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AHHOTauus

BBegeHue. HeoagbioBaHTHasa nekapcteeHHad Tepanusa (HAJT) aBngercs pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM BapyaHToOM
neYveHns Npu pake Morno4vHow xenesbl. OQHUM 13 OCHOBHbIX MPEVMMYLLECTB MeToAa ABMAETCH YMEHbLUEHWE
pa3mMepoB OMyXONeBOro ysna u perpeccust Metactatu4yeckm M3aMeHeHHbIX numdarnydeckmx y3nos. Lenb
uccrneanoBaHUA — aHanu3 NUTepaTypHbIX AaHHbLIX MO pe3ynsTaTaM OpraHOCOXPaHSLWMUX onepauui no-
Cne HeoafblOBaHTHOW NEeKapCTBEHHOW Tepanun B CPpaBHEHUN C aabIOBAHTHOW NeKapCTBEHHOW Tepanvewn,
BKITHOYAIOLLMIA M3yYEHWE LLUMPVIHBI KPaeB pe3ekummn 1 4acToTy NOBTOPHBLIX onepaumnin u peunansos, obbema
yAansiemMow TKaHu, acTeTudecknx pesynsratos. Marepuan un metoabl. [oncK MCTOYHUKOB Obln OCYLLIECTBMEH
B cuctemax PubMed, Medline, Cochrane Library, n3 kotopbix nony4eHo 1219 opurnHaneHbeix ctaten, 1057
ObINM MCKMNIOYEHbI BCNEACTBME HECOOTBETCTBUS 3apaHee YCTaHOBMEHHbIM Kputepusam, 162 ctatbu Obinu
N3yYeHbl Ha HanmuM4me KpUTepreB BKITIOYEHWS: COCTOSIHWE KpaeB pe3ekuuu, YactoTa peonepauunin, obbem
yoanseMon TKaHW U KOCMeTUYeckuMe pesynbraTtbl. 3adaHHbIM napameTpaM MOMHOCTbI0 COOTBETCTBOBANM
22 nccnepoBaHus. PesynbTaThl. B nccneqoBaHusx, BKIIOYEHHbBIX B AaHHbIM 0630p, NOKa3aHbl pa3nunyHas
yacToTa NonoXuTenbHbIX Kpaes pesekumnn (2—39,8 %), peonepaumnn (0-45,4 %), obbem yaansembix TKaHen
(43,2—268 cMm®) 1 Bec peseumpyeMbix TKaHe MoroYHol xxenesbl (26,4—233 1) nocne HAMNT. 3aknto4yeHue.
[Mony4yeHHbIe AaHHbIE YKa3bIiBaOT HA CHUXKEHUE YaCcTOTbl NO3UTMBHBIX KPAeB PE3EKLUA 1 peonepaumin nocne
HANT y 60nbHBIX pakoM MOMOYHOWN Xenesbl (YacToTa No3nTHBHBIX Kpaes pesekuny nocne HAJT — 5-39,8 %,
6e3 HAJIT — 13,1-46 %; yactota peonepauun nocne HAINT — 0-45,4 % 6e3 HAJIIT — 0-76,5 %), ymeHbLue-
HVe obbema yaanseMon TKaHn MOMNOoYHOW xenesbl (npy cT2—3) 6e3 HeraTMBHOrO BMNMSAHNSA Ha YNCTOTY KpaeB
pes3ekummr, YTO NO3BONSET MUHMMU3NPOBAaTb 06bEM XVPYPrMi4ecKoro BMeLlaTensCcTBa 1 yrnyylnTb KOCMETU-
Yeckue pesynbraTbl OPraHOCOXPaHSOLLEro NeYeHns.

KnioueBble crioBa: pak MOMIOYHOW Xere3bl, HeoaAbIOBaHTHas fieKapCTBEHHas Tepanus,
opraHoCoXpaHsiloLMe onepauum, Kpasi pesekuuu, pepesekumsi, 06Lem yaansieMbIX TKaHeil, peumame,
KOCMeTuYeckue pesynbTaTthl.

#=7 BbocueBa AnaHa PycnaHoBHa, ms.bosieva@mail.ru
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Abstract

Background. Neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NACT) is a standard of care for locally advanced breast cancer
patients. One of the main advantages of NACT is the reduction of the tumor size and regression of lymph
node metastasis. The aim of the study was to analyze the outcomes of breast-conserving surgery after
NACT compared to adjuvant chemotherapy, including the examination of the width of resection margins
and the frequency of re-operations, the volume of tissue removed and cosmetic outcomes. Material and
Methods. We analyzed 1219 publications available from PubMed, Medline, Cochrane Library, 1057 of them
did not meet the inclusion criteria, 162 publications were selected to cover all the following inclusion criteria:
surgical margin status, frequency of re-operations, volume of tissue removed and cosmetic outcomes. Finally,
22 studies met fully specified criteria. Results. Studies included in this review demonstrated a different
frequency of positive resection margins (2—39.8 %), reoperations (0—45.4 %), the volume of tissue removed
(43.2-268 cm?), and the weight of the resected breast tissue (26.4-233 grams) after NACT. Conclusion.
The data obtained showed a decrease in the frequency of positive resection margins and re-operations in
patients who received NACT compared to patients who did not receive NACT (5-39.8 % versus 13.1-46 %
and 0—45.4 % versus 0-76.5 %, respectively), as well as a decrease in the amount of the removed breast
tissue without the negative effect on the frequency of resection margins, thus allowing minimization of the
extent of surgery and improvement of cosmetic outcomes.

Key words: breast cancer, neoadjuvant chemotherapy, breast-conserving surgery, margin status, volume

of tissue removed, cosmetic outcomes.

Beenenue

Pak monouno# xene3sr (PMXK) 3annmaet 1-e me-
CTO B CTPYKTypEe OHKOJOTHYECKOH 3a00ieBaeMOCTH
JKEHCKOro HaceJeHHs Poccun, oTMeuaeTcs mocTosH-
Hasi TeHAeHIMA pocTa 3a0oneBaeMocTH. B Hacrosee
Bpems B Poccun exeronHo perucrpupyercs dosee
70 000 nHoBBIX ciryuaeB PMOK. B 2018 . 3aperucrpu-
poano 70 682 HOBBIX cityyas, uto cocTtasinseT 20,9 %
B CTPYKType 3a00JI€Ba€MOCTH 3J0Ka4eCTBEHHBIMU
HOBOOOPA30BaHUAMH Y KEHIIHH [ 1].

HeoanproBanTHasd jJeKapCTBEHHAs Tepanus
(HAJIT) B Hacrosdiee BpeMs LIMPOKO NMPUMEHSIETCA
y 6ombHbIX onepadensHbIM PMIK ITA-IIIC craguii o
[IOKa3aHUsIM. XOTS 3HAUUTEIbHOTO YIy4IIeH s B 0€3-
PELMIUBHON U 00IIIeH BEDKHBAEMOCTH 10 CPABHEHU IO
C a/IbIOBaHTHOM JiekapcTBeHHOM Teparnueit (AJIT) He
Habmonaercst, Ho HAJIT umeer cBou npenmMymiecTna
[2—4]. bnaronaps npoeaenutro HAJIT npoucxoaut
perpeccusi OIryXoJIeBOTo y3Jla M H3MEHEHHBIX PETHO-
HApHBIX TUM(aTHYECKUX Y3JI0B, YTO IMO3BOJISIET KOH-
BEPTUPOBATh OOJNBHBIX, SBIAIOLIMXCS KaHIUAATaMH
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Ha MAacTIKTOMHIO, B MOTEHIMAIbHBIX KaHIUJATOB
JUTSI OPTaHOCOXPAHSIOIIETO XHPYPTUIECKOTO JICUSHHIS
[2, 3], a Takke u30ekaTh TUMPOIUCCEKIIUHA TPEX
YPOBHEH MJIM BBIIIOJHUTH OHOTICHIO «CTOPOIKEBOTOY
muMdoysna. IToT GakT ABIAETCS LEIbIO MOCIEIHUX
KIIMHUYECKHUX MCCIIETOBAHN.

B pabotax, MoCBSIIEHHBIX OPraHOCOXPAHSIOIIEMY
xupyprudgeckomy jgedenuto ¢ HAJIT, coxpanenue
TKaHU MOJIOYHOM KeJe3bI aCCOLIMUPYETCA € Ty UILIUMHI
KOCMETHYECKUMU PE3yIbTaTaMHU U, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
VIIy4IICeHHEM KadecTBa XU3HU OONbHBIX [5-9]. B
cBs3u ¢ 3tuM nposenenne HAJIT moxer ymydmars
3CTETUYECKHUE PE3YIIBTAThI JICYCHHsI OJlarogapsi CHIKe-
HUIO 00beMa pe3erpyeMoii TKAaHW MOJIOYHOM JKeIe3bI
[10-15]. Ognako Ha JAaHHBII MOMEHT HEIOCTAaTOYHO
MEXKTyHApOJHBIX PEKOMEHIAINH, YKa3bIBAIOUINX Ha
npumenenne HAJIT ¢ uenpio ymeHblIeHHsT oO0beMa
yaQIsIeMOM TKaHH.

JIBa OCHOBHBIX NMPUHINIA, KOTOPBIMHU JTOJKHBI
PYKOBOJICTBOBATHCSI XMPYPIH MPHU BBITIOTHEHUU Op-
ranocoxpanstonux onepamuii (OCO): nocTuxeHue
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REVIEWS

HETaTUBHBIX KPaeB PE3EKIMH U YIOBIECTBOPUTEIBHBIX
KOCMETHUYECKUX PE3YJIbTaTOB HACTOJIBKO, HACKOJIBKO
9TO TMPEJCTABIAETCS BO3MOXKHBIM. llonoXnuTenbHbIE
Kpasi pe3eKIUH YBEJIINUNBAIOT PUCK PEIUTUBUPOBAHUS
U, TAaKUM 00pa3oM, 4aCTOTy PEPE3CKIMI NIIH MACTIK-
tomuii [10-16].

3a mocnexnaue roasl mpuMmeHenne HAJIT croco06-
CTBOBAJIO YBEJIMUYEHHUIO YaCTOTHI MTOJTHON pe30pOIuu
omyxonesoro y3ia (pCR) npu oTHOCUTENBEHO HEOMa-
TONPUITHBIX MOJEKYISIPHO-OMOJIOTHYECKUX THIaX
PMX [17]. OgHako mOCTH)XKCHHE HETaTUBHBIX KpaeB
PE3EKIIUH MOXKET OBITh OCOOCHHO CJIOKHBIM TOCIIC
HAJIT, Tak Kak cTpoMa MOJIOYHOH JKeJie3bl CTAHOBUTCS
MEHEee OTEYHOM, a pe3u Ly albHbIC OITyXOJIEBbIC KIETKU
MOTYT OBITh Pa30pOCaHBI MO BCEMY JIOKY OITyXOJIH
[18, 19].

Lenbo nccineqoBaHus sSBISIETCSA aHATIU3 TUTEepa-
TypHBIX JaHHBIX IO pe3ynpTaraM OCO nocne HAJIT
B cpaBHeHuU ¢ AJIT, Bkiroyaromuil u3yueHue mupu-
HBI KpaeB Pe3eKIINH, YaCTOTy MOBTOPHBIX OIEPaInH,
peunanBOB, 00beMa yaansieMoi TKaH!, 3CTETUIECKUX
pe3yabTaTOB.

MarepuaJj u MeTOAbI

[Nownck nuTepaTypHBIX HCTOYHUKOB OBLT OCYIIECT-
BieH B cuctemax PubMed, Medline, Cochrane Library,
13 KOTOPBIX MoydeHo 1219 opuruHanbHbIX cTaTei,
3 HuX 1057 mocie mpouTeHusT aHHOTAIWHA OBLTH HC-
KJTIOUEHBI BCTIEICTBUE HECOOTBETCTBHS 3apaHee ycra-
HOBJICHHBIM KpUTEpHsIM, 162 cTaTbu ObLIM M3Y4YEHBI
JUISL OTIPEIENICHUs] HAIMYMS CIICAYIOIINX KPUTEPHUEB
BKJIIOUEHHSI: COCTOSIHUE KPAaeB PE3EKLUHU, YacTOTa
peoriepannii, 00beM yaansieMoi TKaH! U KOCMeTHYe-
CKHe pe3yJibTaThl. B KOHEUHOM HTOTE OBLTH OTOOPAHBI
22 WuccienoBaHMs, MOJHOCTHIO COOTBETCTBYIOIINX
3aJJaHHBIM KPUTEPHUSIM.

CocTosiHHe KpaeB pe3eKInu

W 4aCcTOTa peonepanui

Bcero B maHHBIN crcTeMarndecKuii 0030p BKITIO-
49eHO 22 CTaTbW, B KOTOPHIX OBIIN TPEACTABICHBI
JTAaHHBIE IO COCTOSIHMIO KPaeB Pe3eKIMHU U 4acTOTe
peoriepanuii (tabi. 1) [21-41]. B 10 uccnenoBanmsx
OIHMCaHbl XUPYPTHUECKHUE PE3yNbTAThI JIeUeHUs Oe3
MpeIIeCTBYOIIEN He0a bIOBAaHTHOM JIEKaPCTBEHHOM
Tepamnuu [21-29].

YacToTa HOJIOKUTEIBHBIX KpPaeB PE3eKIUU I0-
cine HAJIT cocraBmia 5-39,8 % 1mo cpaBHEHHIO C
13,1-46 % 6e3 HAJIT, uTto yBenmunBamIo 4acToOTy
peoriepannii Bo Bropoit rpymme — 0—45,4 % mnpotus
0-76,5 % cooTBeTCTBEHHO. [|0BOTHHO HU3KYIO YaCTO-
Ty TOJIOKUTEIBHBIX KPAaeB PE3EKIUU U peorepanuii
nocine HAJIT nponemoHcTpupoBanu 4 peTpoCneKTHB-
HEIX uccnenoBanus [20-22]. B ogHOM HccienoBaHu,
BKJIrOUaBIieM 626 6osnbHbIx PMK nocne HAJIT u
9 275 6e3 HAJIT, nponeMoHCTpUpOBaHa BBICOKAs
4yacToTa MO3UTUBHBIX KpaeB pesekunu (27,3 % mpo-
tuB 16,4 %) u peonepanuii (9,1 % mpotus 5,3 %)
nociae HAJIT [29]. B ocTranbHBIX HMCCIEAOBAHUSIX
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3HAYMMOM Pa3HUIIBI MEXKIY dTHMH ITOKa3aTeNsIMU HE
otMedeHo. B 12 uccienoBanmsIx ObLUTH TPEICTABICHBI
CJIC/IYIOIIUE PE3YJIBTAThl: YaCTOTA TO3UTHBHBIX KPAcB
pesexuuu nociae HAJIT ¢ mocnenyromeit OCO co-
craBuna 2-33,6 %, u3 xoropeix B 0—12.4 % ciayuyaes
BBITIOJTHEHBI pepe3eKiuu, a B 0,7-26,5 % — MacTIKTO-
muu [30—41]. YcTaHOBIICHO, YTO JIOJBKOBBIH paK ObLI
acCOLMUPOBaH ¢ 0oJiee BBICOKOW YaCTOTOMN ITOJIOKH-
TEJBHBIX KPaeB PE3EKIIUH B CPABHEHUH C TIPOTOKOBBIM
(MHBA3MBHBIM HECTICITU(DUICCKIM) PAKOM MOJIOTHOM
skenessl [29, 32, 39]. Tak, manpumep, W. Truin et al.
OIICHUJIN YaCTOTY peornepanuii (MacTIKTOMHUIA) B 3aBH-
CUMOCTH OT TUCTOJIOTUYECKOTO TUTIA paKa MOJIOYHOM
xkene3bl. [Ipy 107IpKOBOM pake JaHHBIN ITOKa3aTellhb Co-
cTaBmi 26,5 %, a Tpu NHBA3UBHOM HECTICIT(PHIECKOM
PMX —4,7 % [39].

O0bem peszennpyeMoii TKAHU

U KOCMeTHYecKHe Pe3yabTaThl

Jannbie 00 00beMe ynansgeMol TKaHH MOJIOYHOM
JKeJie3bl y OOBbHBIX, KOTOPBIM BbITonHeHB! OCO mo-
cine HAJIT, npencrasnensl B 15 uccienoBanusx: 2
KOTOPTHBIX PETPOCHEKTUBHBIX U 13 peTpoCrneKTHB-
HBIX [21, 23, 24, 27, 29, 35, 36, 38, 40, 41, 42-44].
Cpennue 00beM M BeC pe3eupyeMoil TKaHW BapbH-
poBaiu ot 43,7 em® 10 268 cM® u oT 26,4 T 10 233 1
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B onnom u3 uccnenosanwmii [21] mpoBeneH cpas-
HUTEJBHBIN aHaN3 JIaHHBIX U3 MPOCIECKTUBHOTO
PaHIOMHU3NPOBAHHOTO MCCIIEIOBAHUS C PE3YIIbTaTaMt
nedenus 00mbHBIX PMIK, koTopsiM BBITTOTHEHE OCO
nocine HAJIT u AJIT. bonbsasie PMX ¢T1-3N0-2
OBUIM PaHIOMHU3UPOBAHBI B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT CXEM
nekapcTBeHHOW Tepanuu. COrllacHO pe3ylbraram
HCCIeIOBaHUS MpU pazmepe omyxosieBoro yzia cT1
CTAaTHCTUYECKH 3HAYUMOM pa3HHIBI B 00beMe yja-
JSIEeMOM TKaHH B 3aBUCHMOCTHU OT MMPOBOAMMOTO HEO-
aJbIOBAHTHOTO WIIM aTbIOBAHTHOTO JICKAPCTBEHHOT'O
nedenus He O6bu10 (98 cM® mpotus 111 em?, p=0,51).
CpenHuil pazmep OMyXOJIEBOTO y35a MpHU KIMHHKO-
MHCTPYMEHTAIbHOM 00CIeI0BaHMH cocTaBuil 20 MM B
rpynne HAJIT u 15 mm B rpynne AJIT cOOoTBETCTBEHHO
(p=0,0055). [1pu pa3zmepax omyxoneBoro y3ia c12 u
¢T3 obbeM ynansiemoii TkKaHu ObLT 3HAYUTEIIHHO HUKE
B IpyIIie OOJILHBIX, KOTOPBIM Ha IIEPBOM 3Tarle IIPOBE-
nmena HAJIT (113 em?® mpotus 213 em?, p=0,0055) [21].
B 4 peTpocneKTHBHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHMSIX, N3yYaBIITUX
rpymmnsl 6omeHBIX PMOK, KoTOphIM ipoBouiu HAJIT
WIN HE NMPOBOJMIIH, TPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAHBI HEOIHO-
3HaYHbIE pe3yabTarel [23, 24, 27, 29].

C. Mazouni et al. onricanu pe3yIbTaThl XUPyprude-
ckoro jeueHus 214 6ompubix PMIK ocie OCO u 45
OOJIBHBIX, KOTOPHIM BBIIIOJHEHBI OHKOTIACTUYECKHE
peseknuu (OIIP) mocie HAJIT. O6bem ynansemoit
TKaHu ObLT HIDKE B repBoit rpymme OCO 1o cpaBHe-
auto ¢ OITP (98 mpotus 180 cm?, p<0,0001). B rpymnme
OCO 14,5 % OblIM HEJOCTATOYHO YAOBJICTBOPEHBI
pesynsTaraMu JiedeHus, 47,9 % yMepeHHO ynoBieT-
BOpeHBI 1 37,6 % OBLTH OYCHB TOBOJIEHBI KOCMETHYIC-

SIBERIAN JOURNAL OF ONCOLOGY. 2021; 20(2): 118-126



OB30PbI

Ta6nuua 1/Table 1

BnusiHue HeoaabIOBaHTHOIO JIEKAPCTBEHHOTO JIeYeHUS Ha pa3Mep ONyXOJIeBOro y3na, cTeneHb fie4ebGHoro
natomopco3a 1 06LemM yaansaemon TKaHu Yy 60JIbHbIX PaKOM MOJIOYHOM Xerfe3bl, N0 AaHHbIM Pa3fIMyHbIX

nccnepoBarenen

Effect of neoadjuvant chemotherapy on the tumor size, pathological response grade, and the volume of
tissue resected in breast cancer patients according to data of various studies

ABTOpBI,
roxn/
Authors,
year

J.C.
Boughey,
2006 [21]

LK.
Komenaka,
2011 [23]

D.G. Tiezzi,
2008 [27]

H. Karanlik,
2015 [24]

J.H. Volders,
2016 [29]

F. Peintiger,
2006 [42]

Y.E. van
Riet,
2010 [33]

M.
Espinosa-
Bravo, 2011
[43]

M. Donker,
2013 [36]

Tun
HCCIICIOBAHNUS 1
HEPUOL
BpEeMEHH/
Type of the study
and study period

IIpocnexruBHOe
KOTOpPTHOE/
Prospective cohort
1998-2005

PerpocnextusHOE
KOropTHOE/
Retrospective
cohort
2002-2009

PerpocrexkTuBHOE
KOropTHOe/
Retrospective
cohort
1990-2003

PerpocnekTuBHOE
KOTOPTHOE/
Retrospective
cohort
2008-2011

PerpocnextusHOE
(HanMoHabHas
6a3a TaHHbBIX )/
Retrospective (na-
tional database)
2012-2013

PerpocriekriBHOE
KOTOpTHOE/
Retrospective
cohort
1987-2002

ITpocnekTnBHOE/
Prospective
2003-2008

PerpocnekTnBHOE
KOrOpTHO®/
Retrospective
cohort
1999-2009

PerpocriekTuBHOE
KOropTHO®/
Retrospective
cohort
2007-2010

H3yuaemble rpymiby/
Study groups

HAJIT vs 8 AJIT/
NACH vs ACH

HAJIT vs AJIT/
NACH vs ACH

HAJIT vs AJIT/
NACH vs ACH

HAJIT u 6e3 HAJIT/
NACH and without NACH

HAJIT u 6e3 HAJIT/
NACH and without NACH

Tary numn kpacurenn/
Tattoos or dyes

YcTaHOBKa JIOKAIM3AIMOH-
HOU WIIIBI MJIN PaJHOAK-
TUBHBIN 21/
Installation of a localiza-

tion needle or radioactive
IZSI

OCO nocne
HAJIT npo-
TuB OCO Ha
MIEPBOM JTarle,
abe./
Number of
BCS after
NACH (abs)

162 vs 101/
162 vs 101

38 vs 68/
38 vs 68

88 vs 191/
88 vs 191

80 vs 116/
80 vs 116

626 vs 9276/
626 vs 9276

109

47

149; 118 vs 31/
149; 118 vs 31

154; 214 vs 45/
154; 214 vs 45

CUBUPCKIM OHKONMOTMYECKW XXYPHAT. 2021; 20(2): 118-126

Pa3mep oImyxoneBoro
y3aa (Mm)/
Tumor size (mm)

Jlo HAJIT:
T1=20 MM vs 15 Mmm
(p=0,0055); T2=34,5 Mmm
vs 30 mm (p=0,143)/
Before NACT:
T1=20 mm vs 15 mm
(p=0.0055)
T2=34.5 mm vs 30 mm
(p=0.143)

Jlo HAJIT 46 mm vs 33
MM/
Before NACH 46 vs
33 mm

6 MM vs 19 mm (p=0,01)/
6 mm vs 19 mm (p=0.01)

Jlo HAJIT: 38,4 mm vs
31,2 Mm
IToce HAJIT: 17,3 mm
vs 31,2 mm/
Before NACT: 38.4mm
vs 31.2 mm
After NACT: 17.3 mm vs
31.2 mm

Jlo HAJIT 35 mm/
Before NACH 35 mm

Jlo HAJIT 34 mm
Tloce HAJIT 8 mm/
Before NACT 34 mm
after NACT 8 mm

Jo HAJIT 31 mm npotus
32 mm/

Before NACH 31 mm vs
32 mm

OITP/
Onco-
plastic
resec-

tion

O06beM U Bec yna-
JIICMOM TKaHU/
Volume and
weight of tissue
removed

pCR

T1:98 vs 111 cm?
T2: 113 vs 213 om®
(p=0,0043)/
T1:98 vs 111 cm®
T2: 113 vs 213 cm®
(p=0.0043)

143.,6 vs 273,9 cm®
(p=0,003)/
143.6 vs 273.9 cm®
(p=0.003)

108 vs 78 cm?
(p=0,002)/
108 vs 78 cm?
(p=0.002)

132,2 vs 158,1 cw®
(p=0,04)/
0, —
37% 1302 vs 158.1 em?®

(p=0.04)

50 mporus 46 cm?/

0,
17% 50 vs 46 cm?®

100 % 73,12 em’/ cm? -

107,25 em®/ em?/
0, > _
40% 38,61 r/g

0,
niin:B 268 vs 143 cm?/
. _
459 268 vs 143 cm

53rvs48r/
0, —
38 % 53rvs48r
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OkoH4aHue Tabn. 1/Endof table 1

PerpocnexruBHoe 98 vs 180 o
C Mazouni, i BCS or Recomsuive 23552141549 - U eoonr
2013 [35] pectiy ety 259; 214 vs 45 v 98 vs 180 cm® i
cohort surgery 222 %
2002-2010 (p<0,0001)
PerpocnextusHOE
M. Ramos KoroprHoe/ H(f[;? 1?2}';"1??,13 ;ILAM/
201438)  Reopeetive B 38 Before NACH 283 mm 26.41/g -
2008-2012 After NACH 11.7 mm
PerpocnexTusHOE Merannuueckuii mpoBo-
: KOTOpTHO®/ JIHUK WJIM MHTpaolepanu- Ho HAJIT 24,5 mm vs 3
L.T. Rubio, Retrospective omroe Y3/ 213; 145 vs 69/ 24,1 mm/ 324vs 54,18 vs 43,72 cm?/ B
2016 [40] col‘lljon izl e e 213;145vs 69  Before NACH 24.5mm  43,4%  54.18 vs 43.72 cm?
2008-2012 tive ultrasound vs 24.1 mm
Jlo HAJIT 49 mm vs
53 Mmm
IIpocnextuBHOC IMocne HAJIT 23 mm vs 125,19 vs
A. Chauhan, KoroprHoe/ B CSC?R“””HOPC/t i 100; 43 vs 57/ 44 vm (p=0,04)/ - 187,54 em¥/ 570,
2016 [41]  Prospective cohort or feconstructive 100; 43 vs 57 Before NACH 49 mm vs 125,19 vs 187,54 °
2012-2014 surgery 53 mm com’®
After NACH 23 mm vs
44 mm (p=0.04)
PerpocnekruBHoe
G.F Carrara TR P Jlo HAJIT 52 mm/
? Retrospective = 98 13,3 % 233r 26,50 %
2017 [44] cohort Before NACH 52 mm
2005-2012
Ta6bnuua 2/Table 2
YactoTta pa3Butus peuuguea npy noriHom natomopdornorunyeckom oresete pCR
Frequency of recurrence in patients with pathological complete response (pCR)
Uccnenoanue/ CR YacroTa penuanBoB/ [lepuon HabmoneHws, Mec/
Study P Frequency of recurrences Follow-up period (months)
Caudle, 2012 124 (20,8 %) 0,34 % 64
Bonadonna, 2002 7 (3,3 %) 1,52 % 60
Fastner, 2014 15 (14,0 %) 0,45 % 59
Noh, 2014 102 (39,2 %) 0,28 % 66
Shen, 2004 4 (12,1 %) 0,55 % 91
Cho, 2013 38 (30,6 %) 0,17 % 46
Jimbo, 2014 63 (32,5 %) 1,39 % 61
Yamazaki, 2015 56 (25,8 %) 2,16 % 84
Rouzier, 2001 28 (10,9 %) 0,42 % 67
Mclntosh, 2003 18 (40,9 %) 0,47 % 62
Beriwal, 2006 37 (24,2 %) 0,74 % 60
Bcero 492 (22,4 %) 0,59 % B cpennem 65,4/Average 65.4

Ta6nuua 3/Table 3
10-neTHAA YacToTa peLunguBOB paKa MOJIOYHOW Xerne3bl NPy pa3fUYHbIX COCTOSIHUAX KPaeB pe3eKkuuu,
no AaHHbIM MeXAOYyHAapOoAHbIX OHKOJIOrM4eCKMX LUeHTPOoB

The 10-year recurrence rate in breast cancer patients with different status of surgical margins according to
data of international cancer centers

MesxnyHaponHbIi HeratuBHbie kpas 3aKphIThIC [To3utuBHbBIE Kpast
OHKOJIOTHYIECKHUI LIEHTP/ Yucno manueHTok/ pe3exiun/ Kpast pe3eKunn/ pe3sexuun/
International cancer Number of patients Negative resection Closed resection Positive resection
centers margins margins margins
IGR 757 6% NA 14 %
FCCC 1262 7% 14 % 12 %
Stanford 289 2% 16 % -
Tufts 498 2% 2% 15 %
Curie 257 1% 32 24 %
Dutch 1753 6,9 % 12,2 %
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CKHMHU pe3yNbTaTaMH 110 CpaBHEHNUIO ¢ Tpymnmnoi OITP
(p=0,52) [35]. H. Karanlik et al. ormcanu pe3ynbrars
neueHust 252 6ompHBIX PMIK ¢T2, KOTOpBIM BBITIOIN-
Henbl OCO B 2008-2011 rr. O0beM pe3erupyemMoit
TKaHU ObLIT HIDKE Yy OOJBHBIX, KOTOPBIM NPOBEJCHA
HAJIT (158,1 cm® mpotus 132,2 cm®, p=0,04) [24].
Xopolne/OTITHYHbIe KOCMETHYECKHE PEe3yIbTaThl
obu1H oT™MeueHbl ocie HAJIT o cpaBHEHUIO ¢ rpyri-
noii 00JBHBIX, KOTOPBIM He ipooauin HAJIT (92 %
npotus 80 %, p=0,03).

Taxum 00pa3om, HET JOKa3aTeNbCTB, MOATBEPIK-
nmaromux nonoxkureinsuoe Bausaue HAJIT na gacro-
Ty HETaTUBHBIX KpaeB PE3eKLUU U, CIEI0BaTEIbHO,
CHIDKEHHE YacTOTHI peornepanuid. IT0 MOXKET OBbITh
CBSI3aHO C IeNBIM psifoM (akTopoB. Bo-nepBrIX, He-
JIOCTaTOYHOE KOJIMYECTBO JAHHBIX U3 MIPOCTIEKTHBHBIX,
KOHTPOJIUPYEMBIX HCCIEI0BaHUH, COOOMIAOIMNX O
pe3yibTaTax XUpypruyeckoro jgeueHus. Bo-BTopsix,
[peAonepallMOHHasl BU3yalu3alusi U OLICHKA pe3u-
JIyaJbHBIX OIYXOJIEBBIX Y3JIOB 3HAYUTEIHHO YCIIOXK-
HSIOTCS TTOCJIe YMEHBIIEHUs pa3zMepoB omyxonn. Kak
CJIEZICTBHE, MAaKPOCKOIIMUYECKAsl OLICHKA HaXOXKICHHS
pe3uayanbHON OIyX0JIM HHTPAOIIEPALMOHHO 3aTPy-
HeHa. MapkupoBka omnyxosieBoro y3na nocie HAJIT
KpaiiHe BakKHA JUIsl WICHTU(GUKAIUN PE3UTyaIbHOM
OITYXOJIH WJIH JIOXKA OITYXOJIU U TOCTHKEHHS YUCTOTBI
KpaeB peszekuuu [34, 36, 37, 40].

Yacrora mosHOro maroMopgoIoTnIecKoro OTBeTa
(pCR) mocne HAJIT 3HaunTEIbHO yBEIUYUIACH B
TEYEHHUE MOCIICHUX JIeT Onaroaaps MpUMEHEHHUIO Tap-
TeTHOM Tepanuu y 0oibpHBIX Her2/neu-mo3uTHBHBIM
PMX — ¢ 12 no 40,4 % [27, 33, 35, 36, 40, 42-44].
JlocTrxeHre HeTaTUBHBIX KPAeB PE3EKIIUH B TPYIIIe
0obHBIX, KOTOPbIM BhINONHEHBI OCO nociie HAJIT,
SIBJISIETCSl TUCKYTa0EJIbHBIM BOIIPOCOM, OCOOCHHO
B CIIy4asX MOJHOUW pe30pOInu OMyXOJeBOTO y3ia.
OnHYM U3 apTyMEHTOB SIBIIAETCS BO3MOXKHOCTH TIPO-
BEJICHUS JIUCTAHUMOHHOW JIy4eBOW Tepamuu Ajs
YCTPaHEHUsI MUKPOCKOIMMYECKUX OCTATOYHBIX OITy-
XOJIEBBIX KJIETOK, UYTO IO3BOJIIET CHU3UThH YaCTOTY
PeUUIMBUPOBAHHUS.

Yacrora peniuBoB

U 0e3penMIUBHAsI BBILKUBAeMOCTh

B 2018 r. mposeneno uccienonanwue J. Choi et al.,
LENBI0 KOTOPOTO OBbLI aHajn3 B3aWMOCBSI3H MEKIY
LIMPUHON KPaeB Pe3eKIMH MOCIE OPraHOCOXPaHsIIo-
LIEro JIYCHUs y MauueHToK, nonseprmuxcs HAJIT,
c O0e3penuauBHON W OOMIEeH BBIKHWBAEMOCTHIO. B
rccrnenoBanue BkIodeHo 382 GompHBIX PMIK [-I11
CTaJluu, cpefHnil Bo3pacT — 51 rox, cpeaHuit JuaMerp
omyxosieBoro ysna — 3 cM. [lonHbIN KIMHHYECKU
otBeT ObL1 gocTUrHyT y 105 (27,5 %). Ilonoxurens-
HBIE Kpas pe3eKnuu oTMedeHsl B 8 (2,1 %) ciaygasx,
kpas pesexiun <1 mm — B 65 (17,0 %), 1,1-2 MM — B
30 (7,9 %), 2 mm — B 174 (45,5 %) HaOmIONCHHSIX.
[IsaTunernsis Oe3peluaArBHAs BBKUBAEMOCTb COCTa-
Buna 85,5 %, obmas BepkuBaeMocTh — 90,8 %. Ha
OCHOBAaHMH TMPOBEJAECHHOTO MCCIEIOBAHUS aBTOPHI
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HE OTMETHJIH CTaTUCTHYECKU 3HAYUMOU pPa3HUIIBI
MEXIy Oe3peIUANBHON U OOIIeH BBEIKHBAEMOCTHIO
NpY IIUPUHE KpaeB pe3eKuu Ooliee U MEHee 2 MM.
Taxke CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYUMBIX Pa3lIU4Uid B 3THUX
MoKa3aressiX He ObLIIO OTMEYEHO TP IMIMPUHE KPaeB
Oomee u MeHEEe 1 MM COOTBETCTBEHHO [45].

CornacHo cucTeMaTH4YecKoMy 0030py U MeTa-
aHanu3y, nposeaeHHomy X. Li et al., B KoTopbiii ObuIn
BKJIIOUEHBI pe3ynbrarsl 17 uccnenoBanuii (4 639 60mb-
HeIX PMIK), n3y4yena 3aBHCHMOCTh Oe3peruInBHOMI
BBDKHUBAEMOCTH TIPH MOJIHOHN MaToMopQoIornieckon
pe3opomuu (pCR) ¥ mpu HamU4YuuU pe3uayanbHbIX
OTMYXO0JEeBBIX y310B. Y3 2 197 GONbHBIX, KOTOPBIM
BbinosiHeHbl OCO nocne HAJIT, yactota peunausa
cocrasmia 3,9 % (0-10,8 %) B rpynme pCR u 8,1 %
(2,3-17,2 %) B rpymnie OOJIbHBIX ¢ Pe3UayabHBIMH
oryxoJieBbiMH y31amu. OObeMHCHHBIC JAHHBIC ITPO-
JIEMOHCTPHUPOBAITH, YTO OOJIbHBIE, KOTOPBIE IOCTHTIN
pCR ipu OCO mocire HAJIT, nmenu 3HaYUTEINEHO 60-
Jiee HU3KHUE [TOKa3aTeIH YaCTOThI PEIIHMBUPOBAHUS —
cymmapso 0,59 % (0,38—0,92 %) u, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
Jy4IIIe IOKa3aTely S-JIeTHel 0e3peIInBHON BEIKHU-
BaeMocTH B aHHOH rpymme — 0,47 % (0,26-0,83 %)
(Tabm. 2) [46].

J.A. Alberro et al. B MeTaananu3e U3y4usid OT-
naneHssle pesynsrarsl npu OCO nocine HAJIT B
cpaBaennu ¢ AJIT y 6onpHBIX panauM PMOK. ['pymima
6ompHBIX PMOK, KOTOpBIM Ha ITEpBOM STarie MpoBeIeHa
HAJIT, umenu 6onee Boicokyro yactoty OCO (1504
(65 %) 32320 mpotus 1135 (49 %) 3 2318, KOTOpHIM
MIPOBE/ICHA JICKAPCTBEHHAS TEPAIlvs B aJbIOBAHTHOM
pexnme). YacTtoTa penuauBUpPOBAHUSA OKa3alach
BhIIIE y OOJIbHBIX, KOTOphIM mpoBeaeHa HAJIT (me-
puoxa HaOmonenus 15 ser): 21,4 % nportus 15,9 %
nocie AJIT, uro Beimre Ha 5,5 % (2,4-8,6). Jlanubii
(hakT TOATBEPKIACT OTCYTCTBHE HEOOXOTUMOCTH
nposenenuss HAJIT GonbabiM panaum PMIK, a¢-
(hEeKTUBHOCTD JIAHHOTO BH/JIA JICUCHHUSI BBIIIE B TPYIIIEC
0onpHBIX ¢ T2-3N0-3MO [47].

[TomyueHHBIE TUTEpaTypHBIEC TaHHBIE YKA3bIBAIOT
Ha MPSIMO TPOTIOPIIMOHATILHYIO 3aBUCHMOCTh MEKITY
YaCTOTON/HATMYUEM TIO3UTHBHOTO Kpasi PE3eKIUHU U
yactoToil perunuBoB. Tak, D.G. Tiezzietal. B 19,3 %
CITy4aeB He BBITIOJNHSIN PEPE3CKINIO TIPU TTOJIOKHU-
TEJNIHBIX WM TECHBIX KpasX PE3CeKIMH BCIICICTBHE
0TKa3a WM OTCYTCTBHSI NOKa3aHUH (TpopacTaHus
OITyX0Ju B (paciiyio OONBIION IPYAHON MBIIIIIb), Ya-
cToTa peunauBupoBanus cocrapuua 11 % [27]. Takum
00pasom, OJTHUM U3 OCHOBHBIX (JaKTOPOB, BITHSIOIITIX
Ha YacTOTY Pa3BUTHsI PELUUAMBA, SBISICTCS TTOJIOMKH-
TEeJIbHBIA MaprUHaJbHBIA cTatyc (Tadm. 3) [48].

3akiiroueHue

OpnHoit u3 3aaa4 xupypra mnpu seimoiaaennn OCO
nociae HAJIT sBasieTcd AOCTH)KEHHE HEraTHUBHBIX
KpaeB pe3ekiuu. [1o3uTuBHbBIE Kpas pe3eKLnu Npu-
BOJIAIT HE TOJBKO K IOBBIIICHHUIO YAaCTOTHI PA3BUTHS
PELUUANBOB, HO U K YBEJIMUEHUIO YACTOThI IIOBTOPHBIX
OIEPALIU, YTO SIBJISETCS IPUUMHON HEYOBJIETBOPU-
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TEIbHBIX KOCMETHUUYECKUX PEe3ylIbTaTOB U Pa3BUTUA
TICUX0AMOIIMATIFHOTO cTpecca y OOJIbHBIX. MHOTHE
paHee TPOBOAMMEIC KIMHUYECKUE MCCIICIOBAHMUS,
MOCBAIIEHHbIE HEOAABIOBAHTHOM JIEKAPCTBEHHOMU
Tepanuu nipu PMIK, kak npaBuiio, ObUTH WHUIIMHPO-
BaHbI OHKOJIOTaMH, KOTOPBIE B HEKOTOPOW CTENeHU
npeHeOperann XUPyprudecKUMH pe3yiIbTaTaMH,
YTO OTPaXKajoCh B OTCYTCTBUU JAHHBIX O IIHPUHE
U COCTOSTHUM KPacB PE3EKLUU U 00beME yIalsieMbIX
TKaHEeH B paHOMU3UPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOIHPYEMBIX HC-
cienoBanusx [49]. I3ydeHHbIC TUTEpaTypHBIC JTaHHBIC
YKa3bIBAIOT HAa OTCYTCTBUE BIUSHISI 3TAITHOCTH JIEKap-
CTBEHHOTO JICUCHHUS HA YACTOTY PEIIUIUBUPOBAHUS, HO
CBUJICTENIBCTBYIOT O CHUKEHUH YaCTOThI TO3UTHBHBIX
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