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FBOY BMNO XaHTbl-MaH1nckas rocyfapcTBeHHas MeguLUHCKas akagemMmus,
Kadenpa oHkonorun, ny4yeBon ANarHoCTUKN 1 y4eBOn Tepanum

3axapoBa Hatanbsi AnekcaHApPOBHA, JOLEHT Kaghepbl OHKONOoru,

B cTatbe npencraBnieH Hay4HbIi 0630p 1MTepaTypbl Mo MaMMOrpaghuHeckor MioTHoO-

CTV KaK pakTopy pUCKa Pa3BUTUS paka MOJIOYHOM Xenesbl, KaccuukaLumsax 1 Metogax
M3MepeHus JaHHOro rokasatess. Bbicokasi MaMMorpaguyeckas mioTHOCTb Ha CeroAHsaLL-
HWV [eHb ABAISETCS JoKa3aHHbIM (hakTOPOM, MOBBILLAIOLLMM PUCK Pa3BUTHS paka MOJIOH-
Howi xxene3bl B 4-6 pa3. Ocobbii MHTEPEC MPeACTaBIISeT TO, YTO yKa3aHHbIV (hakTop TecHo
CBSI3aH W MOXET U3MEHSITbCA 1104 BAVSIHUEM APYriX (hakTopoB pyUcka 1o AaHHOM NaTosio-
. 3To, BO3MOXHO, OTKPbIBAET BO3MOXHOCTU /IS HOBbIX HanpaBieHU B NepBUHHOM
MpoGUIaKTVKe paka MOSIOHHOM Xene3bl.
KnioueBble crnoBa: MosioqHas xenesa, prbpo3HO-KeNe3unCTbii KOMIOHEHT, pak.

MANMMOGRAPHICDENSITY AS A BREAST CANCER RISK FACTOR

N. A. Zakharova

Khanty-Mansiysk State Medical Academy,
Department of Oncology, Radiology and Radiotherapy

The main aim of this paper is give the detailed review on mammographic density as
a breast cancer risk factor, classification and methods of the evaluation. Mammographic
density is one of the well-known risk factor for breast cancer. Several studies have con-
firmed that women with high breast density have a four-fold to six-fold greater risk for
developing breast cancer than women with low breast density. The association between
breast density and other breast cancer risk factors has been shown in the number of stud-
ies. Thus, the reducing high mammographic density may become a new way for the primary
prevention of the breast cancer.

The key words: breast, fibro-glandular component, cancer.
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BeBegenne

MepBunYHas npodunaktnka noboro 3abonesaHus
MOXET ObITb 3(PDEKTUBHOM MPU KOMMNEKCHOM pac-
CMOTPEHUK COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX (pakTOpOB pucka [1,4]. B
MHOFOMIETHNX MOMbITKAX NMNOHATL MPUYUHBI M MEXaHU3M
pa3BUTUS paka MOJTIOYHOW XXene3bl B CBOe BpeMs Oonb-
LLIOe 3Ha4YeHVe NpuaaBanoch akropam pucka, npem-
MONIOXNTENBHO OTBETCTBEHHbLIM 3@ JAaHHYIO NaTONOMMIO
[2,3,5,6,38].

B TeyeHMe Tpex nocnegHuUx AeCAaTUNeTUIA 0cobbIn
WMHTEpeC NpeacTaBUIO M3ydeHre Takoro akTopa pu-
CKa Pa3BUTUS paka MOMTIOYHOM Xene3bl, Kak MaMMorpa-
hrdeckas NNOTHOCTb (peHTreHonorMyeckas NIoTHOCTb
TKaHM MOJOYHbIX >Xene3 Ha MaMmMorpammax) [11,12,18-
20,24,26,47-49].

Bbicokag Mammorpaduyeckas nioTHOCTbL Ha ce-
FOOHAWHUMA OeHb SBNSETCH LOKAa3aHHbIM (HakTopoMm,
NOBBILLAIOWLMM PUCK Pa3BUTNS paka MOJIOYHOW Xene-
3bl [13,14,35] Ocobbln UHTEPEC NpefdCcTaBAseT To, YTO
yKa3aHHbIV hakTop TECHO CBA3aH 1 MOXET M3MEHATHCS
nog BNAMsHMEM Apyrnx hakTopoB pUcka AaHHOW MaTo-
NOTUM, TaKNX KaK FOPMOHaJIbHbIV POH, Macca Tena, oT-
cyTCTBUE BepeMeHHOCTelN (3aBepLUMBLIMXCA POAaMM)
[22,50].

Knaccudpumkaumsa peHTreHonorm4yeckon (Mam-
Morpadunyeckon) NAOTHOCTU MOJIOYHbIX XXene3 n
MeToAbl ee OLeHKHN

MAOTHOCTb TKaHW MONOYHOW Xene3bl erko B13ya-
NN3MPYETCS Ha MaMMOrpaMMax v NpeacTaBnseT cobom
COOTHOLLEHVE (UOPO3HO-KENe3nNCTOro U XMPOBOTO
KOMMOHeHTOB [37].

Brnepsble knaccndrkaumio o 4aHHOMY NapaMeTpy
npeanoxun Wolf B 1975 rogy, nogpasgenvs peHTre-
HOJTOTMYECKYI0 KapTUHY Ha YeTblpe rpynmbl.

Knaccudpumkaumsa Wolf

* N1 — napeHxrMa MONOYHbIX Xene3 npefcrasneHa
>XMPOBOW TKaHbO

* P1 — napeHxmMa MOJIOYHbIX Xefle3 B OCHOBHOM
npefcTaBneHa XMPOBOW TKaHbIO, Xene3uncras TKaHb B
OKOMoapeonspHom obnactu, HO 3aHMMaEeT MeHee YeT-
BepTM 0ObeMa xenes

* P2 — BbipaxeH HUOPO3HO-XKENE3NCTbIN KOMMO-
HEHT, 3aHWMaeT Donee YeTBEPTM OOBEMA MOJSIOYHOWM
xenesbl

* DY — BbiCOKas peHTreHonormyeckas niuoTHOCTb
MOJTOYHbIX >efe3, HO 0e3 JIoKanmM30BaHHbIX yY4acTKOB
afeHosa.

Mo3nHee nosiBMMNacL Oonee M3BECTHas B HACTOSA-
Lee BpeMs knaccudukaums BI-RADS (Breast imaging
reporting and data system). B gaHHoM knaccudukaumm
OTAENbHbIM MOAPAa34eNIOM PEHTIeHONorM4yeckas nnort-
HOCTb MOJMOYHbIX >Xene3 onpefensercd cnenyowmm
obpazom:

* KMpOBag CTPYKTypa;

* paccesHHble N3MEHEHWA;

* reTeporeHHas CTpykTypa;

* BbICOKas NIIOTHOCTb CTPYKTYPbI.

Mammorpacumdeckasi MIOTHOCTb  MOXeT  ObiTb
onpeaeneHa B abCOMIOTHbIX eAMHMLAX — MUKCensiX,
cM?, cMP. Takke JaHHbIM MokasaTteflb MOXET UCYUC-
naTbCs B npoueHTax (PD — percent density). B 3Tom
cnydae pesynbTaT NpeacTaBnseT cobon COOTHOLEHME

nnowaan (nnu obbema) nnoTHoro ydactka (dense
breast area — orpaHu4eHa XenTon NuHWeN Ha puc. 1)
K nnowaan (Mnn obbemy) BCen MOMOYHOWN Xenesbl
(total breast area - orpaHunyeHa 6enon NMHKEN Ha pUC.
1), NpencTaBNeHHON Ha CHMMKe. PacdeT nokasaTens
npou3BOANTCA NO creayloLlen hopmyne:

PD = _AD

BD

roe PD — mammorpaguyeckas nnotHocts, AD —
naowanb NaoTHOro y4actka, AB — mnowanp Bcen Mo-
NoYHOM xene3bl. daHHas dopMyna Mcnonb3oBaHa BO
MHOTMUX UccnenoBanusax [39,43,52], a nokasaTenb Obin
npeanoXxeH K BKOYEHUIO B OOHY W3 KNaCCUYeCcKmnx
MOAENEeN ANs OLEHKWN PUCKA Pa3BUTUSA paka MOMOYHOW
ene3bl — Gail risk model [19].

’

Puc. 1. OnpegeneHune mammorpagu4eckom NIoTHOCTH

B COOTBETCTBUM C MPOLEHTHOM Jofel MaMMorpa-
brYeckm NNOTHOrO y4acTka MosloYHoM xene3bl (dense
area) oflIHVMM 13 NepBbIX OblN NPeASIOXKEHbI KNaccu-
dukaumm no Boyd [16] v BI-RADS [17,23] (tabnuua 1).

Tabnuya 1
Knaccugpukaumss mammorpagudeckon nnor-
Hoctu no Boyd u BI-RADS

Boyd

Mammorpa-

(pnieckss | g | 490 | 11-25 | 2650 | 51-75 | 76-100
MMOTHOCT,

%)

Kareropus 1 2 3 4 0 6
BI-RADS

Mammorpa-

(uyeckas _ B} - 76~
NMOTHOCTb, 0-25 eb-o0 | o174 100
(%)

Kateropus 1 2 3 4

YKa3aHHble KNaccmdukaLmm cTann UCnosib30BaThb-
C ANS BW3yanbHOW OUEHKW aHanoroBbIX CHUMKOB,
KOTAa@ PEeHTreHONOr OTHOCWUM  PEeHTFEHONOTNYeCcKyto
KapTUHY K OnNpefeneHHon KaTeropuu.

Huxe npenctaBneHbl AaHHble  CKPUHWHIOBOTO
Mammorpacbm4eckoro obcnefoBaHUs KeHLLWH, pe-
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3yNbTaTbl KOTOPOro ObIIN KaTeropumMpoBaHbl B COOT-
BETCTBMM C Knaccudumkaumen no Boyd.

Puc. 2. Kareropus 1 Puc. 3. Kareropus 2

Puc. 6. Kateropus 5

Puc. 7. Kateropus 6

[anee, C LUenbio YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBAHMSA NPOLIECCa,
NOABUNINCL YaCTUYHO aBTOMATM3MPOBAHHbIE CNOCOOb!
BbIMUCIIEHNA MaMMorpaduyeckor MNoTHOCTM. Hau-
Bonbliee pacnpocTpaHeHne Nonyym Tak Ha3blBaeMbli
Wolfe's expert outlining method [52]. Mpwu ncnonb3o-
BaHWW JaHHOW METOAMKM PEHTIEHONOr CAMOCTOATE b -

HO KypCOpPOM OOBOAMN rPaHULbl BCEM MOMOYHOM Xe-
ne3bl, rPaHNLbI Xene3ncto-hrnbpo3HOro KOMMOHEHTa,
a TakXe oTrpaHuymMBan GOMbLUIYIO TPYAHYIO MbILLLLY.
OCHOBHbIM HeOCTaTKOM AaHHOM MEeTOAMKM SBMAach
nosfHas 3aBMCMMOCTb OT CleLmanncTa, NPoBOASALLErO
OLEHKY.

Mo3gHee ObIN NpennoxeH, paspaboTaH 1 BHeApPeH
MOJyaBTOMAaTU3MPOBaHHbI  CNoCcob  onpegeneHuns
JaHHoro noka3satens — Cumulus, (Sunnybrook Health
Science Center, Canada), OCHOBaHHbIM Ha noacyeTe
nMKcenen Ha NJIOTHOM y4aCTKe MOTOYHOW Xene3bl U Ha
BCEW NOBEPXHOCTM MONOYHOW Xenesbl [17,27,54].

B Kka4ecTBe nepBOro 3Tana Ha M3006paxeHuu
LuMdposor (MM OUMDPOBAHHOM aHASIOroBOM) MaMm-
MOrpaMMbl  CMELMANNCT  BPYYHYID  OTrpaHNYMBaET
Oonbluylo TPyAHYIO MbIlLy, Oanee aBTOMaTUYecKn
ONpPeAenseTca rpaHuLLa BCEM MOMOYHOW Xefesbl 1 rpa-
HMLA NNOTHOrO Xene3ncro-prudbpo3HOro KOMMoHeHTa
(puc. 8). YkasaHHOe nporpaMMHoe obecrneyeHue no-
3BONSIET paccymUTaTh NAOLWAAb BCEM MOMOYHOW Xene-
3bl, MJIOTHOIO Y4acTKa W, COOTBETCTBEHHO, MPOLLEHTHO-
ro nokasaTtens MaMMorpapu4eckom NIOTHOCTU.

Puc. 8. lMpuHuymn metoamkmu Cumulus

MeTogumka Cumulus - BblHUCNIEHME MaMMOrpa-
dburyeckon NNOTHOCTU - Oblla OTHEeCEHA K «30/I0TOMY
ctaHpapTy» (de facto standard). OCHOBHbIMU HefO-
CTaTKaMM 3TON MEeTOAMKWN SIBASIETCs HeobXoOMMOCTb
OUMMDPOBKN  aHANOrOBbIX MaMMOrpamMm W TO, 4TO
oLieHKa 06beMHoro (3D) opraHa NpPoOM3BOANTCS C UC-
nonb3oBaHnem 2D n3obpaxeHunin [8].

B HacTosillee BpeMs K yHacTUIO B UCCIIEA0BAHNUAX
npensioXeHbl NporpaMMHble obecrneyeHus, paspabo-
TaHHble ans 06paboTkn MHdopMaLMM 0D n3obpaxe-
HUW 0719 NOCNeayoLLero NPOLEHTHOMO pacyeTa 00beM-
HOW PEeHTreHOoNOrM4eckom NNOTHOCTM TKaHW MOOYHbIX
xenes - QuantraTM wn VolparaTM. [octonHcTBaMm
yKa3zaHHbIX METOAMK SBMSeTCs MNoAcHeT noka3aTens
Ins 06beMHOro opraHa B 3D, a TakxXe UX MoJiHas aBTo-
MaTM3MPOBAHHOCTb, NIMKBUAMPYIOLWASA «HeIOBEHECKNI
akTop» - HEeobXOOAMMOCTb JINYHOTO Y4HacTUs BPaYa
npw paboTe C n30bpaxeHnem [8].

MPUHUMN OLUEHKM 0ObeMHOM MaMMOorpadhm4eckom
NNoTHOCTK C nomoubio QuantraTM npeactaBneH Ha
pwnc. 9 [29].
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h = .f'rl,q + h

hallipr.u-l

Breast Model

adiposd

* ;')l-'.'lrv'l:'rﬂ ) = %

Puc. 9. Metog QuantraTM

B HacToswee Bpemsi QuantraTM u VolparaTM uc-
NoJIb3YIOTCA B MCCIIe0OBaHMNAX C LLeNbio CpaBHEHMS pe-
3yNbTaToOB WX NPUMEHEHNs C knaccudeckmmm Cumulus
1 BI-RADS metopamm [28,29]

Mammorpadunyeckas NIOTHOCTb
M paK MOJIOYHON XXenes3bl

Mpu pa3paboTke U MNocCNeaylolleM NMPUMEHEHNN
knaccudukaumm Wolf 66110 BrepBble 0OTMEYEHO, YTO
npeobnafgaHne xene3ncro-MuOPO3HOro KOMMOHEH-
Ta (00 75%) NO OTHOLIEHMIO K >XMPOBOMY SIBIAETCS
(PakTOpPOM puCKa Pa3BUTUA paka MOJOYHOM Xenesbl
[45,46].

MeTa-aHanm3 yxe 3aBepLUEHHbIX 1 ONyONnMKoBaH-
HbIX NCCNeoBaHWM NOKa3arl, 4To SBHbIM NOAbEM PUCKA
pa3BUTUSA paka HabnogaeTcs Npu yBeNMYeHU AaHHO-
ro napametpa [41,51]. OTHOCUTENBHBIN PUCK PA3BUTAS
3a60M1eBaHUA Y XEHLLUMH C MNOTHOCTbIO 75% (1 Bbille)
B 4-6 pa3 Bbllle, YeM Y XeHLIMH C NNOTHOCTbIO MeHee
5% [14,35].

[pyrM Ba>kHbIM BbIBOLOM ABMAETCA TO, YTO Npw
BbICOKOWM MAIOTHOCTM MOJIOHYHbIX Xene3 3HaYnTeNbHO
YBEMMYMBAETCA pPUCK noTepu onyxonu (0cobeHHo Ma-
NbIX Pa3MeEPOB) Ha CHUMKE Ha hOoHe Xene3ncTo-hu-
Opo3Hon TkaHK [10,15]. Ha pucyHke 10a npeactaBneHa
MaMMorpamma kateropum 3 (BI-RADS) 6e3 BuamMmoro
onyxoneBoro obpasoBaHus (rMCTonors — pak Mosnoy-
HOW >ene3bl). TONbKO BM3yann3nmpyemMoe CKOMeHue
MMKPOKanbLMHATOB Ha (POHe Xene3ncTo-hrndpo3Horo
KOMMOHEHTa NMOCIY>XMIO NOBOAOM AN1A LaSlbHENLLEro
obcnenoBaHMs XeHLWmHbL. Jn8 CpaBHeHWs, Ha PUCYH-
ke 10b npeacTaBneHa MaMMorpaMmma kateropum 1 (BI-
RADS) ¢ 4eTko AMarHOCTUPYEMOW onyxonbio (rMcTono-
A — pak MOMOYHOW Xenesbl).

Puc.10. Kateropus 3 (a), kateropus 1(b)

Mony4eHbl AaHHbIe, YTO MNOBbILLEHHAs PEHTIeHON0-
rMyeckas NAOTHOCTb MOJIOYHbIX Xene3 CTaTUCTUHECKM
OOCTOBEPHO Hallle BCTPeYaeTcs Npy MHTepBasbHbIX pa-
Kax MOJIOYHOW XXene3bl, OOHaPYXMBAEMbIX MO3XE, YEM
Yyepes rof, Nocsie CKPUHMHIA, a TakxXe Npu AOIbKOBOM
pake [33].

AKTUBHO M3y4aeTCs B3aMMOCBS3b MeXIYy PeHT-
reHoMorn4eckor MNAOTHOCTBIO U APYrUMK  hakTo-
pamMu pucka pPa3BUTUS paka MOJSIOYHOW Xenesbl, a
TakXKe XapakTepucTUKamMy  BbISIBIEHHOM  OMyxonu
[7,32,34,36,40,42,44,53].

HeobxoOMMO OTMETUTb, YTO MHOEKC Macchbl Tena
MOXET MCKa3UTb NapaMeTp PEHTreHONOrNYeCckon MoT-
HOCTW MOJO4HBIX Xenes. Mpu Hanuyum N30bITOYHON
Macchl Tena (OXNPEHNN) KONMYECTBO XUPOBOW TKaHM
TakXke yBEeNMYMBAETCA M B MOJIOYHbIX Xenes3ax, CHU-
Xas, TakuM 00pa3oM, MPOLEHTHYIO LOJIO XeNe3ncTon
TKaHW. TO eCTb, NPV Takowm CUTyaLMK faxe [4OCTaTO4HO
BbIPAXXEHHbIN XKeNe3ncTo-pMrOPO3HbIA KOMMOHEHT MO-
XeT «HefooLeHeH» Ha hoHe M3BbITOYHOrO KONMYeCTBa
XNPOBOW TKaHW [42].

3aimioyenne

TakvM 00Opasom, LasnbHelLliee n3yyeHne MamMmmo-
rpamyeckon NIOTHOCTM KakK (hakTopa pucka pa3BuUTUS
paka MOMIO4HOWM XXene3bl NPeAcTaBseT Hay4yHO-Mnpak-
TUYeCKNN MHTepec. B Oyayliem OaHHbIA Moka3aTenb
MOXeT ObITb y4TeH AN NepcoHanmn3aunm (MHanBUIya-
NN3auMn) NPorpaMMbl CKPUHMHIA. Tak, IS XEHLWMH C
BbICOKOW PEHTFeHONOMMYeCKOM NAOTHOCTbIO MOSTOYHbIX
Xenes MOXeT OblTb MNPefnoXeHO [AOMNOMHUTENbHOE
YNbTPa3BYKOBOE NCCNef0BaHWe KakK nocsie MaMMorpa-
puKn, Tak U B MPOMeXyTKe A0 ClledyioLero nnaHoBoro
CKPUHWHroBOro obcnegoBaHus; nmbo MPT B kadecTse
OOMONHEHNA K OCHOBHOMY CKPUHWHIOBOMY MeTOLY
[25]. Mpw cpaBHEHNN YYBCTBUTENIBHOCTL METOAMK 00-
CNefoBaHMS MOJIOYHbBIX XKeNe3 y XXEeHLWWH 13 Tpynnbl
pyrcKa AaHHbIM NokasaTenb A4ag MaMMorpadum cocra-
BMN 36%), Ana komMbuHaumm Y3 1 mammorpadbum —
52%, a ons covetaHua MPT 1 mammorpadpum — 92,7%
cooTBeTcTBeHHO [30,31]. B opraHmM3auoHHOM nnaHe
LNs TAKOW rPYNMbl KEHLWMH TakKe MOXET ObITb Liene-
COODpa3HbIM BBEAEHWE MpaBWa «AOMOMHUTENBHOrO
PeHTreHonora» Ansa OLeHKM MaMMOrpaMm.

B nnaHe coBepLUEHCTBOBAHMSA NePBUYHON NPOdU-
NaKTUKK paka MOJIOYHOW XXene3bl Ans CHUXeHWs 3a60-
JleBaeMoCTU TakKxe NpefcTaBnaioT LEeHHOCTb UCCneno-
BaHWS, OCHOBHAA Leflb KOTOPbIX - YCTAHOBUTb, CHU3NT
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N B ByayLLEM PUCK Pa3BUTNS 3a00N1EBAHNS YMEHbLLIe-
HWe PEHTreHONOrMYeCKon MAOTHOCTU MOJIOYHOW XXe-
ne3bl, HaNpUMep, NyTeM BIAWUSHUA Ha FOPMOHAaNbHbIN
CTaTYC XEeHLLMHbI (XMMMONPOMUNAKTMKa aHTUICTpore-
Hamn) [9,21,22].
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