAOUMAHNHA 3ene-
Horo (ICG) [14, 15]. MNpuHMMasa BO BHMMaHWE MOMYyYEHHbIE
pesyneraThl, pa3pabotaH anroputMm (puc. 7), Mo KOTOpoMmy
rnocne npoBefeHus MynbTunapameTpuyeckoro MPT MoXHO
OLUEHUTb DYHKLMIO NEYEHN.

ATLTIT COMOCTARIEITNN WTTeIICIERnCTI
fACHY

Intensity Mapping Analysis (IMA)

RE mwe 0,85,
CE o

RE below 0,
CEI below 1
Li

SHAAMOE CHIMEHWUE S HRLM MEYEHA

SIGNE CANT DECREASE

M LVER FURCTION

Puc. 7. ANropnTtm oueHKu PyHKLMM NeYeHn No AaHHbIM MynbTunapametpudeckoro MPT nccnegosaHus
Fig. 7. Algorithm for assessing liver function based on data of multiparametric MRI study
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C yyetom ypoBHs GunupybrHa n cteneHn GunuapHon
rmnepTeH3unn no gaHHeiM MPT B F'B® Ha 20- MMH Npon3Bo-
auTca nocnepoBaTtenbHbii aHanua LWB®I, AUC n AT MNpu
cymme 6annoB 1—3 CTOUT roBOPUTL O CHVXXEHHOW (DYHKLNM
neyYyeHn n HeobxoaANMOCTU NPUHATUA NeYebHbIX Mep MO BOC-
CTaHOBNEHuMo PyHKUUN nevyeHn. Cymma 6annos 4 asnsietcd
NorpaHnyHbIM 3Ha4YeHneM, 4yTo TpebyeT Gonee AeTanbHOro
JanbHeviwero obcnenoBaHna Ha Gonbluen rpynne nauu-
eHToB. LLIB®I 5-6 Gannos roBopuT 0 COXpaHHOW (OyHKLNM
neyeHu.

Y nayuneHToB ¢ cymMmon 6annoB 4—1 BbIYNCNAOTCA NOKa-
3atenun RE, CEl, nngekcol MNMeyeHb/CM, MNMeyeHb/CeneseHka,
MeyeHb/Toyka, NpoBOAMTCA MOCTPOEHME W aHanmM3 rmcTo-
rpamm. [Mpun noporoBbix 3HavyeHusax RE Huxke 0,85; CEl Huxke
1,85 (4yBcTBUTENBHOCTL — 100%, cneundunyHocTb — 75%),
nHaekcoB [MeveHb/CM, lNeyeHb/CeneseHka, lMeveHb/Toykn
0,35; 0,75; 0,35 coOoTBETCTBEHHO CcrnedyeT caenaTtb BbIBOA
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