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AHHOTauus

B HacTosLee Bpems HeobxoaM MOUCK HOBbIX MPOrHOCTUYECKUX haKTOPOB Y OOMbHbIX HECBETIIOKMETOYHbIM
NMOYEYHO-KMEeToYHbIM pakom (HMIKP) ans npoBeneHns nepcoHanuavMpoBaHHOW Tepanuu C LENbo NOBbILLE-
HMS NokasaTenen BbhbkmBaemocTu. Llenb nccnegoBaHus — nsyveHve Hambonee BaxHbIX MPOrHOCTUYECKMX
(haKTOpOB, BNUSIOLLMX HA NOKasaTenun BbbkmBaeMocTun y 6onbHbix HMITKP. MaTtepuan n metoabl. lNMpoBeaeH
PETPOCNEKTMBHbIV aHanu3 gaHHbix 114 naumeHToB ¢ HMIKP, nonyyaBLumx nedeHne B MOCKOBCKOM ropoa-
CKOW OHKonorudeckon 6onbHuue Ne 62 1 MfopoackoM KIMHUYECKOM OHKOMNorm4eckom avcnaHcepe r. CaHkT-
Metepbypra ¢ 2006 no 2022 r. MNManunnapHbIn pak BeigBneH y 46 (40,3 %), xpomodobHbI —y 19 (16,7 %)
1 capkomatounaHbii — y 49 (43 %) naumeHToB. HebnaronpuaTHbIA NPOrHo3, Mo AaHHbIM MexayHapogHoro
koHcopumyma 6a3bl [MKP (IMDC), 6biny 74 (64,9 %) nauneHToB, Npu 3TOM HU3KoAMMdEPEHLMPOBAHHbIE
onyxonu avarHocTupoBaHbl y 72 (63,2 %). MHOXeCTBEHHblE MeTacTasbl BbisiBeHbl y 88 (77,2 %) 60onbHbIX.
M3y4yeHbl KnMHMKO-Mopdhonornyeckne akTopbl MPOrHo3a, BAMSIOLME HA MoKasaTenu BbDKMBAEMOCTU Y
oonbHbIX HMIKP. Pe3ynbTarthl. [NMokasaTtenu 3- n 5-netHen o6wwel BbbkuBaemocTtn (OB) y 6onbHbix HMIKP
coctaBunu 27 % [95 % AW 20-37 %] n 10 % [95 % OWN 5-18 %] cooTtBeTcTBEHHO. [Mpn ogHOMaKTOPHOM
aHanm3ae BbISIBMIEHO, YTO OTpuLaTenbHoe BNMsHME Ha NoKasaTenn BbPKMBAEMOCTH OKa3blBanu rmctonormye-
ckuin nogTmn onyxonu (p<0,001), cTaTtyc no wkane oueHkn obero coctosHus 6onbHoro (ECOG) (p=0,048),
cTeneHb anddpepeHumpoBku onyxonu no Fuhrman (p<0,001), konnyecTtBo metacTtasos (p=0,019), meTacTasbl
B neveHb (p=0,012) n numdatuyeckue yanol (p<0,001), ypoeHb remornobuHa (p<0,001), wenodHomn goc-
gatasbl (p<0,001), naktataermgporeHassl (JIAN) (p=0,005), TpomGouuToB (p<0,001) n CO3 (p<0,001), a
Takke npoBeadeHne metactadaktomum (p=0,033). MNpy MHOrohakToOpHOM aHanu3e Bo3pacT craplue 75 net
(p=0,041), ructonornyeckmii nogtun onyxonu (p=0,015), Tnn metactasos (p=0,049), meTacTasbl B Ne4YeHb
(p=0,011) n numdpatnyeckne yanol (p=0,026) n ypoBeHb remornobuHa (p=0,001) 6biny AONONHUTENBHBIMU
akTopamu, BnusioWwMMK Ha nokasatenu OB y naumeHToB ¢ HMIKP. 3aknto4veHue. MporHoctnyeckue
hakTopbl, N3y4eHHble B AaHHOM MCCNefoBaHMM — BO3pacT cTaplue 75 neT, Tun MeTactasoB, MeTacTasbl B
neyeHb, umdartnyeckme yanbl 1 ypoBeHb reMornoburHa, — MoryT obecneynTb NepcoHann3npoBaHHbINA NOAXOL,
K KOMMITEKCHOMY JNIEYEHUNIO 1 OLIEHKY NoKasaTenen BbhkMBaemMocTu y nauneHToB ¢ HMIKP.

KnioueBble crioBa: HECBETIOKNETO4YHbIN paK, 06las BbXKMBAeEMOCTb, MPOrHocTnyeckue (pakTopsbl.
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Abstract
Currently, there is a need to search for new prognostic factors in patients with non-clear cell renal cell carcinoma
(nccRCC) for personalized therapy to improve survival rates. Objective: to study the most important prognostic
factors influencing survival rates in patients with nccRCC. Material and Methods. Aretrospective analysis of
the data of 114 patients with nccRCC treated at the Moscow City Oncologic Hospital No. 62 in Moscow and
the City Clinical Oncology Center (St. Petersburg) from 2006 to 2022 was carried out. Papillary cancer was
detected in 46 (40.3 %) patients, chromophobe cancer in 19 (16.7 %) and sarcomotoid cancer in 49 (43 %)
patients. Seventy-four (64.9 %) patients had an unfavourable prognosis according to International RCC Data
Base Consortium, with low-differentiated tumors in 72 (63.2 %) patients. Multiple metastases were detected
in 88 (77.2 %) patients. The study investigated clinical and morphologic prognostic factors influencing survival
rates in nccRCC patients. Results. The 3- and 5-year overall survival (OS) rates in nccRCC patients were 27 %
[95 % CI 20-37 %] and 10 % [95 % CI 5-18 %], respectively. Univariate analysis in patients with nccRCC
revealed that survival was negatively affected by tumor histological subtype (p<0.001), ECOG performance
status (p=0.048), Fuhrman tumor differentiation grade (p<0.001), number of metastases (p=0.019), liver
metastases (p=0.012) and lymph node metastases (p<0.001), hemoglobin (p<0.001), alkaline phosphatase
(p<0.001), lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) (p=0.005), platelets (p<0.001), and ESR (p<0.001) levels, as well
as metastasectomy (p=0.033). In multivariate analysis, age older than 75 years (p=0.041), tumor histological
subtype (p=0.015), type of metastases (p=0.049), liver (p=0.011) and lymph node (p=0.026) metastases, and
hemoglobin level (p=0.001) were additional factors affecting the OS in patients with nccRCC. Conclusion.
The prognostic factors, such as age over 75 years, type of metastases, metastases to liver, lymph nodes,
and hemoglobin level, may provide a personalized approach to comprehensive treatment and evaluation of

survival rates in patients with nccRCC.

Key words: non-clear cell cancer, overall survival, prognostic factors.

Beenenne

CBETJIOKIETOYHBI METACTATUUECKHUI MMOYEUHO-
kiretounblil pak (cBIIKP) cocraBnsieT OONBIIMHCTBO
cirygaeB paka mouku (70-85 %) [1, 2], B mocienHee
BpeMsl HAOJIOZaeTCsl Tporpecc B pa3pabOTKe CH-
cTeMHOH JiekapcTBeHHON Tepanuu. Onnako HMITKP
ommyaercst o ¢cBMIIKP Tem, uto BkitouaeT B cebs
pPa3ITUYHbBIE THCTOJOTHYECKUE THIIBI, TAKHUE KaK I1a-
MJUIIPHBINA, XpoMO(DOOHBIH, CApKOMAaTOWIHBIN pak,
1 9HUCIIO ciiydaeB 3a0osieBanusi MeHbIe. [lockombky
MPOTOKOJIOB CHCTEMHOHN JIEKAPCTBEHHOU Tepanuu
npu HMIIKP pekomeHnn0oBaHO HEMHOIO, Ipenaparsl,
ucnoisb3yemblie npu cBMIIKP, mpumMensitoTcs u npu
HMITKP, HecMoTpst Ha TO, 4TO MX 3PPEKTUBHOCTH
xyxe [2]. CornacHO peTpOoCNeKTUBHBIM HCCIIe10Ba-
HUSIM, CYHUTHHHO M TEMCHPOIUMYC PEKOMEH]IOBa-
HBI ipu MeTactarmdeckoMm HMIIKP [3, 4], Oxnako
BCJIEZICTBHE HEOOIBIIIOTO KOJIMUECTBA NCCIIEIOBAHHBIX
MHALMEHTOB HEOOXOIMMO HAKOIIUTH OOJIBbIIE JTaHHBIX
00 3¢ deKTUBHBIX Mpenaparax AJis JeKapCTBCHHON
teparmuu HMIIKP [5, 6]. Coobmanock, 9To HHTHOU-
TOPbI HMMYHHBIX KOHTPOJIbHBIX TOYEK 3((EKTHBHBI
y nanuentoB ¢ HMIIKP [7]. TIpensinymme paGoTs
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MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBaIN P HEKTUBHOCTH HUBOITyMa0a
IIPU METACTAaTUUYECKOM MOYEUHO-KIETOUHON Kapliu-
Home (MIIKP), a Takke TO, YTO HUBOITyMaO MOXKET
00€CneYnTh JTIONTOCPOYHbIE NMPEUMYIECTBa B IO-
KazaTessiX BhDKuBacMOCTH [8]. B Hacrosiiee BpeMs
B JIUTEpAType MPaKTHYECKH HET padoT Mo aHaIM3y
MporHoCcTHYeCKUX (hakTopoB y OombHEIX HMIIKP [9].
B macrosiimem uccienoBaHny MBI OIIPEISIIAIN He3a-
BHUCHMBIE TPOTHOCTUYECKHE MTPETUKTOPHI JUIS Malu-
enToB ¢ HMIIKP, ctarnctuuecku 3HaunMo BIUSIOLINE
Ha TI0Ka3aTel BBDKUBAEMOCTH.

Henap uccienoBanns — u3ydeHrne Hanodosee Baxk-
HBIX IPOTHOCTHYECKUX (DAKTOPOB, BIUSIOMINX Ha [10-
Ka3aTesd BEDKUBAEMOCTH Y 001bHBIX ¢ HMITKP.

MarepuaJj u MeTObI

[IpoBeneH peTpOCTeKTUBHBIN aHATN3 TaHHbIX 114
narueHToB ¢ HMIIKP (Tabm. 1), koTopsiM poBeIeHO
KOMOWHHpOBaHHOE JieueHue Ha 6a3e [ opockoii oHKo-
norudeckoit 0ompHUIIBI Ne 62 1. MockBsI i ['opoackoro
oHKosornyeckoro aucmancepa r. Cankr-IlerepOypra ¢
2006 1o 2022 r. CpeHuii Bo3pacT O0JIbHBIX COCTABUII
61,2 roga (67 + 4,8 roga). Bce manueHTs momydanu
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KINMAHUYECKUE UCCNEOOBAHUA

CHCTEMHYIO ITPOTHBOOIYXOJEBYI0 Tepanuio. Hanbo-
JIee 4acTo BCTPEeyasICsl NAIJISIPHbINA MOATHII OITyXOJIH
(40,3 %), am3koaud hepeHITnpOBaHHBIC 00pa30BaAHNS
(63,2 %), mHOKECTBEHHBIE MeTacTasbl (77,2 %) u He-
OnaronpusTHbIM nporHo3 o IMDC (64,9 %).

JlaHHble MaLMEHTOB ObLIM KOHCOJIMIMPOBAHBI B
BUJIE VIEKTPOHHBIX TAOIMIl U aHAJIN3UPOBAINUCH C
noMoIneto mporpaMmel Statistica 12 for Windows.
[IponomKUTENEHOCTD KU3HU PACCUUTHIBAIIN OT JAThI
[IOCTAHOBKH JIMArHo3a /10 AAThl MOCIIEeIHEro Ha0ro-
JICHUSl WX CMEPTH. BbDKHMBAaEMOCTb OLICHUBAJIN IO
Merony Karutana—Maiiepa, pasnuuus BBIKUBAEMOCTH
ompeJeNsiin ¢ noMonibo log-rank Tecra; mis uc-
KITIoueHHUs (pakTopoB, HE UMEIOLIMX CaMOCTOSTEIIb-
HOM MPOTHOCTHYECKOM 3HAUMMOCTH, HCIIOJIB30BaIH
perpeccuonnsrii ananu3 Cox. /st onmpenenenus Ha-
JIUYHS CTAaTUCTHUYECKH 3HAYMMBIX Pa3IUuYui MEXay
JIBYMsI MJIM Oosiee TPyIIaMu MO OZHOW HE3aBUCH-
MOU TIepeMEHHON HCITOJIb30BaJICS OMHO(MAKTOPHBII
aHanus. g ompezneneHus BIMSHUS HA 3aBUCHUMYIO
MEPEMEHHYI0 HECKOJIBKHX (haKTOPOB MCIIOIb30BAIICS
MHOTro(aKkTOpHbIN aHanu3. [IpoBeneH aHanu3 moka-
3arenerr OB y 6ompHBIX ¢ HMIIKP B 3aBucHMOCTH OT
KIIMHUKO-MOP(OTOTHIECKUX ITOKa3aTesieil. BermomHeH
aHaJIN3 OTHOIICHUH pUCKa COOBITHUS B ONIPEACTICHHBIN
MOMEHT BPEMEHH t B OZIHOI TpyIIe 110 CPABHEHUIO C
npyroii rpymmoi (Hazar Ratio (HR)).

Pe3yabrarsl

B nccnemoBanuu npeobiananu Myx4duHbel — 80
(70,9 %) GonpHbIX. HebnaronpusATHBIN MIPOTHO3 11O
IMDC ormeuen y 74 (64,9 %) manueHTOB, IpA STOM
HU3KOTU P HEepEeHIIUPOBAHHBIE OITyXOJIH JUArHOCTH-
poBanbl y 72 (63,2 %). MHOXECTBEHHBIE METACTa3bl
BbIsiBIICHBI Y 88 (77,2 %) OONMbHBIX. DTH TaHHBIC TO-
BOPSAT O TOM, 4TO Tpymima 6ombHbIX HMIIKP obmamaer
TAKEIION MeTacTaTU4eCKOW Harpy3Kou.

[pu ogHOpakTopHOM ananuze y 6oabpHbIX HMITKP
BBISIBJICHO, YTO HETaTHBHOE BIMSHHUE HA IOKa3aTesn
BBDKMBA€MOCTH OKa3bIBAJIU: THCTOJIOTHYECKHH IO/~
tum orryxoiu (p<0,001), ctatyc mo ECOG (p=0,048),
creneHb AudGepeHIMpoBKH omyxoiau no Fuhrman
(p<0,001), komnuectBo MeTacrtazos (p=0,019), meTa-
cra3el B iedenb (p=0,012) u numdarndeckue y3isl
(p<0,001), ypoBens remoriioouna (p<0,001), memod-
Holl (pocdaraser (p<0,001), makraTaeruaporeHasbl
(JIAD) (p=0,005), TpomboruToB (p<0,001) u COD
(p<0,001), a Taxxe mpoBeAEHHUE METACTAa33KTOMUU
(p=0,033). (Tabm. 1, puc. 2-8).

Memnana OB coctaBmma 19,2 [95 % [1U1 14,7-24,9]
Mec. B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT THCTOJNIOTMYECKOTO TIOITHIIA
OITyXOJIM IIpU CpaBHEHUHU KpuBbIX Kamnmana—Maiiepa
roKa3atenu 3- U S-JeTHel BEKUBaeMOCTH OOJBHBIX
TIPH MAMTTIIPHOM, XpOMO(GOOHOM U CApKOMATOMTHOM
pake coctaBuiu 39,7 % [95 % 1AM 27,15-58,18 %] u
11,4 % [95 % AU 4,56-28,26 %], 31,2 % [95 % AN
15,39-63,45 %] n 18,8 % [95 % AU 6,85-51,32 %],
14,3 % [95 % AU 7,20-28,36 %] u 6,1 % [95 % AU
2,05-18,33 %] cootBercTBeHHO (p=0,00043). IIpn
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srom meauada OB cocraBuia 29,5, 23,6 u 10,5 mec
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucumoctn ot craryca ECOG mokazarenu 3- u
S5-netHelt BhoKUBaeMocTu 0osbHBIX pu ECOG 0, 1,
2, 3 coctaBuiu 66,7 % [95 % AU 29,95-100,0 %] u
66,7 % [95 % AN 29,95-100,0 %], 47,1 % [95 % AU
31,15-71,11 %] n 18,8 % [95 % AU 7,93-44,67 %],
31,7 % [95 % AN 19,9-50,63 %] u 12,3 % [95 % AN
5,14-29,63 %], 7,3 % [95 % AN 2,46-21,75 %] u 0 %
cootBercTBeHHO (p<0,0001). Menuana OB npu ECOG
0 me nocturayTa, anpu ECOG 1, 2, 3 cocrapuna 31,4,
22,9 1 9,7 Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucuMoctu ot crenenu JuQPppeHInpOBKH M0
Fuhrman nipu cpaBHennu kpuBbix Karmana—Maiiepa
TIOKa3aTeyn 3- ¥ S-IeTHeH BEDKHBAEMOCTH OOJTHHBIX ITPH
G1, 2, 3 cocraBumm 40,0 % [95 % AN 13,67-100,0 %]
140,0 % [95 % A1 13,67-100,0 %, 95 % JAN], 36,2 %
[95 % U 22,47-58.,4 %] u 15,1 % [95 % AU 5,88—
38,8 %], 21,3 % [95 % AU 13,6-33,3 %] u 5,7 %

Survival curves for Overall
Based on Kaplan-Meier estimates

1.00 3-nerass OB:/3-year OS:
39%
5-nernsist OB:/5-year OS:
0.75 18 %

0 12 24 36 48 60
Time (months)

Number at risk
Al 114 76 4 27 15 9

Puc. 1. Obwas BbPKMBaEMOCTb MALMEHTOB C HECBETIOKIETOY-
Hbim [KP. MNprmeyaHre: pucyHOK BbINOMHEH aBTOpamu
Fig. 1. Overall survival of patients with non-clear cell RCC.
Note: created by the authors

Survival curves for Hystology

Based on Kaplan-Meier estimates
1.00 3-nernsist OB:/3-year OS:
39,7 %31,2 % 14,3 %
. S-nerusist OB:/5-year OS:
)
0.75 \ 11,4 % 18,8 % 6,1 %
-
g h
g
g 050 a
[ 1
a 1,
Log-rank  teeme fTETETIEETALS
0.25 %9
p=0.00043 o ___ 4olempeoooo-o.-.
= p S——
A
0.00
0 12 24 36 48 60
Time (months)
Number at risk
Hystology=anwnnapweii 46 39 22 15 8 4
Hystology=XpomodioGeaiii 19 15 8 5 2 2
Hystology=CapomoTonasesit 49 22 1 7 5 3

Puc. 2. Obwas BbIKMBAEMOCTb NaLMEHTOB C HECBETMNOKIETOY-
HbIM [KP B 3aBMCMMOCTM MMCTONOrMYECKOro NoATUMNa OMyXOnu.
MpumeyaHne: pucyHoK BbINOMHEH aBTOpamMu
Fig. 2: Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC
depending on tumor histological subtype.

Note: created by the authors
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Ta6nuua 1/Table 1

XapaktepucTtuka 6onbHbix HMIKP
Patient characteristics

KonmuectBo

Xapaxrepucruka/ OOJIBHBIX/
Characteristics Number of

patients (n=114)
[Mon/Gender
Myx/Male 80 (70,2 %)
Ken/Fem 34 (29,8 %)
Bo3pacr, 1er/Age, years
1844 11 (9,6 %)
45-59 32 (28,1 %)
60-74 58 (50,9 %)
>75 13 (11,4 %)
Craryc no mxaine ECOG/ECOG status

0 3 (2,6 %)
1 30 (26,3 %)
2 40 (35,1 %)

3 41 (36 %)

Jlokanu3anusi epBUIHON OITyXOJIH/
Localization of the primary tumor

Cnpasa /Right 54 (47,4 %)
CrieBa/Left 55 (48,2 %)
Jlycroponnee/Bilateral 5(4,4 %)

THCTOJIOrMYECKHIT OTHIT OITYXOJIH/
Histologic subtype of tumor
Manwusipasrii/Papillary
XpomodobHsrit /Chromophobic

46 (40,3 %)
19 (16,7 %)
CapromaroniHblif /Sarcomotoid 49 (43 %)
Crenens nuddepenimposku/Differentiation grade

Gl 6 (5,2 %)
G2 36 (31,6 %)
G3 72 (63,2 %)
KonnuectBo meractazoB/Number of metastases
Cosnurapusiii /Solitary 8 (7 %)
Ennananeie/Single 18 (15,8 %)
MmuosxectBenHbie/Multiple 88 (77,2 %)

Tun meracra3os/Type of metastases
Cunxponssre/Synchronous 65 (57,0 %)

Meraxponnbie/Metachronous 49 (43,0 %)

HpI/IMe‘IaHI/ICZ Ta6111/1ua COCTaBJIEHA aBTOpaMH.

Note: created by the authors.

[95 % 1AW 2,19-14,7 %] cootBercTBeHHO (p=0,008),
pu 3ToM Meauana OB — 26,4, 30,4 u 12,7 mec coot-
BETCTBEHHO (puc. 3).

B 3aBucumoctu ot creniern 1uGGPEHIMPOBKH 110
Fuhrman npu cpaBHennu kpuBbix Kartana—Maiiepa
MOKa3aTeau 3- U 5-JeTHel BbLKUBAEMOCTH OONBHBIX
TP COTUTAPHBIX, S AMHIIHBIX X MHOYKECTBESHHBIX Me-
tactasax cocraBuim 62,5 % [95 % JI1 36,54—100,0 %]
u 50,0 % [95 % ]I 25,0-99,98 %], 43,9 % [95 % AU
25,24-76,42 %] n 36,6 % [95 % AU 18,93-70,77 %],
20,7 % [95 % 1AW 13,47-31,66 %] u 0 % cooTBeT-
ctBeHHO (p<0,0001), mpu sTom meamara OB — 56,3,
26,4 1 14,2 Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.
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KommuectBo
XapakrepucTuka/ GOJIBHBIX/
Characteristics Number of

patients (n=114)
IIporuos mo IMDC/IMDC prognosis

Braronpustaeiii/Favorable 9 (7,9 %)
[Tpomexyrounslii/Intermediate 31 (27,2 %)
Heo6maronpusrtasrit/Poor 74 (64,9 %)
Jlokanmu3zanus meracta3zos/Location of metastases
Koctu/Bones 38 (33,3 %)
Jlerkue/Lungs 66 (57,9 %)
ITeuens/Liver 23 (20,2 %)

JIumdarnaeckue y3isr/Lymph nodes 47 (41,2 %)

[penpirymas HeppoKTOMES/

0
Prior nephrectomy R D%
I'emorno6un/Hemoglobin
Hopwma/Normal 73 (64 %)
<HWXHSIS TPaHHIa HOPMBI/ 41 (36 %)

<lower limit of normal
Tpom6onmte/Platelets
Hopwma/Normal
>BepXHIsl PaHUIIA HOPMBI/
upper limit of normal

70 (61,4 %)
24 (21,1 %)

< HIDKHSISI TPAHUIIA HOPMBI/
lower limit of normal
JIAT/LDH
Hopwma/Normal

20 (17,5 %)

76 (66,7 %)
>BepXHsis IPAHULIA HOPMBbI/
>upper limit of normal

lenounas docdaraza/Alkaline phosphatase
Hopwma/Normal 70 (61,4 %)

38 (33,3 %)

>BEpXHsS IPAHUIIA HOPMBbI/
>upper limit of normal
COD/ESR

Hopwma/Normal

44 (38,6 %)

38 (33,3 %)
76 (66,7 %)

13 (11,4 %)
13 (11,4 %)

>BepXHsisl [PAHHUIIA HOPMBI /
>upper limit of normal
Mertacra3zakromusi/Metastasectomy
Jlyaesas tepanusi/Radiation therapy

B 3aBHCUMOCTH OT YpPOBHSI TeMOTJIOOMHA MPH
cpaBHeHUU KpuBbix Karrana—Matiepa noka3zarenu
3- 1 5-nmeTHel BBDKMBAEMOCTH OOJBHBIX MPU I'eMO-
m1o6uHe B HopMe 1 aHnemun coctaBuiu 41,08 % [95 %
AN 30,7-55,0 %] u 16,5 % [95 % AU 9,3-29.,4 %],
4,76 % [95 % AN 1,2—18,4 %] u 0 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO
(p<0,0001), mpu sTom mennana OB — 26,9 u 10,5 mec
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucUMOCTH OT HaTUYHS WA OTCYTCTBUS Me-
TacTa30B B IICYCHb IPU CPaBHEHUU KpUBBIX Kammana—
Maiiepa nokazarenu 3- u 5-nerneil OB cocraBunu
31,5 % [95 % AU 23,0-43,2 %] u 10,8 % [95 % AU
5,7-20,5 %], 6,5 % [95 % 1AW 1,0-40,7 %] un 6,5 %
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poBku onyxonu no Fuhrman (6). MpumeyaHne: pucyHOK BbINOMHEH aBTOpamMu
Fig. 3. Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC depending on ECOG status (a) and Fuhrman tumor diffraction grade (b).
Note: created by the authors
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Fig. 4. Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC depending on the number of metastases (a) and hemoglobin level (b). Note:
created by the authors
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Tnyeckune yanol (6). NMpumeyaHne: pucyHoK BbINOIHEH aBTOpaMu

Fig. 5. Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC depending on the presence of liver (a) and lymph node (b) metastases. Note:
created by the authors
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MpuMeyaHne: pucCyHoK BbINOSIHEH aBTOpaMu
Fig. 6. Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC depending on the level of alkaline phosphatase (a) and LDH (b).
Note: created by the authors
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Fig. 7. Overall survival in patients with non-clear cell RCC depending on COE (a) and platelet count (b). Note: created by the authors
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[95 % A 1,040,7 %] coorBercTBerHo (p=0,01), mpu
stom Meanada OB — 22,4 u 12,0 mec.

B 3aBucuMoOCTH OT HAJIWYUS WIH OTCYTCTBHS
METAcTa30B B JUMQaTHYecKue y3IJbl IPU CpaBHE-
HuM KpuBbix Kamnana—Maiiepa nokazarenu 3- u
5-neTHell BeKMBaeMocTH cocTaBuwiu 28,2 % [95 %
J18,9-42,28 %] n 15,1 % [95 % AU 8,1-28,06 %],
25,1 % [95 % AU 15,1-41,7 %] u 2,9 % [95 %
J10,4-18,81 %] coorBerctBenHo (p=0,018), menuna-
Ha OB — 22,7 u 13,9 Mec cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucUMOCTH OT YpOBHSI IIETOYHOM (hocdaraspl
(I1®) mpu cpaBHeHun kpuBbix Kamimana—Maiiepa
nokaszaresnu 3- u 5-j1eTHel BbDKHBaeMocTH npu LD
B HOpPME W MOBBIMIEHNH cocTaBwid 38,5 % [95 %
JU 28,2-52.5 %] u 6,9 % [95 % AU 9,6-30,0 %],
10,0 % [95 % AU 4,0-25,0 %] u 0 % cooTBeT-
ctBeHHO (p<0,0001), menuana OB — 26,4 u 13,9 mec
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucHMMOCTH OT YPOBHS JIaKTATAETUAPOTCHA3BI
(JIAI') mpu cpaBHeHun kpuBbix Kammana—Maiiepa
nokaszareiu 3- U S-netHel BepkuBaemoctd mipu JIJI
B HOpME U mnoBbllleHnu coctaBuiu 35,11 % [95 %
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Ta6nuua 2/Table 2

®dakTopbl NPOrHo3a obLer BbhKMBaeMOCTH 60JbHbIX HeCBeT/oKNeTo4YHbIM MKP

(oaHobakTOpPHbLIVM M MHOTO(aKTOPHbLIN aHanu3)*

Prognostic factors for overall survival of patients with non-clear cell RCC

(univariate and multivariate analysis)*

OtHomeHne puckoB (95 % nOBEpUTENbHBIH HHTEPBAT)/
Hazard rario (95 % confidence interval)

®axrop/Factor
P OnHO(aKTOpHBIH aHaMN3/

Univariate test
Bospacr, net/Age, years

18-44 -
45-59 1,22 (0,57-2,62, p=0,616)
60-74 1,24 (0,61-2,52, p=0,557)
>75 1,43 (0,61-3,35, p=0,412)
Craryc no mkane ECOG/ECOG status
0 _
1 3,07 (0,41-22,97, p=0,274)
2 4,42 (0,60-32,63, p=0,146)
3 12,79 (1,71-95,56, p=0,013)

I'mcronormyeckuit monTumn omyxonu/Histologic subtype of tumor
[Manumsipusnii/Papillary -

1,14 (0,63-2,04, p=0,671)

2,24 (1,45-3,45, p<0,001)

Xpomoobusiit/Chromophobic
CapkomaronaHslit/Sarcomotoid
Crenens muddepenuupokwn/Differentiation grade

Gl _
G2 1,59 (0,55-4,65, p=0,393)
G3 2,82 (1,01-7,86, p=0,048)

Tun meractazos/Type of metastases
Cunxponssre/Synchronous =
Meraxponnsie/Metachronous 0,73 (0,49-1,09, p=0,121)
KommuectBo metactazos/Number of metastases
ComnmrapHslii /Solitary -
1,40 (0,55-3,54, p=0,478)
4,53 (1,89-10,85, p=0,001)

Enunnuneie/Single
MsuoxectBennsre/Multiple
Meracrass! B ieueHb/Liver metastases

Her/Present -

Ectr/Absent 1,87 (1,15-3,05, p=0,012)
Meracrasbl B tuMbarnueckue y3ias/Lymph nodes metastases

Her/Present =

Ectp/Absent 1,62 (1,08-2,42, p=0,019)

I'emorno6un/Hemoglobin 3,68 (2,39-5,66, p<0,001)

ILI®/ALP 2,46 (1,61-3,76, p<0,001)
JIAT/LDH 1,80 (1,19-2,72, p=0,005)
COD/ESR 2,22 (1,44-3,44, p<0,001)

2,92 (1,79-4,76, p<0,001)
2,22 (1,27-3,88, p=0,005)
0,48 (0,25-0,94, p=0,033)

Tpom6ouutsi/Platelets

Meracra3akromust/Metastasectomy

MHorodakTopHbIi aHaIN3/
Multivariate test

1,89 (0,71-5,03, p=0,201)
2,46 (0,97-6,22, p=0,057)
3,17 (1,05-9,60, p=0,041)

1,28 (0,13-12,43, p=0,832)
1,76 (0,18-16,90, p=0,623)
4,20 (0,42-41,94, p=0,222)

1,62 (0,86-3,06, p=0,139)
1,91 (1,13-3,22, p=0,015)

0,46 (0,09-2,42, p=0,360)
0,47 (0,09-2,54, p=0,382)

1,85 (1,00-3,40, p=0,04)

0,66 (0,19-2,31, p=0,514)
1,58 (0,39-6,43, p=0,521)

2,89 (1,27-6,55, p=0,011 )

1,94 (1,08-3,49, p=0,026)
3,13 (1,58-6,23, p=0,001)
1,55 (0,84-2,88, p=0,161)
1,13 (0,60-2,11, p=0,709)
1,43 (0,74-2,75, p=0,283)
0,96 (0,42-2,20, p=0,920)
0,98 (0,47-2,02, p=0,951)
0,48 (0,21-1,12, p=0,089)

Ipumeyanusi: * — MPUBEACHBI TOIBKO (BAKTOPBI, KOTOPBIC MPOJJEMOHCTPHPOBAIIN IPOTHOCTHYECKYIO 3HAYUMOCTh; TaOJIMIA COCTABIICHA aBTOPAMH.

Notes: * — shows only factors that have demonstrated prognostic significance; created by the authors.

JU 25,5-48,4 %] n 12,1 % [95 % AU 6,2-23,7 %],
11,8 % [95 % AW 4,8-29,1 %] n 5,9 % [95 % AN
1,6-22,4 %] cootBerctBerHo (p=0,0048), menuana
OB —24,9 u 13,9 Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucumoctu ot ypoBHs COD npu cpaBHEHUH
kpuBbix Kannana—Maiiepa rnokaszarenu 3- u S-neTHen
BBDKHBAEMOCTHU MPU HOPMAJLHBIX U TOBBIIIEHHBIX

CUBUPCKIY OHKONOTMMYECKW XXYPHAT. 2025; 24(1): 49-58

noka3zarensix COD cocraunu 48,1 % [95 % AU
33,93-68,11u 19,8 % [95 % 11 9,87-39,8 %], 17,0 %
[95 % AN 10,14-28,7 %] u 5,1 % [95 % AU
1,74-15,1 %] cootBeTcTBeHHO (p=0,00024), Menuana
OB — 30,4 u 13,9 Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBucuMoCTH OT ypOBHS TPOMOOIIMTOB TTOKa3a-
TeJH 3- ¥ 5-JIeTHEH BEDKUBAEMOCTH ITPH HOPMATTLHBIX,
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MTOBBIIICHHBIX U CHIDKEHHBIX TTOKA3aTeIIIX COCTABUIIH
38,7 % [95 % AU 28,25-52,9 %] u 15,8 % [95 % AU
8,75-28,6 %], 3,8 % [95 % AU 0,56-26,3 %] u 0 %,
21,1 % [95 % AU 8,81-50,3 %] u 0 % cooTBeTCTBEH-
HO (p<0,0001), memuana OB — 25,4, 11,2 u 7,6 mec
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B 3aBECHMOCTH OT IPOBECHUS METACTA39KTOMUHI
pu cpaBHeHNH KpuBbIX Karutana—Maiiepa nokasare-
71 3- ¥ S5-TIeTHEW BhDKUBACGMOCTH IMPH BBITIOJTHEHUU
WJIM HEBBITIOJIHEHUH JIAaHHOW [IUTOPEyKTHUBHOM OTle-
pamu coctaBunu 25,41 % [95 % AN 17,9-36,0 %]
u 7,92 % [95 % JIN 3,8-16,6 %], 41,67 % [95 % AN
21,3-81,4 %] u 25,0 % [95 % AU 9,4—66,6 %] coot-
BercTBeHHO (p=0,029), npu 3ToM menana OB — 32,8
n 18,4 Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.

[pu MHOTODaKTOPHOM aHAM3E BO3pacT crapiie 75
net [OP=3,17 (95 % JIN 1,05-9,60], ructonorunueckuit
nontun omyxomm [OP=1,91 (95 % AW 1,13-3,22],
tunn MetactazoB [OP=1,85 (95 % AU 1,00-3,40],
MeTacTtassl B medeHns [OP=2,89 (95 % JIU 1,27-6,55]
u nmumbaruyeckue y3iasl [OP=1,94 (95 % 1AW 1,08—
3,49] u yposenb remoniiobuna [OP=3,13 (95 % AU
1,58-6,23)] ObLIM JOMONHUTENHHBIME (haKTOpaMH,
OKa3bIBAIOIUMHU HE3aBUCHUMOE OTPHUIlATEIbHOE
BiusiHME Ha Tokazarenu OB y marnuentoB ¢ HMIIKP
(Tabm. 2).

Oo6cy:xkaeHue
Hecmotps Ha To, UTO B MocieqHee JecATHIICTHE
Bo3MoxHOCTH JieueHus cBIIKP 3naunTensHo pacuu-
pWIHCH, TaHHBIE 00 A3PPEKTHBHOCTH TAKOTO JICYCHUS
y marnueHToB ¢ HecBlIKP memuoroumncnenusr [10,
11]. B uccnenosannu 11 da3er nzyyanace 3pGexTuB-
HOCTh KOMOWHAIMU Ka003aHTUHUO M HUBOJyMada y
nanuentoB ¢ HMIIKP [12]. B npyrom nccienosanuu,
PAPMET 2, m3y4anach KoMmOnHaIms kab03aHTUHUO +
+ are3oau3ymMad B CpaBHEHHH C KaOO3aHTHHUOOM
B MOHOpEXHUME Y MallMeHTOB C METacTaTH4eCKUM
nanwuispueiM [IKP [13]. Hame uccnenosanue B pe-
AITPHON KIIMHUYECKOH MPAKTHKE TIO3BOJIHIIO BEISIBUTH
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JIOIIOJTHUTEINbHBIE (DAKTOPBI IPOTHO3a, BIAMSIOLINE Ha
nokaszaresnu BebkuBaeMocTH. [lokazarenn OB cocra-
Brin 39 u 18 Mec, 4TO cOOCTaBUMO C pe3yiibTaTaMU
R.J. Motzer et al. [14] u J. Graham et al. [15]. Kpome
TOTr0, HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO pa3Mep Halleil BHIOOpKU
OTpaHUYEH, MBI MOKa3aJId, YTO TOKa3aTeln BBIKH-
BAa€MOCTH MAIEHTOB C CAPKOMATOUHBIM MOATHIIOM
[TKP xyxe, 4eM y maeHToB 0e3 capKOMaTOUIHOTO
KOMITOHEHTA, 4TO TAK)K€ COMIACYETCsSI C pe3yabTaTaMy
MIPEBIYINX UccieaoBanmii [16].

OCHOBHBIM OI'paHUYEHHEM JJAHHOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS
SBIISIETCS TO, YTO MHOTHE MAI[MEHTHI, HAXOASIIUECS B
0a3e maHHBIX, romydanu jgedeHue mo 2018 r., xormga
CTaHJapT JeueHus nepemren oT Mmoroteparuu VEGF
K KOMOMHHUPOBaHHOU Tepanuu. PeTpocneKTuBHBIH
JU3aiiH ¥ HEeOOJbIIIOe KoMn4decTBO ciyyaeB HMIIKP
HE TI03BOJIMIIN POAHATN3UPOBATh KaXKABIN THCTONO-
THYECKHUN TUI B OTJEIBHOCTH.

BoNbIIMHCTBO MAaNMEHTOB MOJIYYaldHd TOJNBKO Te-
parmto VEGF. Ot0 oTpakaeT ucropuieckre MoJesnn
JICUEHUsI U PE3yJIbTaThl 110 CPABHEHUIO C TEKYIINM
CTaHAApTOM JiedeHus. B HacTosIEee BpeMs CyILECTBYET
OornpInasi moTpedHOCTh B KITMHUYECKUX CCIIEIOBAHUSAX
OOJIBHBIX C PA3TMYHBIMU TOATUIIAMH HECBETIOKIIETOY-
HOTO paKa MOYKH JUIsl BBIIBJIEHNS] HOBBIX JIpaiiBEpHBIX
MyTalMi, MPOrHOCTHYECKUX OMOMapKepOB OTBETAa U
MEPCOHATN3UPOBAHHBIX METOJOB JICUEHHUS IS YBEIIU-
YeHHA TOKa3aTesiel BBKMBAEMOCTH.

3akJirouenune

Bo3spact crapiiie 75 5iet, rTMCTOIOTHYECKUM TOATUIT
OMyXOJIM, THI METAcTa30B, METACTa3bl B MEUYCHb U
TUMQpaTUIECKUE y3JIbl U YPOBEHb FeMOTIIO0MHA ObLITH
JTOTIOJTHUTENTLHBIMHA (DaKTOpaMH, OKa3bIBAIOIIIMH HE-
3aBUCUMOE OTPHULATEIBHOE BIMSIHUE HA NOKA3aTEeNN
OB y nanmenToB ¢ HMIIKP. /lanHbIe MpOrHOCTHYECKHE
(hakTOpBI MOT'YT 00€CIICUUTH ITEPCOHATU3UPOBAHHBIH
MOAXOJ K KOMIUIEKCHOMY JIEYEHUIO U MOBBIIICHUIO
II0Ka3arenei BBKUBAEMOCTH Y NTALIMEHTOB C HECBET-
nokyierounbiM [TKP.
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