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PE3IOME

Lenb nccneposanus. C nomolybto ROC-aHannsa oLeHUTb MPOrHOCTUYECKYO 3HAYMMOCTb 6UoNornyeckmx dak-
TopoB VEGF-A, sVEGF-R1, VEGF-D, FGF, EGF, EGFR, IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-1, IGFBP-2, CTI-punusuHra B TKaHsiX MOYKun
(TKaHb onyxosu, TKaHb NepudOoKanbHOW 30HbI M YCIOBHO MHTAKTHasi TKaHb) NPU JT0KasbHOM U reHepain30BaHHOM
CBET/IOK/IETOYHOM paKe MoYKMW.

Matepuanbl n meToapl. B uccnenoBaHum BktoueHbl ABe rpynnbl 60bHbIX. NepBas — 50 60MbHbIX C IOKaNbHbIM
pakom nouku (T, N M), BTopas rpynna — 50 60MbHbIX C MeTacTaTMyeckum pakom noykn (T, N M,). B pa6o-
Te ucnonbsoBanu 10% UMTO30MbHbIE PpPaKLUMU ONYXONeBON TKaHW Moyku. CopepXaHne pocToBbIX HaKTOpoB —
VEGF-A, sVEGF-R1, VEGF-D, FGF, EGF, EGFR, IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-1, IGFBP-2, CTI-punu3auHra onpegensiniu METoOA0M
MDA c ucnonb3oBaHneM CTaHAAPTHbIX TECT-cUCTEM. 1N OLeHKM NMPOrHOCTUYECKM HEGNaronpuATHbIX PakTopoB.,
[OCTOBEPHO BJIMSILOLLMX HA FreHepanus3aLmio onyxoneBoro npowuecca, NPUMEHUIN GUHAPHYHO NOTUCTUYECKYHO pe-
rpeccuto u ROC-aHanums.

Pesynbratbl. C nomouybio ROC-aHanu3a o6Hapy)XeHbl AMarHOCTUYECKM 3HauyMMble GMOMapKepbl Mporpeccum
N UX KPUTMYECKME 3HAYEHWUS MpPU CBET/IOKIETOYHOM pake MoYkM (4SS YCNOBHO MHTAKTHOW TKaHW 3TU 3Haue-
Hus VEGF-A < 9107,9 nr/r Tkanu, VEGF-R1 < 122,8 Hr/r TkaHu, FGF < 364,7 nr/r TkaHu, IGF-2 < 148 Hr/r TkaHu,
Ans TkaHu nepudokanbHoi 30Hbl VEGF-A < 5839,6 nr/r Tkanu n gnsa Tkanun onyxonun VEGF-A > 9622,5 nr/r TkaHm,
FGF = 435,1 nr/r TkaHu, CTI < punuauHr-158,6 Hr/r TkaHu). MonyyeHHble faHHble MOTYT CMOCO6CTBOBATL ONTUMU-
3auum NporHosa 3aboneBaHus.

3aknoyeHue. Taknm o6pasom, HaigeHbl Hanbosiee NPOrHOCTUYECKU 3HaYUMble MapKepbl NPOrpeccun CBeTNOKIe-
TOYHOro paka noyku — VEGF-A, FGF, CTI-punun3uHr, 4To MOXeT 6biTb AOMNONHUTENBHBIM KpuTepueM auddepeHLm-
anbHOW AMarHOCTUKM NPOrpeccupoBaHns ¥ MOHUTOPUHIA CBET/IOKIETOYHOIO paka MoYKy.

KnioueBble cnosa:
ROC-aHanus, CBET/IOK/IETOUHbIN paK NMOYKM, IOKasIbHbIW pak, reHepannM3oBaHHbIN pak, GakTopbl pocTa,
nporHo3
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EVALUATION OF THE PROGNOSTIC SIGNIFICANCE OF SOME BIOLOGICAL FACTORS
IN LOCAL AND GENERALIZED CLEAR CELL RENAL CANCER

Aleksei N. Shevchenko, Anna A. Breus*, Irina V. Neskubina, Elena A. Dzhenkova, Elena V. Filatova, Dmitrii A. Shvyrev

National Medical Research Centre for Oncology,
63 14 line, Rostov-on-Don 344037, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

Purpose of the study. To evaluate the prognostic significance of biological factors VEGF-A, sVEGF-R1, VEGF-D, FGF,
EGF, EGFR, IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-1, IGFBP-2, somatotropin-releasing factor (GHRH) in kidney tissues (tumour tissue,
tissue of the perifocal zone and conditionally intact tissue) in local and generalized clear cell renal cancer using ROC
analysis.

Materials and methods. Two groups of patients were included in the study. Group 1 comprised 50 patients with
local kidney cancer (T,_,N M), while group 2 comprised 50 patients with metastatic kidney cancer (T,_,N,;M,). 10%
cytosolic fractions of the kidney tumour tissue were examined. The content of growth factors — somatotropin-
releasing factor (GHRH), somatotropin-releasing factor (GHRH) — was determined by the ELISA assay using standard
test systems. An assessment of prognostically unfavourable factors that significantly affect the generalization of the
tumour process was carried out using binary logistic regression and ROC analysis.

Results. The performed ROC analysis revealed diagnostically significant progression biomarkers and their
critical values for clear cell renal cancer (for conditionally intact tissue, these values were: VEGF-A < 9107.9 pg/g of
tissue; VEGF-R1 < 122.8 ng/g of tissue; FGF < 364.7 pg/g of tissue; IGF-2 < 148 ng/g of tissue; for perifocal tissue,
VEGF-A = 5839.6 pg/g of tissue; for tumour tissue, VEGF-A > 9622.5 pg/g of tissue, FGF < 435.1 pg/g of tissue,
somatotropin-releasing factor (GHRH) = 158.6 ng/g of tissue). The obtained data contribute to optimization of the
disease prognosis.

Conclusion. It is established that the most prognostically significant markers of clear cell renal cancer
progression include VEGF-A, FGF, somatotropin-releasing factor (GHRH), which can serve as an additional criterion
for the differential diagnosis of progression and monitoring of clear cell renal cancer.

Keywords:
ROC analysis, clear cell renal cancer, local cancer, generalized cancer, growth factors, prognosis
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BBEJEHUE

B 2018 r. B Poccum BnepBble pak NOYKu 6bin ycTa-
HoBfeH 23157 YenoBek, NeTanbHOCTb Ha NEPBOM rofy
XU3HWN cocTaBnsetr 14,5%. Pak noyku cocTtaBnseTr
4,7% B CTPYKTYpe OHKOJIOrMYecKoi 3a601eBaeMOCTH,
3aHUMas 9 MecTo. AGCONMIOTHbIA MPUPOCT 3abose-
BaemMocTu 3a 10 NeT NOCTOAHHO pacTeT U 3aHUMaeT
NMAUpYOLLYH nosnuuio n coctaenset 42,63%. Okono
40% BnepBble BbISIB/IEHHbIX 3/10Ka4€CTBEHHbIX HOBO-
o6pasoBaHuii umetroT llI-IV cTaguio 3abosieBaHus.
B TeueHne nocnefHUX AECATUNETUIN eXerogHblv nNpu-
pocT yacTtoTbl pa3sutusa Pl B Mupe cocTtaBnsaet 2%.
YBenuyeHve yucna BbiSIBIEHUs cnydYaeB 3aboneBa-
HWA onpefeneHo Kak NoA/IMHHbIMU daKTopaMu, Tak
1 yCOBepLUEHCTBOBaHMEM METOA0B ANArHOCTUKM.

Cenuac 5-neTHAsi BbIXXMBAeMOCTb B rpynmne 60Mb-
HbiX ¢ |I-Il cTaguein 3aboneBaHuss coctaBnsieT 80—
90%, c lll ctaguen 50-60%. MNpu IV cTtagum 5 net
XUBYT Bcero 5-10% naumeHToB [1]. CBeTnoknetouy-
HbI paK MOYKU M3 BCEX TUCTOSIOMMYECKUX TUMOB
Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeH u cocTtaBnsieT 85%. B no-
cnepHue roabl 6narofapsi MHOrOYUCIEHHBIM 3KCMe-
pUMEHTaNbHbIM U KIWHUYECKUM UCCNefOBaHUAM
n3yyeHa posib aHrMoreHHbix ¢akTopoB B pasBUTUK
MKP, a TakXXe BbisiBfieHbl B3aUMOCBA3N CO CTaguen,
YTO faeT BO3MOXXHOCTb onpefeneHns nporHosa. Tak,
6blI0 YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO YpoBeHb akcnpeccun VEGF
Koppenuposan C pa3MepoM OMyXoJsiM, OCOGEHHO
B Cnyyae nanuanapHoro paka. Kpome Toro, 6bis10
MoKasaHo, YTO pasHble MMCTONIOrnYecKme TUMbl paka
noykun akcnpeccupytoT VEGF B pasnnyHom obbeme.
Tak, 6onee Bbicokasi YacToTa akcnpeccuu VEGF B uu-
Tonnasme KNeTok obHapy)XeHa B cilyyae nanvnnsp-
Horo paka (67%) No CpaBHEHUIO CO CBET/IOKJIETOY-
HbIM (29%) [2]. B cBomMx paboTax [3] B 90% cny4dasx
cBeTnokneroyHoro Pl Habntopganu runepakcnpec-
cuto reHa VEGF. B Tex cnyyasx, Korga npu cCBeTo-
K/IETOYHOM pake MOYKM OOHapYXXMBaNCHA HU3KUK
ypoBeHb (akTopa VEGF, faHHbI dhaKT okasbiBancs,
CBSI3aH C MJI0OXMM MPOrHO30M TeueHus 3aboneBaHus.
l'eH VEGF cosfaeT 6naronpusiTHble yCnoBusa sl Npo-
HUKHOBEHUSI 6ENKOB Ma3Mbl KPOBM BO BHEKJIETOY-
HOe NPOCTPaHCTBO TKaHW, YTO yCUMBAaET NpoHuLae-
MOCTb COCYAOB. 3TO MPUBOAMT K MUrpauumn KNeTok
SHAO0TENUA U NMPOTEONN3Y BHEKIETOYHOIO MaTpUKCa,
4TO, BOBMOXHO, CMIOCOGCTBYET 06pa30BaHNIO 04aroB
MeTacTasupoBaHus [4, 5]. ®akT MeTacTasupoBaHus
NnoATBepXAaeTcs psAAOM aBTOPOB, YKasbiBakoLMX
Ha cywecTBytowyto ceasb VEGF ¢ nnoTHocTbo Mu-

KpOCOCYAO0B M MeTacTasnpoBaHWeM U OTMeYaroLmX
akcnpeccuto VEGF npu Bcex pasHOBUAHOCTSAX OMyX0-
newn noyex [6, 7.

Mo fdaHHbIM o0630pa [8], cywecTBYyOT cUCTEMBI
perynsiuMyM pocta OnyxoneBON TKaHW. 3TU CUCTEMbI
O06Hapy>XeHbl BO BCEX OMyXOJIAX MOYKU HE3ABUCUMO
OT rucronoruyeckoro Tuna. B HacTosiwee Bpems
Hambosnee ndyyeHHbIM GaKTOPOM ABMASETCA AnuAaep-
ManbHbIn dakTop pocTa -EGF. MoBbiweHne 3aToro
(akTopa yKasblBaeT Ha TO, YTO 3TU CUCTEMbI MpU-
06peTaloT 3alnUTy OT YyNpaBfeHUs U KOHTPOJS Ony-
X0NeBbIM POCTOM. YpOBEeHb MNOBbIWEHUS MapKepa
nNpsAMO NponopuuoHaneH cTaguu onyxonu, aBnseTcs
rnokasaTenem arpecCUMBHOro pocta Onyxosn 1, CooT-
BETCTBEHHO, HeH6NaronpuATHbIM MPOrHOCTUYECKUM
dakTopoM. Pag aBTOpoB B CBOMX paboTax OTMevatoT
noeblweHne cogepxanusa EGF-R nmMeHHO B noyeyHo-
KNeTOYHbIX OMYXONSAX M yKasblBalOT Ha UX B3auMoO-
CBA3b C pasmepoM onyxonu [9].

Ocoboe MecTo cpefun (hakTopoB pocTa 3aHUMMaeT
CcUCTEMA MHCYNMHONOAO6HbIX hakTopoB. OHa BKIHO-
YaeT nHcynnHonoaobHble dakTopbl pocta 1 2 TUNa
(MOP-1 (IGF-1) u UDP-2 (IGF-2)) — MUTOreHHble nen-
TWAbI, BbICOKOTOMOJIOTUYHbIE APYT APYTY U UHCYSIUHY,
CUHTe3NpyoLLMecs B NeYeHU U HEKOTOPbIX APYruX TKa-
HAX NOA BAUSIHUEM FOPMOHa pocTa runodusa (comaTo-
TpOMHbIN ropMoH CTI) U BO3AeNCTBYtOLWME Ha Mepu-
(hepuyeckme TKaHW, pacrnpoCcTpaHASCb MO OpraHU3My
C KpoBblo (LeHTpasibHbI UM 3HLOKPUHHBIN Mexa-
HW3M [LeiCTBMUS), UX TPAaHCMEeMOpaHHble KJIETOYHble
peLenTopbl U cBa3biBalowme 6enku kposu (MOPCE).
NOP-1 n UDP-2 cnHTe3npytoTCA TakxKe KneTKkamu pas-
JINYHBIX OMNYXOMen U ABASAIOTCA ayTo/MapakpUHHbIMM
Meguatopamu, onocpeayroLlwmMMmn pocT, MeTacTasupo-
BaHWe M aHTManonTOTUYECKME OTBETbI 3/1I0KaYeCTBEH-
HbIX KneTok [10]. B akcnepumeHTax in vivo CHUXeHHas
akcnpeccus kak UOP-I, Tak n UOP-II accouunposa-
nacbk ¢ akTuBaumen anontosa [11].

Tak, 6b1710 NoKa3aHo, YTo 6enkn cemeinctea NPP,
ABNASACb MOLLHbIMW  MUTOreHamu, CTUMYIUPYIOT
He TONbKO MponndepaTUBHYO, HO U WHBAa3UBHYIO
N aHIMMOreHHy akTMBHOCTb Knetok, a UPPCB, Ha-
NpoTUB, OKa3blBaloOT NOoAABAAOLLLEE AeACTBUE Ha 3TU
npouecchbl [12]. Takum 06pas3oM, BCE KOMMOHEHTbI
NOP-3aBUCMMOro CUrHanbHOro NyTH, Tak UM UHaye,
BOBJleYeHbl B MpoOLECcChbl KIIeTOYHON agresmm n mu-
rpaumu, YTo CBUAETENLCTBYET 06 UX Y4acTWUM B MHBa-
3YBHOM pOCTe U MeTacTa3nupoBaHuu.

anuaepmanbHblii dakTop pocTta (EGF) — 6enok,
CTUMYNUPYIOLNIA KNTETOYHbINA POCT U KNETOYHYHO And-
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depeHUNPOBKY aNuUTeNnanbHOro Mokposa C MNOMO-
Wblo peuenTopa anuAaepmanbHoro dakrtopa pocTa
(EGFR). EGF peiicTByeT nyTem cBSi3blBaHUS C peLen-
TOPOM 3nuAepManbHOro dakTopa pocta Ha NoBepx-
HOCTU KJIETOK, MOCJIe Yero CTUMYNIMPYET aKTUBHOCTb
BHYTPUK/ETOUYHbIX TUPO3UHKMHA3, a OHW, B CBOIO
oyepefb, NepeaaroT CUrHan BHYTPb KNETKM, YTO Npu-
BOAWUT K PasfNyYHbIM 6UOXUMUYECKUM WU3MEHEHUAM
W panee K JeNeHUO KNeTku. B pesynbtate geneHue
KneTkn B npucytctBum EGF npoucxogut 6bicTpee,
yeMm feneHue knetku 6e3 EGF [13]. JaHHbin dakTop
pocTa Tak)Ke UrpaeT BaXKHYIO posib B KaHLeporeHese.
B onpeneneHHbIX YCIOBUSX OH MOXET Bbi3blBaTb Ma-
JIMTHU3aUMIo KN1eTOK, UHAYLMPOBaTb MPOTOOHKOMEHbI
c-fos n c-myc. Peuentop anugepmanbHoro dakTtopa
pocta (EGF-R) — npoaykT reHa c-erbB1 — ocywecT-
BNISIET BHYTPUKIETOYHYIO Nepefayy MUTOMEHHbIX CUT-
HasoB psja Hambonee aKTUBHbIX ayTo/MapakpUHHbIX
perynaTopoB nponudepauum knetok paka [14, 15].
HapyweHune curHanbHomn cuctemol EGF — EGF-R npu-
BOAUT K TOMY, YTO peLenTop AEWCTBYET KakK OHKO-
6en0K, W, COOTBETCTBEHHO, «HEUCMPABHOCTb» KJle-
TOYHOW CMWrHaNbHOW CETUM NPUBOAUT K PasBUTUIO
paka v apyrum nponudepaTtMBHbIM 3ab60JIEBAHUSIM.
MNMokasaHo, 4To HapylweHne byHKLMOHANbLHON aKTUB-
HocTu EGF n EGF-R o6ycnosnueaet 6onee 70% Bcex
3/10Ka4YecTBEHHbIX onyxonei [16]. A yacToTa akcnpec-
cun EGF-R npu pake noyku coctaensieT 50-90% [17].
MoBblweHHasa akcnpeccuss EGF ycunuBaet nHBasmio
N MeTacTasMpoBaHuWe oMyxonu, 3anyckas uenbli Ka-
CKaj BHYTPUKIIETOYHbIX MPOLECCOB, UHULIMMPYIOLLUX
KNeToYHYHo nponudepauuto u psg Apyrux 6uonoruye-
ckux addeKToB, OTBETCTBEHHbIX 3@ OMYXONEBYHO NPO-
rpeccuto: aAresunto U MHBasuo TpaHCHOPMUPOBAHHbIX
KNEeTOoK, BKJTIOYEHME aHTNaNoONTUYECKNX MEXaHN3MOB.

dakTopbl pocTa hnbpobnacToB — MHOrOhYHKLMO-
HanbHble 6eNikKyu, UrparLlne BaXKHEWLYO ponb Kak
B 9MOpUOreHese, Tak U B XXM3HEAesATENbHOCTM B3POC-
noro opraHuama. OHM y4acTBYIOT B npoueccax aud-
hepeHUMpoBKN U NponudepaLmm KeTOK pasfinyHbIX
TWUMOB, a TaKXe B Perynsuun KIeToYHON Murpalmm
N BbDKMBaHWSA, pereHepauuu TKaHel, B mnpoueccax
aHruoreHesa M HelporeHesa. MHOXeCTBO AaHHbIX
TakXXe CBWAETENbCTBYET O TOM, YTO HapyLIEHHbIN
CUrHanbHbIn NyTb FGF MOXeT npuBOAUTbL K KaHLe-
poreHesy [18-20]. dakTopbl pocTa ¢pubpobnacTos
BO3AENCTBYIOT Ha KJIeTKM Yepes rpynny peLenTopoB
(FGFRs).

B pa6ote aBTopoB [21] nokaszaHo BnuaHue CTI
PUAW3UHT TOPMOHA Ha OHKOreHes3 Npu pake TONCTOWN

KUWKK. [aHHble pes3ynbTaTbl NOATBEPXAAKT BaX-
HOe BIMSIHWE COMAaTOTPOMHOro-rOpMOHa PUIIM3MHIa
Ha KaHLUeporeHes, Bbi3BaHHbIN BocnaneHnem. OgHum
N3 OrpaHMYEHUn 3TOro UCCNefoBaHUA ABMASETCA TO,
yTO obuiee oTcyTcTBME CTI-pUnnsnHra B opraHusme
NPMBOAUT K Cepbe3HOMY AeduunTy ropMoHa pocTa.
B 3akstoueHne aBTOpbl YTBEPXAAOT, YTO TOTaNbHOE
otcytcTBue CTI-punusnHra yeBenuMymMBaeT 4YyBCTBU-
TENbHOCTb K KaHLeporeHesy TONCTON KULIKWU Y Mbl-
Wwen-caMUoB. Pe3ynbTaTbl yKasblBalOT Ha BaXKHYHO
pOJib COMATOTPOMNHOM OCK B 60pb6e C pakoM, CBA3aH-
HbIM C BOCManeHneM. ABNSeTca M 9TO pesysibTaToM
OTCYTCTBMA ropMoHa pocTta unun CTI-punusuHra, ewie
NPeLCTONUT YCTaHOBUTD.

Ha JaHHbI MOMEHT OCTaeTCA MHOr0 HeSACHbIX
N NPOTUBOPEYMBbIX MOMEHTOB Hac4eT AMarHocTu-
YecKoW 3HaYMMOCTU BUonornyeckunx GpakTopoB npu
NPOrpeccMpoBaHUn CBET/IOK/IETOYHOIO paka Nnoyku.

Llenb uccnepgoBanua: ¢ nomoulbio ROC-aHanusa
OLleHUTb MPOrHOCTUYECKYHD 3HAYUMMOCTb MapkKe-
poB VEGF-A, sVEGF-R1, VEGF-D, FGF, EGF, EGFR, IGF-1,
IGF-2, IGFBP-1, IGFBP-2, CTl-punuanMHra B TKaHAX
MOYKM (TKaHb OMyXOJM, TKaHb NEPUPOKANbHOMN 30HbI
1 YCJIOBHO MHTAKTHas TKaHb) NPW JIOKasIbHOM U reHe-
pann3oBaHHOM CBET/IOK/IETOYHOM paKe MOYKM.

MATEPWUANDbI U METObl

O6beKTOM uccnefoBaHUss OblM  TKaHW  ony-
XONU MNoYkK, ee nepudoKasrbHON 30Hbl, YCIIOBHO
WHTaKTHble TKaHW, MOJlyYeHHble Npu XuUpypruye-
ckoM neyeHun 100 60MbHBIX C FUCTONIOrNYECKHU
NOATBEPXAEHHbIM CBETNOK/IETOYHbIM BapUaHTOM
paka noyku (nokanbHblit pak (T, ,N,M,) (n = 50),
cpegn Hux 15 (30%) nauueHToB COCTaBWIM nMua
»KeHckoro nona, 35 (70%) nauneHToB MYXCKOro
nona, n renepanusosaHHbin (T, ,NM1) (n = 50),
31 (62%) nauMeHT — nMua Myxckoro nona, 19
(38%) maumeHTOB XeHcKoro nosa). Bce 6onbHble
He nosiyyanu HeoafblOBAHTHOrO NieyeHus. Y 6onb-
HbIX B rpynne ¢ reHepasn3oBaHHbIM PakOM MeTa-
CTasbl JlIoKann3oBanucb B nerkux — 34 60NbHbIX,
B KOCTAX — 15 60nbHbIX, B NeYeHn — 3 60JIbHbIX,
B Hagno4yeyHuke — 4 60MbHbIX, B NOMAXENYA0YHON
»kenese — 1 60N1bHOMN.

ComaTunyeckui ctaTyc no nHpekcy KapHoBcKoro
80-100% Hab6bntopancsa y 35 6onbHblx, 70-80% —
y 10 60onbHbIX, 50-60% — y 5 60nbHbIX. MNpK oueHKe
NporHo3sa 60J/bHbIX AUcceMUHUpoBaHbiM MKP no mo-
fenun IDMC (Heng) Hamu 6b11o ycTaHoBeHo: 7 (14%)
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MauueHTOB OTHOCUIIUCb K rpynne 61aronpusaTHOro
nporHo3a, 39 (78%) 60/bHbIX COCTaBWUAW FPYNMy Npo-
MEXYTOUYHOro MporHosa u 4 (8%) 60/bHbIX UMeNu
MJOXOW MPOrHo3.

Kputepvem ot6opa 60nbHbIX ABASAACA Mopdo-
NIOTUYECKN MOATBEPXKAEHHbIA  CBETIOKNETOYHbIN
pak nouyku. CpegHuit BO3pacT 6OJbHbIX COCTaBWII
57,8 £ 7,9 net. B HacTosILLee BpeMsi CyLLLeCTBYET HeO6-
XOAMMOCTb B MPUMEHEHUU METOANYECKUX MOAXOA0B,
NO3BONAIOLWNX KONIMYECTBEHHO OLlEeHUBaTb MPOrHO-
CTUYECKYO 3HAYMMOCTb MCMOJSIb3yeMbIX TECTOB ANs
OMarHoCTMKM U NPOrHo3a 3aboneBaHus.

B 10% LMTO30MbHbIX (paKUMi TKAHW MOYKWK, MpK-
rOTOBMEHHbIX Ha Kanuit-bochaTtHoM 6ydepe pH 7.4,
cogepxawem 0,1% Teun-20, meTogom UDA ¢ ncnonb-
30BaHMeM CTaHAapTHbIX TeCT-CUCTeM onpepensnu
YPOBEHb CrefAyoWwmnx 6UOXMMMYECKMX NoKasaTenem:
VEGF-A, VEGF-R1 (BenderMedSystem, ABscTpus),
VEGF-D (R&D System. CLLUA), EGF, EGFR (CUSABIO
BIOTECH Co., Ltd., KuTtait), IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-1,
IGFBP-2, IGFBP-3 (Mediagnost 'epmanus), CTI-punu-
3uHr (Peninsula Laboratories International CLUA). Cta-
TUCTUYECKWI aHanus3 pesynbTaToB NPOBOAUAN C MO-
MOLLb0 MakeTa nporpamm Statistica 6,0 (Stat-Soft,
2001). AaHHble Tabnuu NpeacTaBfieHbl B Buge M £+ m,
roe M — cpegHee apudmMeTnyeckoe 3HavyeHne, am —
CTaHAapTHaa olubka cpefHero. PasHuuy oTnvuuim
oueHuBanu no Kkputeputo CTbitogeHTa U cunTanu [o-
cToBepHon npu p < 0,05.

[nsi oueHKU MpPOrHOCTMYECKM Heb6/1aronpusiTHbIX
takTopoB, AOCTOBEPHO BAUAIOWMX Ha reHepanusa-
L1IO OMYX0JIeBOr0o NpoLiecca, NPUMEHANNCh 6UHapHas
noructunyeckan perpeccus n ROC-aHanus, Bbinos-
HeHHble ¢ NnomoLbio nporpammbl MedCalc Statistics
15.8. B cBAI3M ¢ aTUM A1 MaTeMaTUYECKOM OLLEHKU
MPOrHOCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTU uccriegyembix dak-

TOpPOB pocTa Npwu NoKasbHOM U reHepasn3oBaHHOM
CBET/IOKJIETOYHOM pakKe MoYKM 6bl/I0 MPOBEAEHO
noctpoeHne u cpaBHeHne ROC-KpuBbIX ANA Kax-
foro us 6uomapkepos (VEGF-A, sVEGF-R1, VEGF-D,
FGF, EGF, EGFR, IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-1, IGFBP-2, CTI-
punuauHra). B kayecTBe 3aBUCUMO MepeMeHHOW
6bl1 onpefeneH 6UHapHbIA NpU3HaK 1 — reHepanu-
30BaHHbIN pak No4ykn u 0 — NnokKanbHbIN paK MoYKuU.
OT60p HE3aBUCUMbIX MEPEMEHHbIX AN BK/IHOYEHMS
B MOAENN OCYyLLEeCTBAANCA NPU NOMOLLUM OLEHKMN 3Ha-
YUMOCTU PpasnMuuin Mexay rpynnaMmyv nauueHToB
C reHepann3oBaHHbIM M JIOKa/lbHbIM PaKOM MOYKMU.
[ns NocTpoeHUs NPOrHOCTUYECKMX MOAenein 6blan
BblbpaHbl npusHaku ¢ P < 0,05. Mpu uHTepnpeta-
UMK nokasaTens nnowaau nog Kpusoi (AUC — Area
Under Curve) ncnonb3oBanu 06LLEeNpPU3HAHHYIO 3KC-
nepTHyto Wwkany (Taén. 1) [22].

UcnonbsoBaHne metoga ROC-aHanusa nossonser
Bbl6paTb KpUTepuii, obnagatownii Hanbonbluen npea-
cKasaTenbHOW CnocobHocTblo. C nomoulbio MeToga
Tpaneuum Bbluncnanca ymcneHHbin MK — nokasartenob
nnowagm nog ROC-kpueon. Teopetnyeckn AUC Bapbu-
pyet B gnanasoHe ot 0,5 go 1,0, npMyemM 4eM BblLLe 3TOT
rokasaresib, TeM KayecTBeHHee Mogenb (Tabn. 1).

[nsa onpepeneHnss KayectBa GMHAPHOro Knaccwu-
(pukaTopa paccuMTbiBalOT ABa MoKasaTens: guarHo-
CTMYecKas 4YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb W AMarHoCTUYecKas
cneunduyHocTb Mogenu. Camo no cebe uccnenoBa-
HWe TaKux XxapakTepucTUK Mofesnm, Kak YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTb M Crneun@PUYHOCTb, fatOT BO3MOXHOCTb Onpe-
0enUTb ABa O4YeHb BaXKHbIX MokKasaTens MOLENM:
1 — onTMManbHbI NOPOr OTCEYEHUS, TO €CTb 3TO TOY-
Ka, B KOTOPOM YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb U CNeLUPUYHOCTb
MOAENM MaKCcuMalbHa; 2 — TOYKy 6anaHca, B KOTO-
poWi YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb U CMELUPUYHOCTb MPUMEPHO
coBnapgarT. 9Ta BeNMYMHA XapaKTepusyeT Crnoco6-

Ta6nuua 1. CooTHolweHmne uHTepeanos MMK (AUC) n guarHocTuyeckoi 3HaumMMocTu
Table 1. The ratio of the AUC and diagnostic significance intervals

WuTepsan MK (AUC) /

[unarHocTuyeckasi 3Ha4MMOCTb Mapkepa /

AUC interval Diagnostic marker significance

0,9-1,0 OTtnuyHas / Excellent

0,8-0,9 OueHb xopowwas / Very good

0,7-0,8 Xopouwas / Good

0,6-0,7 CpepgHsis / Medium

0,5-0,6 HeynosnetBoputenbHas / Unsatisfactory
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HOCTb TecTa KaK MOXHO TOYHee oThUNbTPOBbIBaATbL
MauueHTOB C COMHWTENbHbIM HanuMymMeM 60Ne3HW.
YyBCTBUTENbHbIA AMAarHOCTUYECKUIN TeCT MNpOosBAs-
eTcsa B rmnepauMarHocTuke — MakcuMasbHOM Mpeg-
oTBpaLLeHnn nponycka 60MbHbIX, a cneuudUyHbIN
ONarHOCTUYECKUA TeCT AMarHOCTMPYeT TOJIbKO [O-
NOAJIMHHO 6OMNbHbIX. KpUTepuit HyneBoro 3HayeHus
Z NOrNCTUYECKOW perpeccum — 31O KpUTEPUI, Npwu
KOTOPOM MOPOr BbICTaBMSAETCA B TOYKY, rAe 3Haye-
HWe Z NOrMcTUYECKOW perpeccumn paBHO Hynw. Yem
Bbllle 3HayeHne Z, TeM HMKe BEPOATHOCTb JIOXKHOIO
pesynbTata — ownbKu. MNoHATHe «95% JoBepuTenb-
HbI MHTEPBaN» COOTBETCTBYET 3HAYEHMAM NoLaan
ROC-kpuBoO#, HaxogsALLeNnca B onpefeneHHoM gnana-
30He 3Ha4YeHuNn.

PE3YJIbTATbl U OBCYXAEHUE

Mo MHEHUAM pasnnyHbIX aBTOPoOB [23, 24], akTu-
BaTop HeoaHrnoreHesa VEGF-A B onyxoneBom ovare
XapaKTepusyeTcs runepakcrnpeccuen B cpaBHEHUU
C HEM3MEeHeHHbIMY TKaHsIMU. 1o pe3ynbTaTam Halle-
ro uccnepoBaHus, npu cpasHeHun VEGF-A B TkaHu
NIOKanbHOro paka u reHepann3oBaHHOro AMarHocTu-
YeCKOW TOYKOW pasfenieHus, unm Touykon «cut-off»,
MeXnay NioKanbHOM (GOopMON paka MOYKMU M reHepa-
nusoBaHHoW Ana VEGF-A 6bin ypoBeHb 9622,5 nr/r
TKaHu, a ansa SVEGF-R1-46,7 Hr/r TKkaHu (Taén. 2).
Ecnn VEGF-A > 9622,5 nr/r TKaHu, To C AMarHocTu-
yeckoii YyBcTBUTENbHOCTbLIO (YY) — 90,9% 1 cneuu-
tuuHocTblo (AC) — 78,6% MOXHO AMArHOCTUPOBAThb

Ta6bnuua 2. OueHKa AnarHoctuyeckoi nHpopmMaTueHocTu onpegenenus VEGF-A un sVEGF-R1, noka3aTtenu nnowazgm nog,
KpuBbiMU ROC-aHan13a npu AMarHocTuKe reHepasnM3oBaHHOrO paka NoYKu B OMyX0neBou TKaHU
Table 2. Assessment of the prognostic significance of VEGF-A and sVEGF-R1, the area under the ROC curves in the

diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in tumour tissue

Bruomapkep u kputepwmii O4%/ [OC%/ WuTepBanMMNK  95% poBeputenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHuyenus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AuC) / AUC uHTepsan /95 % =0,5)
demarcation criteria interval confidence interval

VEGF-A > 9622,5 nr/r TKaHu / _

VEGF-A > 9622 5 pg/g of tissue 90,91 78,57 0,883 +0,0773 0,692-0,976 4,9 p < 0,0001
SVEGF-R1 < 46,7 Hr/r TKaHu / 7500 6429 0726 +0,102 0,517-0,991 2218 p<0,0265

SVEGF-R1 = 46.7 ng/g of tissue

MpumeyaHue: Y — auarHocTuyeckas yyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [IC — AnarHoctudeckas cneumduuHocTb, uHTepean MNMK (AUC) — nokasatenb

nnowaau nog ROC-kpusow

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve

test
100} I_
Sensitivity: 90,9
80 Specificity: 78,6
Criterion: >9622,5
2
s 60H
:*é
o 40H
w
200 AUC =0,883
P < 0,001
0h 1 1 1 1

0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity

Puc. 1. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTHU (sensitivity),
cneundmruHocTu (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTenb niowaam
nog ROC-kpueotit (MMNK) npu onpegenenun VEGF-A B TKaHaX
JI0KaNbHOro ¥ reHepann3oBaHHOro paka NoYku

test
100 | _I—
80
Sensitivity: 75,0

> Specificity: 64,3
:‘g 60 - Criterion: <46,7
:‘é
o 40
w

20 AUC = 0,726

P =0,027
O Cl 1 1 1 1

0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity

Puc. 2. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTHU (sensitivity),
cneundmryHocTm (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasatenb niowaam
nog ROC-kpueotit (MMK) npu onpegenenun VEGF-R1 B TKaHaAX
JI0KaNbHOro ¥ reHepann3oBaHHOMo paka Noyku

Fig. 1. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator
of the area under the ROC curve when determining VEGF-A in the
tissues of local and generalized kidney cancer

Fig. 2. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity specificity and AUC - an
indicator of the area under the ROC curve when determining
VEGF-R1 in tissues of local and generalized kidney cancer
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Ta6bnuua 3. OueHkKa gnarHoctuyeckomn uHpopmaTuBHocTu onpegeneHus FGF, nokasartenu nnowagm nog Kpuebimu ROC-
aHanu3a npv AUarHoCcTMKe reHepasim30BaHHOro paka NoYku B OMyX0NeBOW TKaHU

Table 3. Assessment of the prognostic significance of FG, the area under the ROC curve (AUC) in the diagnostics of
generalized kidney cancer in tumour tissue

Buomapkep n Kputepui OY4%/ [OC%/ WutepBanMMNK  95% poBeputenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHuyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHTepBan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation criteria interval confidence interval

FGF < 435,1 nr/r Tkauu /

FGF < 435.1 pg/g of tissue 90,91 78,57 0,877 + 0,0695 0,684-0,973 5419 p < 0,0001

Mpumeuanue: Y — gnarHoctuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [1C — AnarHoctuyeckas cneundudHocTb, nHTepsan MMK (AUC) — nokasaTtenb
nnowazau nog ROC-kpuBow
Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve

Ta6nuua 4. OueHka guarHocTu4eckoin nHbopmMaTMBHOCTU onpegeneHus CTI-punusuHra, nokasarenu niowasm noa
KpuBbiMU ROC-aHanm3a npu AuarHocTUKe reHepanu3oBaHHOIO paka NoYKU B ONyXoneBoil TKaHU

Table 4. Assessment of the prognostic significance of somatotropin-releasing factor (GHRH), the area under the ROC curves
in the diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in tumor tissue

Bruomapkep v kputepuin O4%/ OC%/ WHtepBan MK  95% poBepuTenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pa3srpaHuyenus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC uHTepBan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation criteria interval confidence interval

CTI-pUnU3KHT HI/T TKaHu /
Somatotropin-releasing factor 81,82 100,0 0,950 + 0,042 0,765-0,998 10,730 p <0,0001
(GHRH) ng/g of tissue

Mpumevanue: Y — anarHoctuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, JC — AnarHocTuyeckas cneumduyHocTb, nHTepsan MK (AUC) — nokasaresb
nnowaan nog ROC-kpusom
Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP - diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve

test test
100 | ,7 100 |
Sens?qv?ty: 90,9
80r <S:‘r3|?ecr||f§rl\ty512561 80H Sensitivity: 8138
Specificity: 100,0
Criterion: <158,6
> > z
g 60 g 60 H
3 3
G 40 G 40H
(%) (%]
20 20 H
AUC = 0,877 AUC = 0,950
P < 0,001 P < 0,001
OI“‘I“‘I“‘I“‘I“‘ 0_“‘I“‘I“‘I“‘I“‘
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity 100-Specificity
Puc. 3. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity), Puc. 4. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity),
cneuuduruHocTm (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTenb niowaav noa cneumduyHocTy (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTtesib Naowaau nog,
ROC-kpuBoit (MMNK) npu onpeaenesun FGF B TKaHAX JI0KaIbHOro ROC-kpuBoit (MMNK) npu onpeaenenun CTI-pUnnsuHra B TKaHSX
W reHepannM3oBaHHOro paka noyvku NI0KaNnbHOro 1 reHepann3oBaHHOro paka Noyku
Fig. 3. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of Fig. 4. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator
the area under the ROC curve when determining FGF in tissues of of the area under the ROC curve in determining somatotropin-
local and generalized kidney cancer releasing factor (GHRH) in the tissues of local and generalized

kidney cancer
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reHepanusoBaHHblin npouecc (p < 0,0001) (puc. 1).
Ecnun sVEGF-R1 < 46,7 Hr/r TKaHu, TO MOXXHO Aua-
FHOCTUPOBAaTb reHepasiM3oBaHHObIN pakK C AuarHo-
CTUYECKOM YYBCTBUTENBbHOCTbLIO 75% 1 cneumnduyHo-
cTbto 64,29% (p < 0,0265) (puc. 2). CnegoBaTtesnibHO,
ecnn VEGF-A > 9622,5 nr/r TKaHW, TO gMarHo3s «re-
HepanM30BaHHbIN paK MOYKM» MOXHO MOCTaBUTb
c 60nblueit ANarHOCTUYECKOW YYBCTBUTENbHOCTbBIO
n cneundUYHOCTLIO, YeM Mo nokasartento sVEGF-RT
< 46,7 Hr/Tr TKaHW.

AUC pns onarHOCTUKKU reHepanM3oBaHHOrO paka
nocpeactsoM aHanusa VEGF-A coctaBuna 0,883 +
0,0773 (p < 0,0001) (Tabn. 2, puc. 1), a z-KpUTepUii
6b1n1 paBeH 4,9, YTo CBUAETENBCTBYET O BbICOKON Ana-
FHOCTMYECKOM LLeHHOCTM Takoro noaxopa.

AUC panAa AuarHocTUKUM  reHepannsoBaHHOro
paka nocpenctBoMm aHanusa sVEGF-R1 coctaBuna
0,726 + 0,102 (p < 0,0265) (Taén. 2, puc. 2), a z-Kpu-
Tepuin 6bin paBeH 2,218, 4TO CBUAETENLCTBYET O XO-
poLlein AMarHOCTUYECKON 3HA4YMMOCTW, OOHAKO 3TO
He Mo3BOMSeT TOYHO AMarHoCcTMpoBaTb reHepanusa-
LiMIO OMyXxoJs1IeBOro npowecca B NoYKax.

Mpw oueHke gMarHOCTUYECKUX MapameTpoB dak-
Topa pocta FGF onpegenunu, 4to onTuMasnbHOe no-
poroBoe 3HayeHue, T. e. Touka cut-off pns FGF, — ypo-
BeHb 435,71 nr/r TkaHu (Tabn. 3).

Ecnn FGF < 435,1 nr/r TKaHu, To ¢ AgnarHoctuye-
ckon vyecTBUTENbHOCTLIO 90,91% M cneuyndunyHo-
CTbto 78,57% AnarHOCTUpyeTCsa reHepasnsoBaHHbIN
npouecc (p < 0,0001) (Taén. 3, puc. 3).

Ta6nuua 5. OueHka guarHoctuyeckoin nHpopmaTmeHocTu onpepeneHus EGF u EGFR, nokasatenu niowaam nog KpUebiMm
ROC-aHanu3a npu AuarHocTuke reHepasn3oBaHHOIo paka NoYKMU B ONyX0JIEBOM TKaHU
Table 5. Evaluation of the prognostic significance of EGF and EGFR, indicators of the area under the ROC curve in the

diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in tumour tissue

Bruomapkep n Kputepui O4%/ [AC%/ WutepBanMMNK  95% poBeputenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHunyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHtepsan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

EGF < 153,9 nr/r Tkanu / _

EGF < 153.9 pg/g of tissue 60,0 91,7 0,792 + 0,098 0,567-0,933 2,954 p <0,0031
EGF-R < 112,7 Hr/r Tkanm / 6667 5714  0583+0,117 0,375-0,772 0713 p<04760

EGF-R = 112,7 ng/g of tissue

MpumeyaHue: 4 — AnarHocTuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [iC — AnarHocTuyeckas cneumbuyHocTb, MHTepBan MMK (AUC) — nokasatesnb

nnowaawu nog ROC-kpuBoi

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve

Ta6nuua 6. OueHka guarHocTudeckoin MHpopmaTuBHocTu onpepenenus IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D u
nokasaresnu nnowiagm nog KpuebiMu ROC-aHanu3a npy AuarHoCcTMKe reHepasm3oBaHHOr0 paka NoYKu B OMyXoJIeBOW TKaHu
Table 6. Assessment of the prognostic significance of IGF-1, IGF-2, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D and the area under the ROC
curve in the diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in tumour tissue

Bruomapkep v kputepuit O4%/ [OC%/ WhtepBanMMNK  95% goBeputenbHblit  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHuyenus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHtepsan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

IGF-1 < 105 Hr/r TkaHu / _

IGF-1 < 105 ng/g of tissue 58,33 85,71 0,768 £ 0,0946 0,562-0,909 2,833 p < 0,0046
IGF-2 < 10,3 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGF-2 < 103 ng/g of tissue 58,33 78,57 0,664 £0,114 0,453-0,835 1,435 p<0,1514
IGFBP-1 > 1,6 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGFBP-1 > 1.6 ng/g of tissue 50,0 76,92 0,604 +0,124 0,381-0,799 0,839 p<0,4012
IGFBP-2 > 20 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGFBP-2 > 20 ng/g of tissue 77,78 69,23 0,739+0,112 0,510-0,901 2,139 p < 0,0325
VEGF-D > 6094 nr/r TkaHv / 0,0 7143 0,529 +0,124 0,316-0,733 0231  p<08174

VEGF-D > 609.4 pg/g of tissue

MpumeyaHue: Y — anarHocTuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [IC — AnarHocTuyeckas cneumduyHocTb, MHTepBan MK (AUC) — nokasaresnb

nnowaau nog ROC-kpuBoi

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP - diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve
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AUC ana anarHoCcTuku nocpencrsomM aHanusa FGF
coctaBuna 0,877 + 0,0695 (p < 0,0001), z-KpuTepui
6bIn paBeH 5,419, BCe 3TO CBMAETENLCTBYET O BbICO-
KoM KauyecTBe Mogenu (puc. 3). CnepoBaTesibHO,
onpegeneHune FGF B onyxoneBon TKaHM MNOYKN SBNS-
eTCA ANarHOCTMYECKWN LieHHbIM NMPU3HaKOM ANs Bbl-
ABNEHUNS reHepasn3oBaHHOMo NpoLecca.

Ewe ognH gnarHoCTUYeCcKu 3Ha4YMMbIA Mapkep —
CTI-puUnusuHr, ornpegeneHme KOTOpPOro nossonser
AunarHoctupoBaTtb reHepanusauuto, ecnu CTl-punu-
3UHI < 158,6 HI/r TKaHW. TOUKOW pasgeneHuns aBnseT-
cq BennymHa 158,6 Hr/r TKaHK, Takoe NOporoBoe 3Ha-
yeHue onTuManbHo. [laHHOMY aKTy COOTBETCTBYIOT

BbICOKME 3HaYeHUs AMarHOCTUYECKON YyBCTBUTESb-
HOCTU 1 cneuuduyHocTm (Tabn. 4).

JunarHocTnyeckass 4yBCTBUTENIbHOCTb onpepgere-
Hua CTl-punuruHra coctaBnset 81,82%, a AnarHocTu-
Yyeckas cneumnduyHocTb — 100% (p < 0,0001) (puc. 4).
MapamMeTpbl, XapaKTepusyloLne BbICOKYIO CTereHb
3HauMmocTy (z statistic = 10,730 n 95% pgosepuTtenb-
HbI MHTepBan 0,765-0,998), Tak)Ke OT/IMYaNUCh Bbl-
COKUMM 3HAYEHUSAMM.

Mnowagb nog Kpueoit (AUC) pns AMarHOCTUKM
reHepanM3oBaHHOrO paka MOCPeACTBOM aHanusa
CTlpunusuHra coctaBuna 0,950 + 0,0420 (p < 0,0001)
(Tabn. 4, puc. 4), YTO CBMAETENbCTBYET O BbICOKOW

Ta6bnuua 7. OueHka gnarHoctuyeckou uipopmaTtuBHoctu onpegenendus VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, IGF-2 n noka3artenu nnowagmu
noj KpuebiMu ROC-aHanu3a npu AUarHoCTUKe reHepasn3oBaHHOIO paka NoYku B nepudoKanbHON TKaHW
Table 7. Assessment of the prognostic significance of VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, IGF-2 and the area under the ROC curve in the

diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in perifocal tissue

Buomapkep u Kputepui OY4%/ [OC%/ WutepBanMMNK  95% poBeputenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pa3rpaHuyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHTepBan/ 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

VEGF-A =< 5839,6 nr/r TkaHu / _

VEGF-A < 58396 pg/g of tissue 84,62 78,57 0,808 + 0,0903 0,611-0,933 3,409 p < 0,0007
SVEGF-R1 = 125,5 Hr/r TKaHu / _

SVEGF-R1 < 125.5 ng/g of tissue 92,31 64,29 0,780 + 0,0939 0,580-0,915 2,983 p <0,0029
IGF-2 < 139 Hr/r Tkakm / 8462 7143  0761+0,0993 0,559-0,903 2629  p<0,0086

IGF-2 < 139 ng/g of tissue

Mpumeuanue: Y — gnarHoctuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [1C — AnarHoctuyeckas cneundudHocTtb, nHTepsan MMK (AUC) — nokasaTtenb

nnowazau nog ROC-kpuBow

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve
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Puc. 5. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity),
cneuyunduruHocTtm (specificity) m AUC — nokasaresnb niowagm
nog ROC-kpueoit (MMK) npu onpegenenun VEGF-A B TKaHaX
nepudokanbHO 30HbI MPK JIOKaTbHOM U reHepann3oBaHHOM
pake Mouku

Fig. 5. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of the
area under the ROC curve when determining VEGF-A in the tissues of
the perifocal zone with local and generalized kidney cancer
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Puc. 6. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity),
cneumduuHocTy (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTtenb nnowaau
noa ROC-kpueoi (MMNK) npv onpefenenun sVEGF-R1 B TKaHsAX
nepudoKanbHO 30HbI NPU IOKaSbHOM U FreHepann3oBaHHOM
pake rno4ku

Fig. 6. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of the
area under the ROC curve when determining sSVEGF-R1 in the tissues
of the perifocal zone with local and generalized kidney cancer
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OWarHoCTUYEeCKOM 3HaYMMOCTM U NO3BOJISAET ANarHo-
CTUpoBaTb reHepanunsaumto OMnyxosieBoro npouecca
Npu CBETNIOKIETOYHOM paKe NOYKM.

MpumeHeHne Metoga ROC-aHanusa MO3BOAWIO
BbISIBUTb CpPean BCeX GMOXMMUYECKUX MOKasaTesnewn
WUCTUHHO MH(MOPMAaTUBHbIE, OAHAKO Bbin psia Nokasa-
Tenen, gmarHoctnyeckast UHHPOPMaTUBHOCTb KOTOPbIX
He fana BO3MOXHOCTU MX WUCMOSb30BaHUS B Kade-
CTBE ANarHOCTUYECKOro KpUTEpUs reHepanuaawmu.

Tak, Npu NpoBeAEeHNM aHanNn3a faHHbIX B CUCTEME
EGF — EGFR ROC-aHanus nokasan, 4To 3Ha4yeHus
OMarHoCTUYECKON YyBCTBUTENBbHOCTU M cneunduy-
HOCTM 6bl/IM CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMbI, OfHAKO WX
YPOBEHb He fIBNANICA MaKCUMMasibHbIM U HE MOXET
CBMOETENbCTBOBATb O BbICOKOM AMArHOCTUYECKOM
LEHHOCTU TakKoro nogxopaa.

K umcny mano nH@opMaTMBHbBIX GUOOrMYECKUX
MapKepoB, onpegenisieMblX B OMNyXosieBOM ovare, oT-
HocsaTea B IGF-1,IGF-2, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D. AHa-
nn3 ROC-KpuMBbIX NoKasasn OTCyTCTBUE UX AUMArHOCTU-
YECKOW LLeHHOCTM NMpu onpeaeneHnn reHepannsawlmm
npouecca (Taén. 6).

B pesynbrate nofy4veHHbix AaHHbix ROC-aHanusa
6bl1IN BbISIBNIEHbI AMarHOCTUYeCcKne mapameTpbl re-
Hepanuaauumn CBETIOKIETOYHOrO paka MoYku B ony-
X0N1eBOM TKaHWu, K KoTopbiM oTHocATcA VEGF-A, FGF
n CTI-pUnnsuHr.

MHTepecHble pesynbTaTbl 6blIM NOMYYeEHbl aBTO-
pamu [25] no akcnpeccun hakTopoB pocTa B nepudo-
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Puc. 7. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTH (sensitivity),
cneuuduuHocTtm (specificity) u AUC — nokasaTenb nnowiaau
nog ROC-kpusoit (MMK) npu onpeaenenun IGF-2 B TKaHsX
nepudokKanbHOW 30HbI NPU NIOKaNbHOM U reHepannm3oBaHHOM
pake nouku

Fig. 7. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of the
area under the ROC curve when determining IGF-2 in the tissues of
the perifocal zone with local and generalized kidney cancer

KanbHOW M YCTOBHON MHTAKTHOW TKaHU NpM JIOKaIbHOM
M reHepann3oBaHHOM CBETOKNETOYHOM paKe NMoYKMK.

[ns oueHKM AnarHoCTMYEeCKON 3HaYMMOCTU Ucchne-
AyeMbix haKTOPOB pocTa B TKaHAX NepudokanbHbIX
30H JIOKaNIbHOIrO U reHepasn30BaHHOIO paka Moyku
C BbIsIBJIEHVEM NPU3HAKOB reHepanuaauum 6b110 no-
KasaHo, uYto ansa VEGF-A KpuTnyeckomn To4Kon aBnsaeT-
cA 3HadyeHue 5839,6 nr/r TkaHu, a gna sSVEGF-R1 6bin
ypoBeHb 125,5 Hr/r TkaHu. Ecnu VEGF-A < 5839,6 nr/r
TKaHu, TO C AMarHOCTUYECKON YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO
84,62% v cneundunyHocTbio 78,57% MOXHO AnarHo-
CTMpOBaTb reHepanusauuto npouecca (p < 0,0007)
(taén. 7, puc. 5). Mpu ycnosumn sVEGF-R1 = 125,5 Hr/r
TKaHW CBOMCTBa reHepanu3oBaHHOW nepudokanb-
HOM 30Hbl MOXHO MOCTaBUTb C ANArHOCTUYECKOMN
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTBIO  92,31%, cneumdUyYHOCTBIO
64,29% (p < 0,0029) (Tabn. 7, puc. 6). Mpu 3HaYeHUn
IGF-2 < 139 Hr/r MOXHO AnarHocTMpoBaTb reHepa-
nusaumto npouecca (p < 0,0086) ¢ AnarHocTMYecKom
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO 84,62 %, cneumdUYHOCTbIO
71,43 % (taén. 7, puc. 7).

AUC pna guarHoCTUKM reHepasiM3oBaHHOro mnpo-
uecca no cpeacteam ROC-aHanmsa VEGF-A cocTtaBun
0,808 +0,0903 (p<0,0007), ansa VEGF-R1-0,780+0,0939
(p < 0,0029) u IGF-2-0,761 + 0,0993 (p < 0,0086), uTO
cBugetenbcTByeT B cnyvyae VEGF-A 06 oyeHb xopoluen
AunarHoctuyeckon aHaummocTu. Ana sVEGF-R1 n IGF-2
OMnarHocTmnyeckasi 3HauUMMOCTb 6blSla XOPOLUEN, HO OHa
He MO3BOJISIET TOYHO JAMArHOCTMPOBATb MNPU3HaKM
reHepanuaauumu, T. K. NpyU AMarHOCTUYECKON YyBCTBU-
TenbHocTn sVEGF-R1-92,31% nokasaTtenb AnarHocTu-
yeckoWn crneunduyHocTn coctaBun 64,29%, a gns IGF-2
AuarHoctMyeckas  YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb  COCTaBuna
84,6% n cneymdunyHocTb — 71,4%.

Mo pesynbTaTaM MaTeMaTUYeCKOro aHanumsa Bbl-
ABnieHo, 4yto onpegenexue IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1,
VEGF-D, EGF, EGF-R, FGF n CTl-punusuHra He rnosso-
NAeT UCMnosib3oBaTb AaHHble GMOMapKepbl B Kaye-
CTBE BbICOKOTOYHbIX MOKasaTenen reHepanusaumu
B nepuoKanbHOW TKaHU NMoyku (Tabs. 8), NOCKOJbKY
OTCYyTCTBOBAJ1a X AMarHoCTUYeCcKasi LEHHOCTb.

B peaynbTtate npoBefeHHoro ROC-aHanusa 6uo-
MapKepoB, onpegensieMblx B nepudoKasnbHbIX 30-
Hax JIOKaNbHOro M reHepann3oBaHHOIO paka MoYKy,
BbISABM/IW, YTO O reHepanusauumm rnpouecca B nepu-
(okanbHOW 30He MOXHO cyauTb no VEGF-A ¢ noporo-
BbIM 3HauyeHnem 5839,6 (nr/r TKaHW), Npu AOCTUXE-
HUW JaHHOW BESIMYUHBbI MOXXHO FOBOPUTb O TOM, YTO
nepudokanbHasa 30Ha NnepecTpanmBaeTcs B CTOPOHY
reHepanusauuu.
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Ta6bnuua 8. OueHka gnarHoctuyeckomn uHpopmaTueHocTu onpegenenus IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D, EGF, EGFR, FGF,
CTl-punuauHra v nokasaTenu naowazau noa KkpuesbiMm ROC-aHanv3a npy guarHocTuKe reHepanm3oBaHHOro paka Nno4Yku B

nepudoKanbHON TKaHU

Table 8. Assessment of the prognostic significance of IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D, EGF, EGFR, FGF, Somatotropin-
releasing factor (GHRH) and the area under the ROC curve in the diagnostics of generalized kidney cancer in perifocal tissue

Brvomapkep n kputepui O4%/ LOC%/ MWutepBanlMNK  95% poBepuTenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHuyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AuC) / AUC nHTepsan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

IGF-1 > 1891 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGF-1 > 1891 ng/g of tissue 30,77 100,0 0,544 + 0,122 0,343-0,735 0,359 p<0,7193
IGFBP-1 > 18,1 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGFBP-1 > 18 1 ng/g of tissue 45,45 71,43 0,526 + 0,123 0,318-0,727 0,211 p <0,8327
IGFBP-2 < 41,4 Hr/r TKaHu / _

IGFBP-2 < 41.4 ng/g of tissue 45,45 78,57 0,562 + 0,124 0,351-0,757 0,497 p<0,6194
VEGF-D > 328,1 nr/r TkaHu / _

VEGF-D > 328 1 pg/g of tissue 81,8 50,0 0,584 + 0,124 0,372-0,776 0,682 p <0,4953
FGF < 364,7 nr/r TkaHu / _

FGF < 364 7 pg/g of tissue 27,27 100 0,545+ 0,130 0,336-0,744 0,349 p<0,7269
CTI-punusuHr > 53,3 Hr/r TKaHu

/ Somatotropin-releasing factor 40,0 92,3 0,524 £ 0,138 0,321-0,749 0,306 p<0,7595
(GHRH) > 53.3 ng/g of tissue

EGF > 2700 nr/r TkaHu / _

EGF > 2700 pg/g of tissue 84,62 71,43 0,632+ 0,124 0,426-0,808 1,063 p < 0,2877
EGF-R < 91,5 Hr/r Tkanm / 8333 5385 0,596 +0,122 0,383-0,786 0790  p<04297

EGF-R =< 91.5 ng/g of tissue

MpuMeyanue: 4 — gnarHocTmyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [IC — AnarHoctuyeckas cneunduyHocTtb, MHTepsan MMK (AUC) — nokasatenb

nnowagam nog ROC-kpusomn

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve
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Puc. 8. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity),
cneuyunduruHocTtm (specificity) m AUC — nokasaresnb niowagm
nog ROC-kpueowi (MMNK) npu onpegenenun VEGF-A B ycnoBHo
MHTaKTHbIX TKaHAX NPU JIOKaIbHOM M reHepasn30BaHHOM pake
NoYKM

Fig. 8. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of the
area under the ROC curve when determining VEGF-A in conditionally
intact tissues in local and generalized kidney cancer
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Puc. 9. CooTHOLLEHME YYBCTBUTENBHOCTY (sensitivity),
cneumduuHocTy (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTtenb nnowaau
noa ROC-kpueoii (MMNK) npv onpefenenun sVEGF-R1 B ycnoBHo
MHTaKTHbIX TKaHAX NpK JI0KaIbHOM U reHepasM3oBaHHOM pake
NoYKK

Fig. 9. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator
of the area under the ROC curve when determining sVEGF-R1 in
conditionally intact tissues in local and generalized kidney cancer
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Mo pesynbtaTtaM pa6oTbl aBTOpPOB [26] 6biAK Mo-
Nly4YeHbl Pasnnuusi UHCYIUHOMOAO6HLIX (akTopoB
OTHOCWUTENIbHO CTaguu OMyxoJsieBoro npouecca, no-
39TOMy Heo6XoAuMo 6onee AeTanbHO U3YUUTb 3Ha-
YMMOCTb 3TUX (PAKTOPOB OTHOCUTENIbHO TKAHEBOrO
npodwuna nodku. MpoeeneHne ROC-aHanusa uccne-
JyeMbIX 6MOMapKepoB B YCNIOBHO MHTAKTHOM TKaHU
MOYKM MpU NIOKaNIbHOM W reHepanu3oBaHHOM pake
BbIIBUJIO, YTO AMArHOCTUYECKOW TOYKOW paspene-
Hus ans VEGF-A 6b1n ypoeHb 9107,9 nr/r TkaHu, ans
FGF — 364,7 nr/r TkaHu, IGF-2—-148 Hr/r TKaHu u ans
SVEGF-R1-122,8 Hr/r TkaHu (Taén. 9).

Ecnun VEGF-A < 9107,9 nr/r TKaHu, ¢ AMarHoctunye-
CKOI YyBCTBUTENBHOCTbLIO 84,6% 1 cneundryHOCTbIO
71,43% (p < 0,0064) (puc. 8), ecnu FGF < 364,7 nr/r
TKaHW, C [MarHoCTUYeCKONW YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbHO
72,73% v cneuncuyHocTbto 8571% (p < 0,0014)
(puc. 10), To AnarHocTMpyeTcs reHepanuaauusi npo-
uecca. Ecnn sVEGF-R1 < 122,8 Hr/r TKaHu C AnarHo-
CTUYECKOW YyBCTBUTENBHOCTbIO 76,92%, cneumduy-
HocTbto 85,71% (p < 0,0001) (puc. 9), IGF-2 < 148 Hr/r
TKaHW C AWarHOCTUYECKOW YYyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO
76,92%, cneunbuyHocTbio 92,3% (p < 0,0011) (puc. 11),
TO MOXHO YTBEPXXAaTb, YTO YCNOBHO MHTaKTHas TKaHb

Ta6nuua 9. OueHKa gnarHoctTuyeckou uHpopmaTuBHoctu onpegenenus VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, FGF, IGF-2, u nokasaTenu
njiowaau nog KpuebimMn ROC-aHanusa npv AUarHOCTUKE reHepasn3oBaHHONO pakKa NMOYKU B YC/IOBHO MHTAaKTHOW TKaHM
Table 9. Assessment of the prognostic significance of VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, FGF, IGF-2, and the area under the ROC analysis
curves in the diagnosis of generalized kidney cancer in conditionally intact tissue

Brvomapkep v kpuTepui O4%/ LOC%/ MWutepBanlNK  95% poBepuTenbHblii  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHuyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHTepBan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

VEGF-A <9107,9 nr/r TKauu / _

VEGF-A < 91079 pg/g of tissue 84,6 71,43 0,775 +0,101 0,574-0,912 2,729 p < 0,0064
SVEGF-R1 = 122,8 Hr/r TKaHu / _

SVEGF-R1 < 122.8 ng/g of tissue 76,92 85,71 0,838 £ 0,081 0,646-0,950 4,160 p < 0,0001
FGF < 364,7 nr/r TKaHu / -

FGF < 364.7 pg/g of tissue 72,73 85,71 0,799 + 0,093 0,591-0,931 3,200 p<0,0014
IGF-2 < 148 Hr/r Tkakv / 76,9 923 0,820+ 0,098 0,620-0,041 3259  p<0,0011

IGF-2 < 148 ng/g of tissue

Mpumeuanue: 4 — gnarHoctuyeckas YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [1C — AnarHoctuyeckas cneundudHocTtb, nHTepsan MMK (AUC) — nokasaTtenb

nnowazau nog ROC-kpuBow

Note: DS - diagnostic sensitivity, DSP — diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve
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Puc. 10. CooTHOLWIEHWe YyBCTBUTENBHOCTHU (sensitivity),
cneumduuHocTy (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTtesib Nnowaau nog,
ROC-kpuBoii (MMNK) npu onpesenenun FGF B yCNIOBHO MHTaKTHbIX
TKaHsX NpU NOKaNbHOM U reHepannM3oBaHHOM pake NMoYKM
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Puc. 11. CooTHOLWEeHWe YyBCTBUTENBHOCTHU (sensitivity),
cneumduuHocTy (specificity) 1 AUC — nokasaTtenb nnowaau
nog ROC-kpueoii (MMNK) npu onpegenexnun IGF-2 B ycnoBHO
WHTaKTHbIX TKaHAX NPY NI0KaSIbHOM U reHepann3oBaHHOM pake
NoYKmn

Fig. 10. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of
the area under the ROC curve when determining FGF in conditionally
intact tissues in local and generalized kidney cancer

Fig. 11. The ratio of sensitivity, specificity and AUC - an indicator of
the area under the ROC curve when determining IGF-2 in conditionally
intact tissues in local and generalized kidney cancer
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npu NIoKasbHOM pake NMoYku crnocobHa NepecTpouTb-
CSl U NPUHATb YepTbl YCIOBHO UHTAKTHOWM TKaHW npwu
reHepasnMs3oBaHHOM pake. 3TO JaeT OCHOBaHWe Cyu-
TaTb, YTo VEGF-A, FGF, IGF-2 n sVEGF-R1 ¢ goctato4Ho
BbICOKOW [0N1e BEPOATHOCTU CBA3aHbI C NepecTpoe-
HVWEeM paboTbl opraHa C JIoKalbHOro Ha reHepanuso-
BaHHbIV npoLecc, Kpome Toro, onpefesnieHne gaHHbIX
nokasaTefniel UMeeT AMarHOCTUYECKYHO LIeHHOCTb Npu
BbI6OpEe TAKTUKMN NTeYEHUS aHHOro 3a60/1IeBaHNs.
AUC nocpepctBoM aHanusa VEGF-A cocTtaBuna
0,775+ 0,101 (p < 0,0064), ans FGF — 0,799 + 0,0934
(p < 0,0014), pna sVEGF-R1-0,838 + 0,081 (p < 0,0001)
n ana IGF-2-820 + 0,0980 (p < 0,0011), yTo cBUAE-
TENbCTBYET O XOPOLLEW U O4YEHb XOPOLLEN AMarHOCTU-
YeCKOM LEHHOCTU BCEX BblGpaHHbIX 6GUMOMapKepOB.
MapameTpbl, XapakTepusytolimMe BbICOKYIO CTerneHb
3HAYMMOCTU Y BbILIENepeyYncsieHHbIX 6MoMapkepoB
(z statistic u 95% foBepuTeNbHbIN MHTEPBAS), TaKXe
COOTBETCTBOBA/NN BbICOKUM 3HaYeHusIM (Tabn. 9).
Kak BugHo 13 pucyHkos 8-10, ROC-kpuBble ansa
yposHen VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, FGF, IGF-2 He npoxogsaT
Yyepes BEpPXHWIN NeBbl Yros, HO HaxoAsTcs [OoCTa-

TOYHO 61M3KO K upaeasnbHon ¢opme, YTO NO3BONSET
NOCTPOUTb JOCTAaTOYHO KayeCTBEHHbIN Knaccudmka-
TOp AMarHosa ¢ JOCTaTOYHO BbICOKOW YyBCTBUTESb-
HOCTbIO U CNEUNGdUYHOCTBIO.

He BCe U3 nccnefoBaHHbIx 6UOMapKepoB B YCIOB-
HO WMHTaKTHOW TKaHW OKasanucCb ANarHOCTUYECKMU
3HauymmMmbiMu. Tak, IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D,
EGF, EGF-R n CTI-punusuvHr npogemMoHCcTpupoBanu
HU3KYHO IMarHoCTUYECKYHO LIeHHOCTb (Tabn. 10).

HecMoTps Ha yXe n3BeCcTHble Knaccuveckue npeg-
cTaBneHus [27-29] 06 akcnpeccuun hakTopoB pocTa
npv NaToNormyecknx npoueccax B noyvkax, Ham yaa-
NO0Cb NONYyYUTb HOBble pe3ynbTaTbl AAA YAydleHUs
MOHUTOPUHra nporHosa 3aboneesaHns. TakuMm obpa-
30M, B TKaHeBOM npodune Mnoyku npu noKanbHOM
N reHepanM3oBaHHOM CBET/IOKJIETOYHOM pake 6blna
npoBefeHa OLeHKa MNPOrHOCTUYECKOro 3HayvyeHus
(aKTopoB pocTa C BbisiBJieHNEM (haKTOpoOB, AUarHo-
CTUPYIOLWMNX FeHepanusauumio npouecca. A MMEHHO:
B YC/IOBHO MHTAKTHOW TKaHW BbISIBJIEHO, YTO UHPOP-
MaTUBHbIMK nokasatenamu aensatoTca  VEGF-A,
VEGF-R1, FGF, IGF-2; B TkaHM nepudoKanbHOM 30HbI —

Ta6bnuua 10. OueHka guarHocTuyeckon nHpopmaTueHocTu onpeaenenus IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D, EGF, EGF-R, FGF,
CTI-punusuHra u nokasaTtenu njow,aau nof Kpuebimu ROC-aHanusa npu AUarHoCTUKe reHepasn3oBaHHOIO pakKa NoYyku B

YCnoBHO MHTaKTHOMN TKaHW

Table 10. Assessment of the prognostic significance of IGF-1, IGFBP-2, IGFBP-1, VEGF-D, EGF, EGF-R, FGF, somatotropin-
releasing factor (GHRH) and the area under the ROC curve in the diagnosis of generalized kidney cancer in conditionally

intact tissue

Brnomapkep n Kputepui O4%/ [AC%/ WutepBanMMNK  95% poBeputenbHblit  z statistic P (vs AUC
pasrpaHunyeHus / Biomarker and DS % DSP % (AUC) / AUC nHtepsan / 95 % =0,5)
demarcation creterion interval confidence interval

1GE1 > 1562 hero ot toone 5385 1000  0,637%0,127 0431-0,812 1079 p<0,2807
IOFBP1 2 161 ne/a of tieoue 300 923  0515£0133 0,300-0,726 0116  p<0,9077
oTop 2= 27205 ';;//;Tgft”l's"s/u . 727 00  0503:0,132 0,298-0,707 00245  p<0984
VESED> 2813 g;//;ﬂf]at'i*s"‘sﬁ . 9091 2857  0,581+0,118 0,369-0,773 0,690  p<04905
gLrR’f_l"'f",'s"é”g;; /%Sff TR 600 929 072940121 0,510-0,888 1893 p<00584
EoF < 27170 peg atesue 8462 500  0676+0,108 0470-0,842 1632 p<0,1026
EGF-R < 87,2 ur/r Tkanu / 8462 5714  0720%0102 0,515-0,874 2153 p<00313

EGF-R = 87.2 ng/g of tissue

MpumeyaHue: Y — AnarHocTuyeckas 4yBCTBUTENbHOCTb, [JC — AnarHocTuyeckas cneumbuyHocTb, MHTepBan MK (AUC) — nokasaresnb

nnowaawu nog ROC-kpuBoi

Note: DS — diagnostic sensitivity, DSP - diagnostic specificity, AUC interval —an indicator of the area under the ROC curve
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VEGF-A n B TkaHu onyxonu — VEGF-A, FGF, CTI-punu-
3UHr. KpuTuyeckon Toukon ansa popmMmpoBaHus nepe-
X0 C JIOKANbHOro Ha reHepasniM3oBaHHbIN NpoLecc
B onyxoneBon TkaHu ana VEGF-A — 9622,5 nr/r TkaHw,
FGF-435,1 nr/r TkaHu, CTI-punusnHr-158,6 Hr/r TKaHu.
B ycnoBHO nHTakTHOM TKauu VEGF-A — 9107,9 nr/r
TKaHn, SVEGF-R1-122,8 Hr/r Tkaun, FGF — 364,7 nr/r
TKaHu, IGF-2-148 Hr/r TkaHu. B TkaHu nepudokanb-
Hol 30Hbl VEGF-A — 5839,6 nr/r TkaHu. [pumeHeHne
COBpPEMEHHbIX MaTeMaTU4eCcKMX METOAOB CTaTu-
cTuyeckon o6paboTku crnocobeTBoBano GopMupo-
BaHWIO AMArHOCTMYECKUX MapamMeTpoB Mporpeccum
CBETJ/IOK/IETOYHOI O paKa MoykKu.

3AKNIOYEHUE

CornacHo npepcTaBfieHHbIM pesyfbTaTaM No Auna-
rHocTuyeckomn LeHHoctn ROC-aHanmsa B 0OnyxoneBomn
TKaHW Haubonee AMArHOCTUYECKU 3HAUYMMbIMUK OKa-
3anucb VEGF-A, FGF, CTI-punusuHr; B TKaHW nepwu-
¢pokanbHoin 30HbI — VEGF-A; B YCNIOBHO MHTaKTHOM
TKaHu nodykn — VEGF-A, VEGF-R1, FGF, IGF-2.

Hanbonblias 4yBCTBUTENBbHOCTb W  cneuuduy-
HOCTb NMpK KOMBMHALMUW JaHHbIX 6BUOMapKepOoB B Aua-
FHOCTMKE pacnpoCcTpaHEeHHOCTU OMYX01eBOro npouec-
ca no3BonseT MpPepsioXnTb UX UCMONb30BaHME ANs
NPOrHO3MPOBaHMWA CBETIOKNETOYHOMO paKa MoYKMy.
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