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JIEHEBHO-AUATHOCTHYECKHH AJITOPHTM Y BEPEMEHHBIX
2-3 TPHMECTPOB C INOAO3PEHHEM HA OCTPbIH ANIMNEHAHULIUT

ITocmynuaa B pegakyuto 24.04.2025 r.; npunsama x newamu 02.06.2025 r.
Pesiome

BBepeHHe. AnarHOCTHKA IPUIUH OCTPON OOAH B JKUBOTE Y 6€peMeHHBIX JKeHIITHH ITPEACTaBASIEeT COOON CAOSKHYIO 3aAa9y.
Baaropapst OTCyTCTBUIO HOHU3UPYIOIIEro U3AYUEHUS U AyUIlIe BU3yaAu3alliy alllleHANKCA I10 CPaBHEHHIO C yALTPa3ByKOBLIM
HCCAeAOBaHNEeM MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHas ToMorpadus Bce Jallle peKOMEeHAYeTCsI B KaUeCTBe aAbTePHATUBEI AAST OOCAEAOBaA-
HUA OepeMeHHBIX C OCTPOM OOABIO B JKMBOTe. OAHAKO B PSAAE CAydaeB BBIITOAHUTE MPT He IpepCTaBASIETCS BO3MOXKHBIM, YTO
orpaHHUYUBaeT IPUMEHEHNE AQHHOTO MeTOAA 1 00yCAaBAMBaEeT HEOOXOAUMOCTE CTPaTU(UKAIIUN OepeMeHHBIX HallleHTOK
B COOTBETCTBHHU C BEPOATHOCTBIO A0OaBAeHUsI MPT K AarHoCcTH4eCKOMY KOMIIAEKCY.

ILleap — pa3paboTaTb MOAEAB IIPOTHO3UPOBAHUS PUCKA PA3BUTHA OCTPOT'O alllIEeHAUIINTA y OepeMeHHBbIX 2 — 3 TDUMECTPOB.

MeToABI 1 MaTepuaAabl. [ Ipon3BepeH aHaAM3 AQHHBIX OepeMeHHBIX ITallMeHTOK, F'OCIUTaAu3npoBaHHbIX B [TICTIOTIMY
um. M. T1. TlaBroBa (CaukT-ITeTepOypr) c nopo3peHueM Ha OA B iepuop, ¢ sHBaps 2020 r. mo gHBapbk 2025 . (n =94). Buccae-
AOBaHUU YUTEHBI 93IIUAEMHOAOTUUYECKUE, KAMHUYECKHe, Aa0opaToOpHbIe, MHCTPYMEHTaAbHEIE, OllepaTUBHEIE U IIOCAeOoIIepa-
IIMOHHBIe AaHHBIe. [Ipou3BepeH 0AHOMAKTOPHBIN aHaAN3 IPOrHO3uPpOoBaHUusa Haanuust OA y 6epeMeHHEBIX 2 — 3 TPUMEeCTPOB
C IIOCAEAYIOIIUM ITIOCTPOEHUEM AMArHOCTUYECKOU MOAEAH U BEIAGAEHHEM PUCKOBBIX KAACCOB. AN IOATBEPSKACHUS Ka4eCcTBa
IIOCTPOEHHOU MOAEAU IPUMEHSIACS PeIrPEeCCUOHHBIN aHaAN3 C IIOCACAYIOIIUM aHAAN30M PHUCKOB.

PeszyabraTsel. [TocTpoeHa MoapeAb IIporuo3upoBanust OA y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 — 3 TPUMeCTPOB, OCHOBAHHAs Ha KAMHHUKO-
AAOOPATOPHBIX ITOKA3aTEAIX U Y 3-AMarHOCTUKU C BhIAeAeHUeM ypoBHel pucka (AuRoc 0,84). INTanineHTKaM, BOLIEAIIIUM B
CPEeAHIOIO IPYIITY YPOBHS PUCKA, BBIToOAHeHO MPT c 1measio yrouneHus auarsosza OA u IpoBepeHUs AU depeHITHarbHON
AUArHOCTHUKU C APYT'OM IAQTOAOI'Hel OpraHoB OPIOIIHOM IIOAOCTH M MaAOTO Ta3a. [ IpearosKeHHass MOAEAb IPOTrHO3UPOBaHUS
OA y OepeMeHHBIX 2— 3 TPUMEeCTPOB ¢ NpUMeHeHueM MPT-AMarHoCTUKU B I'PYIIIle CPepAHEro pucka ooaapaeT BBICOKUM
IIPOTHO3HBIM KadecTBOM (AuRoc 0,98) ¢ uyBCTBUTEABLHOCTEBIO 96,9 % u crenuduurocTsio 97,6 %.

3akAlo4yeHue. BoipeaeHHbIe (haKTOPHI (DOAM B IIPABOM HU>KHEM KBaApPaHTEe )KMBOTA, YPOBEHb AEHKOIUTOB >12,5109/A,
IIPOIEHT I'PaHyAOIIUTOB >76,4, HOAOKUTEABHBIN cuMIIToM Koxepa, Haandne TOUTHOTEI/ PBOTEL ¥ YPOBeHEb C-peaKTUBHOTO
6enaka >6,0 MIr/A) MOT'yT UCIIOAB30BATLCSI IIPU IIPOTHO3UPOBAHUM OCTPOT'O alllleHAUIINTA Y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 — 3 TPUMECTPOB C
Yy4eTOM A@HHBIX MHCTPYMEHTAABHBIX HccAepoBaHUU (Y3U u MPT). [TocTpoeHHast MoAeAb TIporHo3upoBaHusa OA, ocHOBaH-
Hasi Ha KAMHUKO-Aa00paTOPHEIX ITOKa3aTeASIX ¥ IoKa3aTeAsIX Y 3-ANarHOCTUKHY C BEIAGACHHEM YPOBHEU PHUCKa, MOJKET OBITh
PeKOMeHAOBaHa K UCIIOAB30BaHUIO AN AnarHOCTUKU OA y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 u 3 TpuMecTpa. CTpaTuduralms 6epeMeHHbIX
110 YPOBHIO prcKa Haanuusi OA 1Io3BoAsieT 000CHOBAHHO NpuMeHsaTbs MPT TOABKO B IrpyIiie CpepHero prucka C IeAbIo AUd-
(hepeHIIMaABHOM ANAaTHOCTUKU 3a00AEBaHUS.

KAarodeBble CAOBa: OCTPBIN alllIeHAUIIUT, 0 PeMEeHHOCTD, alllIEeHADKTOMUS, OCTPasi XUPyprudecKasi IaTOAOIUsI, 9KCTpare-
HHUTAABHASI XUPYyPrudecKasi IaTOAOTUS, POABI, AMarHOCTHKa, MPT

Ans purupoBanus: NorsuH A. A, [MTonos A. H., Kuceaesa E. B., Kopoarskos A. FO., Besxxenaps B. ®@., Barnenko C. ®@. AeueGHO-
AMATHOCTUYECKHUI aATOPUTM y OepeMeHHBIX 2 — 3 TPUMECTPOB C IIOAO3PEeHKeM Ha OCTPBIM alllleHAUIIUT. Yuensle 3anucku IICII6IT'MY
um. axag. W. I1. [TaBroBa. 2025;32(2):35 — 43. https://doi.org/10.24884/1607-4181-2025-32-2-35-43.
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Summary

Introduction. Diagnosing the causes of acute abdominal pain in pregnant women is challenging. Due to the absence of
ionizing radiation and better visualization of the appendix compared to ultrasound, magnetic resonance imaging is increas-
ingly recommended as an alternative for examining pregnant women with acute abdominal pain. However, in some cases,
it is not possible to perform MRI, which limits the use of this method and necessitates stratification of pregnant patients
according to the likelihood of adding MRI to the diagnostic complex.

The objective was to develop a model for predicting the risk of developing acute appendicitis in pregnant women in the
2nd and 3rd trimesters.

Methods and materials. The analysis of data of pregnant patients hospitalized at the Pavlov First Saint Petersburg State
Medical University with suspected acute appendicitis was performed from January 2020 to January 2025 (n =94). The study
took into account epidemiological, clinical, laboratory, instrumental, surgical and postoperative data. A univariate analysis
was performed to predict the presence of acute appendicitis in pregnant women in the 2" and 3" trimesters, followed by the
construction of a diagnostic model and the identification of risk classes. To confirm the quality of the constructed model,
regression analysis was used followed by risk analysis.

Results. A model for predicting acute appendicitis in pregnant women in the 2" — 3™ trimesters was constructed based
on clinical and laboratory parameters and ultrasound diagnostics with the identification of risk levels (AuRoc 0.84). The
patients included in the average risk group underwent MRI to clarify the diagnosis of acute appendicitis and perform dif-
ferential diagnostics with other pathologies of the abdominal cavity and pelvic organs. The proposed model for predicting
acute appendicitis in pregnant women in the 2" — 3" trimesters using MRI diagnostics in the average risk group has a high
predictive quality (AuRoc 0.98) with a sensitivity of 96.9 % and a specificity of 97.6 %.

Conclusion. The identified factors (pain in the right lower quadrant of the abdomen, leukocyte level 212.5:10°/1, granulocyte
percentage >76.4, positive Kocher sign, nausea/vomiting and C-reactive protein level> 6.0 mg/1) can be used to predict acute
appendicitis in pregnant women in the 2"¢ and 3™ trimesters, taking into account the data of instrumental studies (ultrasound
and MRI). The constructed model for predicting acute appendicitis, based on clinical and laboratory parameters and ultrasound
diagnostics with the identification of risk levels, can be recommended for use in the diagnostics of acute appendicitis in preg-
nant women in the 2" and 3 trimesters. Stratification of pregnant women by the risk level of acute appendicitis allows for the
reasonable use of MRI only in the average risk group for the purpose of differential diagnosis of the disease.

Keywords: acute appendicitis, pregnancy, appendectomy, acute surgical pathology, extragenital surgical pathology,
childbirth, diagnostics, MRI

For citation: Logvin L. A., Popov D. N., Kiseleva E.V., Korolkov A. Yu., Vitaliy F. Bezhenar, Bagnenko S. F. Treatment and diagnostic
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BBEAEHHE

>KeHIINH [8]. HyBCTBUTEABHOCTE MeTOAQ KOAEOAETCS

Octpoitt annneHANIUT (OA) ABASETCSI CaMBbIM pac-
NIPOCTPAHEHHBIM XUPYPrudeCcKUM 3a00AeBaHUEM Y
OepeMeHHBIX JKeHITUH. OH BCTpedaeTcsl IPUMePHO
y 1 u3 500 — 635 GepeMeHHBIX B TOA [1], 4alie Bcero
BO BTOPOM M TPEThEM TPpUMeCTpax [2— J].

AMarHocTuka NPpUYUH OCTPOU OOAU B JKUBOTE Y
OepeMeHHBIX >KeHIIUH IIPeACTaBASIeT COOOU CAOXK-
HYIO 3aAa4y U3-3a MHO>KeCTBa (PaKTOPOB, TAKMX KaK
HecnenuUuIeCKUU AeUKOIIUTO3, (PU3UOAOTUIECKUE
U3MeHeHUs, aKylllepCKue 3a00AeBaHUs, CMelleHne
OPTaHOB M3-3a YBeAUUYeHHU MaTKH [0, 7]. Takum o6pa-
30M, KAMHNYecKue nposaBreHuss OA y OepeMeHHBIX
>KeHIIIVH Pa3Ho0Opa3Hbl, U UX AETKO CIIyTaThb C APY-
UMM 3a00A€BaHUSIMHM M3-3a CXOJKUX CUMIITOMOB U
MIPU3HAKOB, UYTO 3aTPYAHSIET AUAaTHOCTHUKY.

HemnpaBuabHast mpepoiepariioHHast AMarHOCTUKA
IIPUBOAUT K HEOIIPABAAHHBIM OIl€pPAIlUsaM.

YAbTpa3ByKoBoe uccaepoBanue (Y3U) saBasgercsa
MEeTOAOM AMArHOCTUKU IEPBOM AMHUM y OepeMeHHBIX

36

oT 12—27 % po 50 — 78 %, 4T0 OOYCAOBAEHO CHUIKE-
HUeM ero 3 PeKTUBHOCTHU C YBeANdeHHeM CpOKa re-
CTalluM ¥ yBeAnUYeHUeM nHAeKca Macchl Teaa (MMT)
MaTepH, TOrAQ Kak BU3yaAn3allyst CaMOoro alllleHAUKCa
cocTaBasieT Bcero 2 % [9—12].

CorracHO HEKOTOPBIM HcCAepoBaHusaM [13, 14],
komnbioTepHas Tomorpadug (KT) aasgercs BEICOKO-
TOYHBIM METOAOM AMATHOCTUKU aNIIeHAUIINTA C UyBCT-
BUTEABHOCTBIO U cielpUIHOCTEIO BhIIIe 90 %. OpHa-
ko nnpuMeHeHne KTy 6epeMeHHBIX OrPaHUYE€HO BBUAY
MOHMU3UPYIOIIETro U3AYYEeHUSI, KOTOPOe MOJKET IIPEA-
CTaBAITH yIPO3y AAS Pa3BUBAIOIIETOCS IIAOAQ, OCO-
OeHHO B IIepBOM TpuMecTpe OepeMeHHOCTH [15]. He-
CMOTPsI Ha TO, UYTO A03a 0OAydeHus npu KT OproiHoM
TIOAOCTH OTHOCUTEABHO HEBEANKA, ee IIOTeHITHaAbHOe
BOBAEHCTBUE Ha IIAOA, BKAIOYASI PUCK PA3BUTHS BPO-
SKACHHBIX aHOMAAWI 1 OHKOAOTMYECKUX 3a00AeBaHUH,
BBI3bIBaeT onacenus [16]. B cBa3u ¢ atum KT 00bIgHO
NIPUMeHseTCs y 0epeMeHHBIX TOABKO B CAy4asX, KOTAd
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Fig. 1. Diagnostic model with highlighted risk classes

APyTHe MeTOABI AMaTHOCTHKY, TaKue Kak Y3, oka3a-
AUCH HeMH(OPMaTHUBHBEIMY, & KAMHUYECKas CUTyalug
TpeOyeT HeMeAAEHHOTO YTOUHeHUs AuarHosa [17].

Baaropapss OTCYTCTBUIO HOHU3UPYIOLIEro W3-
AY4YEeHHS W AyYllled BU3YaAM3allMU allleHAUKCA 110
CPaBHEHMUIO C YABTPA3BYKOBBIM UCCAEAOBAHUEM Mar-
HUTHO-pe3oHaHcHas1 Tomorpadus (MPT) Bce uatie
PEeKOMeHAYeTCsI B KaueCTBe aAbTepPHATUBBI AAST 00-
CAeAOBaHUs OepeMeHHBIX C OCTPOM OOABIO B JKUBOTE
1 HeyOeAUTEABHBIMU Pe3yABTaTaMU YABTPA3BYKOBOT'O
uccaepoBanudg [18].

MPT sgBAsieTcst O€30IIaCHBIM METOAOM MCCACAOBA-
HUS ¥ MOJKET BBIIIOAHATHCS KaK B IEPBOM TPUMECTPE
OepeMeHHOCTH, TaK U Ha OoAee ITO3AHUX CPOKax re-
cranmu [1, 19].

Kpome Toro, MPT no3soasgeT npoBoauTs pAudde-
PEHIINAABHYIO AMATHOCTUKY MEKAY HEOTAOKHOM XU-
PYPrUYeCcKON, THHEKOAOTUYECKOMN U YPOAOTHYECKOU
aTOAOTHEM, 4YTO OCOOEHHO Ba’KHO IIpU OepeMeHHO-
ctu [5, 20].

BakubiM npeumyiectBoM MPT giBAsIeTCS BO3MOJK-
HOCTb BU3yaAHU3alluU allleHANKCA U OKPY’>KaloIuX
TKaHeH, YTO IIOMOTAeT OLIeHUTh CTeIleHb BOCIIAA€HUI
U BBISIBUTH BO3MOJKHBIE OCAOKHEHUS, TaKHe Kak ab-
clecchl AU nepdoparusd [21].

B psiae caydaes BeIOAHUTE MPT He IpepcTaBAseTCA
BO3MOJKHBIM BBHAY OCOOEHHOCTEU aHTPOIIOMETpUYe-
CKUX AQHHBIX, [ICUXO3MOIIMOHAABHOTO COCTOSHUSA Oepe-
MeHHOU, Ae(DULIUTa BDEMEHU AN OTIPEACACHUS TAKTUKNA
AeUyeHMs], OTCYTCTBUS KPYTAOCYTOUYHON AOCTYITHOCTH U
BBICOKOM CTOUMOCTH MCCAEAOBAHUS. DTO OTPaHUYUBAET
IIpUMEHEeHre AQHHOTO METOAA M O0yCAABAMBAET HEOO-
XOAUMOCTE CTpPaTU(UKAIIUY OepeMeHHBIX IallieHTOK
B COOTBETCTBUU C BEPOATHOCTBIO A0OaBAeHUs MPT K
AMAQTHOCTHYECKOMY KOMIIAEKCY [22, 23].

IMeAp nccAep0BaHUS — pa3paboTaTb MOAEAB IIPO-
THO3UPOBAHUS PUCKA PA3BUTHUS OCTPOTO alllIeHAUIIN-
Ta y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 — 3 TPUMeCTpOB.

METO/Jbl H MATEPHAIJIbI

HccrepoBarre 0pA0OPEHO AOKAABHBIM 3TUYECKUM
romuteToM [TCTI6I'MY um. U. T1. TTaBroBa. [TpoTokOA
Ne 277 ot 23 okTa0ps 2023 r.

[TpousBepeH aHaAU3 AQHHBIX OepeMeHHBIX IIa-
OUEeHTOK, rocnuTarn3dupoBaHHubiX B [ICTIOIMY um.
W.TI. I'laBroBa ¢ nmopo3dpenueM Ha OA, B IIepUOA C
aasaps 2020 r. mo auBapb 2025 r. (n =94).

KpurepusiMu BKAIOUEHHS B NICCAEAOBAHNE OBIAM!
1) BO3pacT OepeMeHHBIX IIAIJMeHTOK cTapile 18 aeT;
2) AOOPOBOABHO MOATIMCAHHOE MAallueHTKOU UHPOP-
MMPOBAHHOE COTAACHe Ha yJacTHhe B MCCAEAOBAHUMY;
3) OTCyTCTBHEe B aHaMHe3e XUPypPrudecKUX BMeIla-
TEABCTB Ha OpraHax OPIOIIHOM ITOAOCTH, BBIIIOAHEH-
HBIX AQIIaPOTOMHBIM AOCTYIIOM.

[Tpu IpoCcnieKTUBHOM @HaAW3€, TaK JKe, Kak U B pe-
TPOCIIEKTUBHOM aHaAm3e [24], yuTeHbl 3TTUAEMUOAOTH-
yecKue, KAMHIUYeCKUe, AaObOpaTOpHbIe, MHCTPYMEeHTaAb-
HBI€e, OllepaTHBHBIE U ITIOCAEOIIepallMOHHbIE AQHHEIE.

[MTpu onucaHny YUCAOBBIX IIKAA MCIOAB30BAAUCH
CpeAHee 3HaueHHe ¥ CTAaHAQPTHOE OTKAOHEHHUE B BUAE
«M=£=S». Apd BBIIBAeHUS IPeAUKTOPOB OA y 6epeMeH-
HBIX 2 — 3 TPUMECTPOB NPUMEHIAN OAHO(AKTOPHBIN
aHaAM3 TPOTHO3UPOBAHUSA. AAS MOAEAMPOBAHUS OU-
HapPHBIX I0Ka3aTeAel UCTIOAB30BAAUCE ACPEBBS pellle-
Hud. [Tpu nocTpoeHnU MoAeAr TporHo3upoBanusg OA
C TIOIIATOBBIM ITIOCAEAOBATEABHBIM METOAOM BKAIOUE-
HHeM (haKTOPOB UCIIOAB30BAAACh AOTUCTHYECKAs MHO-
>KeCTBeHHas1 perpeccusi. AAsI OIleHKU KaueCTBa IIOCTPO-
€HHBIX MOAeAel IIPUMEeHSIAACH OIleHKa IAOIIAAN TTOA
ROC-kpusou (AuROC). CratucTruyeckass 06paboTKa
MAQHHBIX OCYIIIECTBASIAACH C ITIOMOIIIBIO ITaKeTOB IIPH-
KAAAHBIX ITporpaMm Statistica 10 u SAS JMP 11 [25].

PE3VYJIBTATbI HCCJIEAOBAHHA
H UX OBCY>RAEHHE

Panee B peTpoCIeKTUBHOM aHaAM3e HaMU ObIAM
BBIAEAEHBI OCHOBHBIE IIPEAUKTOPHI Haamumsga OA y
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Tadbauma 1

Kauanueckue AdHHBIE 6epeMeHme MAangueHTOB B 3daBUCUMOCTHU OT CPOKa recranguun

Table 1

Clinical data of pregnant patients depending on gestational age

TTokasareAsb 2-i1 TpuMecTp (n=41) 3-i1 TpEMecTp (0= 53)
Bospacr, AeT 32,39+5,94 31,17=+6,44
Cpok 6epeMeHHOCTH, HEeAEAs 23,24%+2,50 32,72=+3,78
Bpems oT Hauara TOSIBAEHUSI CUMIITOMOB AO TOCITUTAAU3AIINU, YaCOB 19,09+14,26 22,91+24,07
Bpems A0 MOCTaHOBKU AMATrHO3a, 4aCoOB 10,32+9,75 5,26=*3,45
YcranoBaeH anaraos OA 13 22
Tabauma 2
Pe3yAbTaThl 0AHO()AKTOPHOIO aHAAN3a MPOTrHO3MPOBaHUSI OCTPOTO anlieHANINTa y 6epeMeHHBIX 2-T0 U 3-TO TPUMECTPOB
Table 2
Results of univariate analysis of predicting acute appendicitis in pregnant women in the 2" and 3" trimesters
AIIIeHAUITUT: 4aCTOTa
®akTop (PHCK, %) ?);i?{cgge%b Xﬁ? Yposens P
®akTop: HeT | DaKTOp: €CTh
[Mpo1ieHT rpaHyAOLIUTOB > 84,0 10 (154 %) | 22(759%) | 4,93 (2,69;9,04) | <0,0001
Yposenb C-peakTuBHOro 6eaka > 27,8 Mr/a 13 (18,3 %) 19 (82,6 %) | 4,51 (2,67 7,63) <0,0001
YpoBeHb AEHKOTIUTOB > 16,8%10%/A 18 (23,4 %) 14 (82,4 %) | 3,52 (2,22; 5,58) | <0,0001
Y3U (cBOOOAHAS JKUAKOCTD, AUAMETP OTPOCTKA > 6 MM, 16 (22,5 %) 16 (69,6 %) | 3,09 (1,86; 5,14) <0,0001
TOAIIIUHA CTEHKU > 2 — 3 MM), KOAUYECTBO IIPU3HAKoOB > 1,0
CumnroMm llleTkuHa (ecTb) 29 (31.9%) | 3(100,0%) | 3,14 (2,32; 4,24) 0,0143

OepeMeHHBIX 2— 3 TPUMECTPOB, Ha OCHOBAHUM KO-
TOPBIX ObIAa pa3padoTaHa KAMHUKO-AaOopaTopHas
MOAeAb IporHosupoBaHusg OA y OepeMeHHBIX Ha
mo3AHUX cpokax recranuu (AuRoC 0,86) [24].

IMocTpoeHHas AMarHOCTHUYECKas MOAEAb II03BO-
AVIAQ BBIAEAUTDH TPHM YPOBHS pucKa pas3Butus OA 'y
OepeMeHHBIX (puc. 1).

B paabHelIIIee IPOCIIEKTUBHOE UCCAEAOBAHNE BO-
111A0 94 6epeMeHHbBIX alUeHTOK 2 U 3 TPUMECTPOB Oe-
PEMEeHHOCTH, TOCTIMTAAN3UPOBAHHBIX C IOAO3PEHUEM
Ha OA. CpepHUM BO3PACT HOCTYIIUBIINX OepeMeHHBIX
manreHToK cocTaBuA 31,70+6,23 AeT, cpeAHUY CPOK
recraruu 28,59=+5,74 nepeab. KavHUYecKue xapak-
TEePUCTUKYU MallMeHTOK B 3@aBUCUMOCTU OT CpoOKa Te-
CTAllM IIPEACTAaBAEHHI B TaOA. 1.

Bce nanmeHTKY OBIAK TOCTTUTAAM3UPOBAHEL B CTAIHO-
HapHOE OTAEAEHUE CKOPOU MEAUITMHCKOM IIOMOLIIY, TAE
1M OBIA BEITOAHEH KAMHUYECKUY MUHUMYM OOCAE€AOBa-
HUM U OCMOTP aKylllepa-THHEeKOAOTa U XMPYPra, a TAK)Ke
BBIIIOAHEHO Y 3 0praHoB OpIOIIHOM IIOAOCTHA U MAAOTO
Ta3a C IPHUIEABHBIM OCMOTPOM IIPaBOrO HU’KHETO KBa-
APaHTa JKUBOTQ, @ TAK>KE C OIIEHKOU CBOOOAHOM JKUAKO-
CTH, TOAIIIUHEI ¥ AaMeTpa YepBeo0pa3HOro OTPOCTKA.

Ha ocHOBaHUM TOAYYEHHBIX AQHHBIX HAMU TaKKe
OBIA TPOBEAEH OAHOMAKTOPHBIM aHAAW3 IPOTHO3U-
POBaHMNSI HAAWUNS OCTPOTO alllleHANIUTA (TabA. 2).

Tak Kak OAHMM 13 IPeAUKTOpOB Harnuug OA y Oe-
PEMeHHBIX TallueHTOK IIPOCIIEeKTUBHOM IPYIIIHLI OBIAO
Y3, MBI AOOABUAY PE3YABTATHI AQHHOI'O UCCACAOBA-
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HUSA (CBOOOAHAS JKUAKOCTD, ALAMEeTP OTPOCTKA >0 MM,
TOAIIIMHA CTEHKU >2 — 3 MM) K OCHOBHBLIM ITPEAUKTO-
paM, MOAYYEeHHBEIM B PETPOCIHEKTHMBHOM aHaAu3e, U
IIPOBEPUAM KAueCTBO NMOCTPOEHHOU HOBOU MOAEAU
AOTUCTUYECKOU perpeccueit (Taba. 3, puc. 2).

Tak Kak npu poOaBAeHHU NpU3HAKOB Y3 Bepo-
ATHOCTb OA YBEeAMYUBAETCS, MBI PaCIPEAEAUAN BCEX
OepeMeHHBIX ITalJUeHTOK Ha TPU I'PYIIILI PUCKA B 3a-
BUCHUMOCTHU OT KOAMYECTBA UMEIOIIUXCSI MPEAUKTO-
POB: MeHee 5 — HU3KUU PUCK; 8 1 OOAee — BBICOKUM
PHCK; CDEAHUN PUCK OT 5 A0 7 IpepAuKTOpPOB. Chopmy-
AUPOBaHHOEe HaMU paclpepeAeHre ObIAO OCHOBAHO Ha
aHaAM3e pUCKOB BO3HUKHOBeHUSI OA B 3aBUCUMOCTHU
OT coueTaHust PaKTOPOB (TaOA. 4).

YyBCTBUTEABHOCTE U CITeIIU(PUIHOCTH IPOBEAEHHOTO
aHaAM3a cocTaBuAa 75,93 % 1 81,16 % cooTBeTCTBEHHO.

[TocKoABKY IpyTIIia CpeAHero prucKa TpeboBana yTod-
HEeHMSs, BCeM ITAl[UeHTKaM 3TOU IPYIIILI ObIAO BEIIIOAHE-
"o MPT c o11eHKOM TaKWUX MOKa3aTeAer, KaK AuaMeTp
YyepBeOoOpa3HOro0 OTPOCTKA >7 MM, TOAIIMHA CTEHKU
>2 MM, HaAudnre MH(PUABTPAIIMY IIepUANIIeHAUKYASID-
HOM KAeTdaTKU. C IIeABIO OBICTPOY OITEHKY HAAMUUS AU
orcyTcTBrs OA 'y GepeMeHHBIX C TIOMOIIBI0 KOMOWHA-
MY BAUSIOMINX (PAKTOPOB U BHIAEAEHHUS TPYIII PHCKa
metopoMm CART (Classification and Regression Tree)
IOCTPOEHa AMarpaMMa AepeBa pelieHuit (puc. 3).

[TporHo3uoe KauecTBO MOCTPOEHHOU MOAEAY OBIAO
noATBep>kAeHO ROC-aHaAM30M, M CBUAETEABCTBOBA-
A0 0 BBIcOKOM KauecTBe (AuROC = 0,98) (puc. 4).
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Tabauma 3
PerpeccnoHHBII aHaAU3 IIOCTPOEHHON MOAeAU ¢ AoOaBAaeHueMm Y3
Table 3
Regression analysis of the constructed model with the addition of ultrasound
®akTop OrHomenue maHcoB (AW 95 %) Koaddunuent perpeccunn | Yposess P
KosncraHnra —95,0991 0,0044
CABUT AeKOLIUTaPHON POPMYABI OoAree 76,4 % 2,53 (0,38; 16,87) 0,9263 0,3391
TonamuHa cTeHKH > 2 — 3 MM 68 541 524,98 (0,00; —) 18,0430 0,9954
AmnamMeTp oTpocTKa > 6 MM 16,04 (1,28; 200,30) 2, 7749 0,0312
Aenkoiutos 6oaee 12,5x10/A 5,05 (1,27 20,02) 1,6190 0,0213
CBobOoAHAS JKUAKOCTD 4,53 (1,00; 20,61) 1,5108 0,0506
TomrnoTa, pBOTa 2,23 (0,53; 9,45) 0,8042 0,2745
Yposenb C-peakTuBHOrO 6€AKa > 6,0 Mr/A 3,29 (0,85; 12,76) 1,1898 0,0856
Cumnrom Koxepa 2,00 (0,61; 6,56) 0,6915 0,2545
Tabauma 4
AHaAu3 PUCKOB BO3HUKHOBeHUSsI OA B 3aBMCHUMOCTH OT COYeTaHuUs (PaKTOPOB
Table 4
Analysis of the risk of acute appendicitis depending on the combination of factors
®akTop Touka oTceyeHUsI ®dakTop: HET ®DaKTop: ecTh %;Iz?(c(%geoj/(\:’zﬁ? Yposens P (df=1)
®akTops! > 5,0 50 28 (33,3 %) 65 (83,3 %) 2,5 (1,82; 3,44) <0,0001

Amnarnoctuka OA Bo BpeMsi 0epeMeHHOCTH, OCOOeH-
HO BO BTOPOM U TPETHEM TPUMECTPAX, MPEACTaBASIET
COOOM CAOSKHYIO 3apauy M3-3a aHaTOMUYeCKUX U (Pu-
3UOAOTUYECKUX U3MeHeHNH, CBSI3aHHBIX C OepeMeHHO-
cThio. KAHMYecKasl KapTHUHA MOJKeT OBITh CTEPTOM, a
TPAAUIIMOHHBIE METOABI AMATHOCTUKY, TaKue Kak Y31,
YacTO OKA3bIBAIOTCI HEAOCTAaTOUHO MH(MOPMATUBHLI-
MU U3-3a CMEIeHNUS alllIeHAMKCA PACTyIed MaTKON U
3aTPyAHEHHOU BHU3yaAusaluu. TakuM oOpa3oM, BHe-
ApeHre AOTIOAHUTEABHBIX 0e30IMaCHBIX METOAOB 00-
CAeAOBaHUS UI'PaeT Ba’KHYIO POAb B AuarHocTuKe OA
y OepeMeHHBIX Ha ITIO3AHUX CPOKax recranuu. OpAHUM
U3 TAKUX UCCACAOBAHUM sABAsIeTCsI MPT, 4yBCTBUTEAB-
HOCTB U CIeIM(PUIHOCTE KOTOPOTO COCTaBASIET OHoaee
90 % 110 AQHHBIM MHUPOBOM AUTepaTypsl [9, 18, 21].

PyKOBOACTBYSICH AQHHBIMU, IIOAYUYEHHBIMH IIPU
PEeTPOCIIeKTUBHOM aHaAM3e, MBI pa3paboTarW KAU-
HUKO-Aa00paTOPHYIO MOAEAL ITpOTrHO3upoBaHust OA
y OepeMeHHBIX Ha II03AHUX CpOKax recraruu ¢ AuRoc
0,86. OcHoBuBIMU TpepuKkTOpamMu OA coraacHo pas-
paboTaHHOM MOAEAU CTaAU: OOAU B IIPABOM HUKHEM
KBaApaHTe JKUBOTA, YPOBEHb ACMKOIUTOB 212,510/ A,
MIPOLIEHT I'PAHYAOIIUTOB >76,4, IOAOKUTEABHBIN CUM-
nTom Koxepa, HaAnd#e TOUTHOTHI/ PBOTHI 1 YPOBEHD
C-peaktuBHOTO 6eaka >6,0 Mr/A [24].

Tak Kak BbIAeAeHHBIe IpepukTopbl OA y Gepe-
MEHHBIX BCTPEYaloTCSI M B Pa3AMYHBIX AMArHOCTU-
YecKHUX IIKaAax, TakKux Kak Alvarado, RIPASA (Raja
Isteri Pengiran Anak Saleha Appendicitis), AIRS
(Appendicitis Inflammatory Response Score), AAS
(Adult Appendicitis Score) [26 — 28], HamMu ObIAU OTIpe-

AEeAeHBI PUCKOBBIe KAacChl Haanmuns OA'y OepeMeHHBIX
MalMeHTOoK (pHuc. 1). B rpynmy BEICOKOTO prCKa BOIIIAO
coueTaHue 5 — 6 BEIAEAEHHBIX (DAKTOPOB, TPYTITy HU3-
KOTO PHCKA COCTAaBUAO codeTaHue 1 — 2 (pakTopoB, TOr-
2 KaK BbIAeA€HHasl HaMU rpynna ¢ 3 —4 mokasaTeas-
MH, KOTOPBIe He TIO3BOASIAU C BBICOKOM AOCTOBEPHO-
CTBIO IOATBEPAUTE UAY UCKAIOUUTE AUAarHo3 OA, Obira
paclleHeHa Kak IrpylIina CpeAHero pucka.

B npocnieKTUBHOE UCCAEAOBAHME BOIIAU OepeMeH-
HBIE MTAITUeHTKH 2 ¥ 3 TPUMECTPOB, TOCITMTaAN3MPOBAH-
HbIe ¢ Topo3peHreM Ha OA (n=94). Cy1iecTBeHHBIX
pasAuuMni cpepar OepeMeHHBIX ITallueHTOK 2 1 3 TpuMe-
CTpa 10 BO3PACTY, 10 BpeMeH!U OT Hayana 3a00AeBaHUs
MO MOMeHTa rOCIIUTaAU3alluY, @ TaKKe 110 BpeMeHU OT
IIOCTYTIAEHUS AO TIOCTAHOBKU AMArHO3@, BHIIBAEHO He
OBINO. MICXOAS M3 TOAYUYEHHBIX AQHHBIX OBIA IIPOBEACH
OAHO(AKTOPHBIN aHAaAU3 IPOrHO3upoBaHug OA 'y Oe-
peMeHHBIX 2 1 3 TPUMeCTPOB (TadA. 2). TakuM o6pa3omM,
BBIAEAEHHBIE TTIPEAUKTOPHI B TPOCTIEKTUBHOM TPYIITIE
He IIPOTUBOPEUYMAU AQHHBIM, IIOAYYEHHBIM B PeTpPO-
CIIEKTUBHOM I'PYIIIle, UYTO II03BOAUAO B35ITh 3@ OCHOBY
pa3paboTaHHYIO KAMHUKO-AA00PAaTOPHYIO MOAEAD IIPO-
rHo3upoBanusa OA peTpOCIIeKTUBHOM I'PYIIIIHL.

Tak>ke 10 pe3yAbTaTaM OAHO(AKTOPHOTO aHaAM3a
nporHo3uposanusa OA y OepeMeHHBIX NaUeHTOK B
TIPOCTIEKTUBHOMU I'PYTITIE OAHUM U3 3HAYNMBIX ITPEANK-
TOPOB OBLIAO Y3 C OIleHKOU CBOOOAHOM KUAKOCTH,
TOAIIIMHEL ¥ AlaMeTpa 4epBe00pa3HOro OTPOCTKA. Tak
KaK 10 AQHHBIM AUTePaTyphbl HanboAee Oe30IacHBIM
METOAOM UHCTPyMeHTaAbHOU aAarHocTUKM OA y Ge-
peMeHHBIX gBAsieTcst Y3U [8 — 12], AaHHBIN IPEAUK-
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Fig. 2. ROC curve of regression analysis
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Fig. 3. Diagram of the use of MRI diagnostics of acute
appendicitis in the medium-risk group

TOP OBIA AOOABAEH K KAUHUKO-AAO0PAaTOPHOMU MOAEAU
nporuo3uposanusa OAy 6epeMeHHBIX, @ 3HAUUMOCTh
BHOBB IIOCTPOEHHON MOAEAU ObIAa IpOBepeHa AOTU-
ctudyeckou perpeccueit AuRoc 0,84 (Taba. 3, puc. 2).
OpaHakro A0OaBAEHHE HOBBIX ITIPEAUKTOPOB MOTPEOo-
BAaAO YCOBEPUIEHCTBOBAHUSA UMEIOILIENCS KAMHUKO-
Aa00PATOPHOU MOAEAU C IIOCAEAYIOIIMM paclpeae-
A€HHEM 110 YPOBHIO pUcKa (TadA. 4). TakuM o6paszom,
HOBOE paclpeAeAeHNe [0 YPOBHIO PUCKA BBITASIAEAO
CAEAYIOIIUM 00pa3oM: MeHee 5 IPEAUKTOPOB — HU3-
KUY pucK; 8 1 60Aee — BLICOKUM PUCK; CPEAHUMN PUCK
OT 5 A0 7 TpepAuKTOPOB. CHOPMYAUPOBAHHOE pacIIpe-
AeAeHre OBIAO OCHOBAHO Ha aHaANW3e PUCKOB BO3HUK-
"HoBeHmnsa OA B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT COUeTaHUsI (DaKTOPOB.

Tak kak npumeHenne KT Kak Hamboree UHPOP-
MaTHUBHOT'O UCCAEAOBAHUS A BeIABAeHUS OA y Oe-
PEeMeHHBIX OTPaHNYEHO BBUAY HAANUMS MOHU3UPYIO-
IIer0 U3AYIEHUS ¥ €T0 HEeTaTUBHOTO BAWSTHUS Ha IIAOA,
[15, 16], namu 6nira BEIOpana MPT kak 6oaee 6es-
OITaCHBIN METOA BU3YaAU3aliiy 4epBeoOpPa3Horo oT-
pocTka 1o cpaBHeHUto ¢ KT 11 6oaee mHPOPMATUBHBIN
110 CPaBHEHUIO C YALTPA3BYKOBBLIM HCCAEAOBAHHUEM
[21]. B mamem uccaepoBauuu MPT OBIAO BEITOAHEHO
OepeMeHHBIM IalMeHTKaM € ITopo3peHneM Ha OA ¢
IIeABIO YTOUYHEHMS AMaTrHO3a U IIPoBepAeHusd aAudde-
PEHIIMAABHOU AMATHOCTUKU C APYTOU IIATOAOTHUEHN OP-
TaHOB OPIOIIHOM IIOAOCTHU U MAAOTO Ta3a, Y KOTOPHIX
110 AQHHBIM Pa3pabOTaHHOTO Ae4eOHO-AUarHOCTHYe-
CKOT'0 aATOPUTMa OBIA CPEAHUN YPOBEHDb PUCKA HAAU-
ung OA. [TocTpoeHHast MOAEABL TPOTHO3UPOBAHUS C
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npuMeHeHneM MPT-ANarHOCTUKU y TPYIIILI CPEAHETO
pricka obAapana BBICOKUM MPOTHO3HBIM KaueCTBOM
(AuRoc 0,98) (puc. 4), uTo C1OCOOCTBOBAAO YMEHB-
LIeHUIO IPOoIeHTa OIIINO0YHOTO AUArHO3a.

Ha ocHOBaHMM pe3yABTATOB BHITOAHEHHOIO MPT
25 manmeHTKaM u3 67 rpynnbl CpeAHero pucka ObIA
yCcTaHOBAeH AarHo3 OA 1 BBIITOAHEHO OllepaTUBHOE
BMEIIAaTEABCTBO.

KoAmyecTBO HeraTMBHBIX alIIIEHAIKTOMUM B HAIlleM
UCCAEAOBAHUU COCTAaBUAO BCETO 2 — OAHOMU MalneH-
TKe U3 IPYIIILI HU3KOT'O PUCKA ¥ OAHOM NallueHTKe U3
TPYIILI CpeAHero prucka; o0enm narueHTkam MPT He
BBITIOAHSAOCE, @ OllepaTUBHBIE BMeIIaTeALCTBA OBIAU
BBIITIOAHEHBI HA OCHOBAaHUU KOHCHUANYMA.

3a cueT BKAIoueHUsI MPT B MopeAb AeueOHO-AMA-
THOCTUYECKOTO AATOPUTMA YAYYIINAACh TOYHOCTB
puarHoctTuku OA y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 U 3 TPUMECTPOB
B IPYyIIle CPeAHEro PUCKa, YTO OBIAO TOATBEPIKAEHO
KaK MHTPAONEePAIJMOHHO, TaK U IO pe3yAbTaTaM TH-
CTOAOTMYECKOTO HCCAEAOBaHUSI. Takyke Oaaropaps
BHEAPEHUIO pa3padoTaHHOTO aATOPUTMA B KAMHIYe-
CKYIO IPAKTHUKY OBIAO OTMEYEHO CHU KEeHNE YaCTOTHI
OTPHUIATEABHBIX alllIEHAIKTOMUU.

TakuMm o0Opa3oM, IIOCTPOEHHAsI HAaMHU MOAEAb U
NIPOBEeAEHHOEe Ha ee OCHOBAHUM HCCAEAOBaHUE To-
BOPAT O BBICOKOU 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTU IIPEANOKEHHOTO
Ae"4eOHO-AUAarHOCTUYECKOTIO AATOPUTMA AUAaTHOCTUKH
OA y OepeMeHHBIX NAIUeHTOK 2 1 3 TPUMECTPOB B
COMHUTEABHBIX CAyYasX.

BbIBO/bI

1. BeipeneHHBIE QaKTOPHI (OOAW B IIPABOM HUKHEM
KBaApaHTe )KUBOTA, YPOBEHb AHKOIUTOB >12,5:10%/ A,
IIPOLIEHT I'PAHYAOIIUTOB >76,4, IOAOKUTEABHBIN CUM-
nTom Koxepa, HaAnY#e TONUTHOTHI/ PBOTHI M YPOBEHD
C-peakTuBHOro 6eaka >6,0 Mr/A) MOTyT HCIIOAB30-
BATHCS IIPY IIPOTHO3UPOBAHUY OCTPOTO alIIIEHAUITUTA
y 6epeMeHHBIX 2— 3 TPUMEeCTPOB C YU4eTOM AQHHBIX
UHCTPYMEHTAABHBIX UCCAepoBaHu (Y3 u MPT).

2.TTocTpoennasi MoapeAb mporHo3upoBaHust OA,
OCHOBaHHas Ha KAMHUKO-Aa00PaTOPHBIX ITOKAa3aTeATX U
TIOKA3aTeAsIX Y 3-AMarHOCTUKYU C BEIAGACHHEM YPDOBHEN
PUCKa, MO>KeT OBITh PeKOMEHAOBaHA K MCIIOAB30BaHUIO
Ans parHocTuku OA y 6epeMeHHBIX 2 1 3 TpUMecTpa.

3. Crpatudukanusa 0epeMeHHBIX 10 YPOBHIO PU-
cka Haanumsg OA 1I03BOASIET 0O0CHOBAHHO IIPUMEHSITh
MPT TOABKO B IpyIIIie CPEAHEr0 PUCKA C IEeABIO AUD-
depeHInarbHON AUAaTHOCTUKY 3a00A€BaHUS.
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