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DAKTOPDI MPOrHO3A Y NALMEHTOB C FrENATOLIENIONAPHBIM PAKOM,
NMPOrPECCUPYIOLLIUM NOCHE TPAHCINJIAHTALMUM NEYEHN

WN.A. Dxansan', M.C. Hoepys6ekos?, O.[. Onucos?, B.B. Bpepep'

"HaunoHanbHbI MEAMLMHCKUIA NCCNEefoBaTENbCKUIN LeHTp oHkonorun um. H.H. Bnoxuna, Kawunpckoe wocce, a. 23, r. Mocksa, 115522, Poccus
2HayuyHo-nccnenoBaTenbCckmMin MHCTUTYT ckopol nomowwm um. H.B. Cknudocosckoro, bonbwas Cyxapesckas na., 4. 3, r. Mocksa, 129090, Poccusa

Pesiome. Bsegerue. [enaTouennionspHblii pak asnsetcs Hanbonee 4acTbiM NEpPBUYHBIM 3/10KaYeCTBEHHbIM HOBOODpasoBaHWeM nedeHu,
pasBuBaloLLMMCca Ha GpoHe BUPYCHBIX renaTtuTos, 310ynoTpebneHns ankoronem, Metabonmyeckmnx HapyLlweHun, unpposa nedyeHu. Yawe scero
renaToLesIIoNISPHLIN pak AMarHOCTUPYIOT Ha MO3LHUX CTaauax 3abonesaHuns, KOrAa NauMeHTbl yXe He NoAsexart crneunduieckomy nedeHmio.
[MpviopnTeTHBIM METOOOM JleYeHUst PaHHUX CTadui OCTaETCcs XMpypruveckuin. MNpu oTcyTCTBMM UMPPO3a NeYeHW UIN C KOMMEHCUPOBAHHbIM
LMPPO30OM JlyHLIMM BapWaHTOM SBISIETCA pe3eKUMs MeyeHW, B OCTasibHbIX CJly4yasix MPOBOAAT OPTOTOMUYECKYI TPaHCMaHTaLMIoO MevyeHu.
OpfHako Npy NOCTaHOBKE AMArHo3a «renatouennoNapHbii pak» BOMbLUMHCTBO NaLMEHTOB BbIXOAAT 32 PAMKN MUIAHCKUX KPUTEPUEB, U MOCTOM
K NpoBeAeHU0 OPTOTOMUYECKOW TpaHcmiaHTauuu nedeHn sasnsetca down-stage Tepanus. Bridge-tepanua ucnonbayetcs ong nedeHuvs
renaToLLe/UIONSPHOro paka B Nepuof, OXWAAHUSA TpaHCMNaHTauMu nevyeHun v HanpaBfieHa Ha NpefoTBpalleHne NPOorpeccupoBaHns cTaguu.
BeposaTHocTb nporpeccrpoBaHia renatoLesIiofIgspHOro paka nocie opTOTONMUYECKON TPaHCNAaHTauUM NevyeHn B TeYeHne nepsbixX ABYX JeT
coctaenaeT okono 75 % v okono 10 % BbigsBnseTca nocne YeTBepToro roga. [porpeccrpoBaHye renatouenoNapPHOro paka ocTaéTcs riaBHbIM
baKToOpPOM, OrpaHMYMBAIOLNM MPOLOIKUTENBHOCTb XM3HW MaLMEHTOB NMOC/Ie OPTOTOMMYECKOWN TpaHCnaaHTauny nedenn. Less nccnegoBaHus:
OLEeHUTb Pe3ynbTaTbl MPOTUBOOMYXONEBOrO SIeHeHUs NaLMEHTOB C NPOrPecCcMpPOBaHMEM renaToLEe/IIONSPHOrO paka nocse TpaHCniaHTauum
neyenu. Matepuasnsi u metogbl. Mbl oueHUnn pesynbtatsbl fleyeHns 50 naumMeHTOB C NporpeccMpoBaHMeEM renaToLesUIoSPHOro paka nocne
OPTOTOMMYECKOMN TPaHCMNAaHTaLMM NeYeHn, KOTopble MPOXOAMAN nedeHune Ha basze OIBY HMUL, oxkonorum num. H.H. Bnoxuna 8 nepuog c 2009
no 2020 r. NpoaHanuamposanu u oueHWIN obLLyo 1 Be3peLnanBHYIO BbIXMBAEMOCTM B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT nposefeHus bridge-tepanuu, Tuna
NeYeHns, Halnuuns CoCyAMCTON MHBa3uuM 1 Tpombosa BOPOTHOMN BeHbl. Pesysnstatsl. Mo pesynbratam bridge-Tepanvu nporpeccrpoBaHue
CTapuy remnaTouesIiofIIPHOrO paka oTMevanoch y 9 nauueHToB, ctabunusaums - y 17, yacTuuHbii/nonHein oteeT - y 9 yenosek. Meguara
Be3peunanBHON BbIXXMBAEMOCTM MaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbLIM NpoBoauiack bridge-tepanus n down-stage Tepanuu, coctasmna 23,6 mecaua, cpeau
nauveHToB, KOTOPbIM He npoBoaunack - 35,6 mecsaua. Megnara obLuelt BbIXXMBAaEMOCTM NP NPOBEAEHUN XMPYPrUYecKoro fevyeHuns cocraBunia
79,8 mecaua, Torga kak npu nydeson Tepanun - 17,2 mecsiya. BeiBogel. Y w3ydyeHHOW rpynnbl NaLVMeHTOB JledyeHue MepeHOCUIoCh
YOOBNETBOPUTENbHO. YCNOBUEM MPOBEAEHUS CYMTaeTcs ONTMMMU3aumMs MpPoToKofa MMMYyHOCynpeccun v Mopgmubukaums O30BbIX PEXMMOB
CUCTEMHOW Tepanuu, 4TO MPUBOLMUT K YJIYYLUEHUIO OTAANEHHbIX Pe3ysibTaToB feyeHus (oblas v bespeunamBHan BbIXXMBAEMOCTH).

KnioueBble cnoBa: oproTonuueckas TpaHCMIaHTaLMs MEeYeHUW, renaTtouesIoNIAPHbIA pak, LMppo3 nedyeHu, nporpeccuposaHue, bridge-
Tepanus, down-stage Tepanus.

KoHpnukT nHtepecos. ABTOpbI 3asBMIS0T 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHGINKTa MHTEPECOB.
DuHaHcupoBaHue. VccnepgoBaHune nposoauiocs 6e3 CnoHcopcKon NoAREePKKM.

CooTBeTcTBME HOpMaM 3TUKu. ABTOpr noATBepP>XAatoT, 4TO CO6J'HO,EI,eHbI npasunna o6pau_|,eH|/m C XMNBOTHbIMU MPUN NX NCMOJIb3OBaHUN B Brome-
ANUMHCKUX nccnegoBaHUax.
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PROGNOSTIC FACTORS IN PATIENTS WITH HEPATOCELLULAR CANCER
WITH PROGRESSION AFTER LIVER TRANSPLANTATION

Irina A. Dzhanyan', Murad S. Novruzbekov?, Oleg D. Olisov?, Valeriy V. Breder"

N.N. Blokhin National Medical Research Center of Oncology, 24, Kashirskoe shosse, Moscow, 115478, Russia
Sklifosovsky Research Institute for Emergency Medicine, 3, Bolshaya Sukharevskaya Square, Moscow, 129090, Russia

Abstract. Introduction. Hepatocellular cancer is the most frequent primary malignant neoplasm of the liver, developing against the background
of viral hepatitis, alcohol abuse, metabolic disorders, cirrhosis. Most often hepatocellular cancer is diagnosed at late stages of the disease, when
patients are no longer subject to specific treatment. The priority method of treatment of early stages remains surgical. In the absence of cirrhosis
or with compensated cirrhosis the best option is liver resection, in other cases orthotopic liver transplantation is performed. However, when
hepatocellular cancer is diagnosed, most patients fall outside the Milan criteria, and the bridge to orthotopic liver transplantation is down-stage
therapy. Bridge therapy is used to treat hepatocellular cancer while awaiting liver transplantation and aims to prevent stage progression. The
probability of progression of hepatocellular cancer after orthotopic liver transplantation within the first two years is about 75% and about 10% is
detected after the fourth year. Progression of hepatocellular cancer remains the main factor limiting the life expectancy of patients after ortho-
topic liver transplantation. The aim of the study: to evaluate the results of antitumor treatment of patients with hepatocellular cancer progression
after liver transplantation. Materials and methods. We evaluated the results of treatment of 50 patients with hepatocellular cancer progression
after orthotopic liver transplantation, who were treated on the basis of FGBU NMI Center of Oncology named after N.N. Blokhin. N.N. Blokhin
Oncology Center in the period from 2009 to 2020. We analyzed and evaluated overall and recurrence-free survival depending on the bridge
therapy, type of treatment, presence of vascular invasion and portal vein thrombosis. Results. According to the results of bridge therapy, hepato-
cellular cancer stage progression was observed in 9 patients, stabilization - in 17 patients, partial/complete response - in 9 patients. The median
recurrence-free survival of patients who received bridge therapy and down-stage therapy was 23.6 months; among patients who did not, it was
35.6 months. The median overall survival with surgical treatment was 79.8 months, whereas with radiation therapy it was 17.2 months. Conclu-
sions. In the studied group of patients the treatment was tolerated satisfactorily. Optimization of immunosuppression protocol and modification
of dose regimens of systemic therapy is considered to be a prerequisite, which leads to improvement of long-term treatment results (overall and
relapse-free survival). Conclusions. In the studied group of patients the treatment was tolerated satisfactorily. Optimization of immunosuppres-
sion protocol and modification of dose regimens of systemic therapy is considered as a condition for treatment, which leads to improvement of
long-term treatment results (overall and relapse-free survival).
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BeepeHune pa nauMeHToB ANA TpaHcnnaHTaumm nedeHn. Oakropamm
lenatouenntonspHein pak (FLUP) cocrtasnsetr 90 % NPOrHo3a SBAAIOTCA KOJIMYECTBO MEPBUYHBIX OMyxoseMn,
BCEX C/ly4yaeB MepBUYHOro paka neyveHu. OCHOBHbIMM Hannyne Makpo- YU MUKPOCOCYANCTON MHBa3WKW, YPOBEHb
bakTopaMu pucka SBAAIOTCA BUPYCHblE renaTtuTsl, Me-  anbda-petonpoTenHa (ADM), pasmep caMoro KpymnHoro
Tabonunyeckme (anabet, HeankorofibHas xuposas Do-  onyxonesBoro ouyara. Bce nepeuncrnerHbie GpakTopbl OTHO-

fle3Hb Me4YeHn) U TOKCMYECKME HapylieHus, BonesHn  catca K MPOTrHOCTUMYECKUM KpuTepusm peuvamsa [LIP
obmeHa Bewects [1]. Mo ganHbim GLOBOCAN 3abone-  nocne OTM[12-18].

BaeMOCTb PakoM MeyeHun y MyxumH coctasnseT 14,1 Ha MwunaHckme KpuUTepun SBASIOTCS MeXAYyHapOLHbIM
100 Tbic. HaceneHus, y XeHwuH - 5,2 Ha 100 TbiC. cTaHOapToM oTbopa MauMeHToB A/ TPaHCrIaHTaLmm.
CmepTHOCTb coctasnseT 12,9 n 4,8 Ha 100 Tbic. Hace-  OHu BkIOYAOT B cebsi criegyolme ycnoBus: Hanmume

JIeHWNs COOTBETCTBEHHO. B cTaTucCTMKe cMepTHOCTM OT  OAHOrO HOBOODOPa3oBaHWs pa3MepoM He bosiee 5 cm nm
paka [LIP 3aHnmaeT TpeTbe MecTo [2]. DTO cBfIZaHO C  HanMuMe A0 TPEX OMyXOJSIEBbIX O4aroB, NMpPW 3TOM CaMbIn
GeccMMNTOMHBIM TEYEHMEM Ha PaHHUX CTagusx W DOMbLION y3es He JosXKeH npesbiwaTs 3 cM, bes cocyam-

XECTKMMU KPUTEPUAMM OTOOPa NaLMEeHTOB AN TPaHC-  CTOW MHBA3WMM U PacrnpOCTPaHeHWs ONyxosin 3a npegesb
nnaHTaumm nedenun [3]. MaTuneTHAs BbIKMBAEMOCTb  neyeHW. [JaHHble KpUTEpUU MNO3BOSUAN YBENUYUTL NATU-
npu 'UP coctasnsiet 18 % [4-10]. JIeTHIoK BbXKMBaemocTb nauueHtos 0o 80 % [21-23].

B 2023 ropy no paHHbiM HMWL TpaHcnnaHTonorum un BonbWMHCTBO NauMeHTOB Ha MOMEHT MOCTaHOBKM
MCKYCCTBEHHbIX OpraHoB UM. akagemuka B.W. LLlymakoBa  guarHosa BbIXOOSAT 3a npenesbl faHHbIX KpuTepues [9].
B Poccumn Gbino BoinonHeHo 812 TpaHcnnaHTaumin nede- B Takux cryyasx mokasaHo npumenerve down-stage
HW, okonono 15 % un3 Hux - no nosogy ILIP. OpToTonuye-  Tepanuu wunm Tepanuyv MOHUXEHWs CTaguu, KoTopas
ckas TpaHcrnaHtaums nedenu (OTIM) Heobxopuma naum-  NoO3BOMSET B psAfe ClyyaeB MepeBecTu nauueHTa B
eHTaM yxe Ha paHHen ctagun TLUP [11]. o gaHHbIM pas- paMKN MWUAHCKMX KpuTepueB. B nucre oxupaHus Ha
HbIx nctouHnkos peunams UP coctaBnset ot 16 o 50 %  OTI gna npepoTBpalleHus nporpeccuposaHusa LP
C/ly4aeB, YTO CBSA3AHO C pacluMpeHnem Kputepues otbo-  nposogat bridge- n down-stage Ttepanuio. B HayuHbix
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nccnefoBaHUAX OMUCaHbl pasHble MeTonbl AaHHOW Te-
panuu: pagnoambonusaumsa Y-90, TpaHcapTepuanbHas
xvMunoambonusaumnsa (TAX3), MUKpoBONHOBas, pPaguo-
4yacToTHas WAM Kpuoabnaums, a Takxke KOMOUHauMu
3Tux metonos [24-28].

MocTtTpaHcnnaHTaumMoHHoe nporpeccuposaHme [LP
FIBNSIETCA OCHOBHOW MPUYUHOW HU3KOW BbIXKMBAEMOCTU
naumeHToB nocne OTI, BOMbLIMHCTBO M3 HUX MPOUCXO-
OWT B Mepeble ABa rofa HabmogeHus. Ho sctpevaetcs
KaK paHHee nporpeccupoBaHne, Tak 1 nosgHee [29]. Me-
AvaHa BbI>KMBAEMOCTM MaLMEHTOB C MPOrpPeccnpoBaHem
nocne OTI coctasnaet ot 5 o 15 mecaues [30-31].

Bonpoc o neyeHne naumeHTOB C NporpeccpytoLLen
F'LUP nocne OTI ocTaéTcs OTKPbLITBIM B CBA3WN C OTCYT-
CTBMEM KJIMHWYECKUX PeKOMeHAaunn. ITo CBA3aHO C
TeMm, yTto naumneHTtos nocne OTI He BKIOYAIOT B KJINHW-
yeckume uccnepnoBaHus. Beck nmetolwmines onbiT ocHo-
BaH Ha OTAENbHbIX KIIMHNYECKUX ClyYasix.

Lleﬂb nccnenoBaHud: OUEeHUTb pe3ynibTaTbl NPOTU-
BOOMNYyXO/1€BOro JyiedieHna nauneHToB C nporpeccmpo-
BaHWeM renatouesiyItoNndapHOro paka nocsie TpaHcniaaH-
Tayunnm nedeHn.

MaTepMan bl U MeTOAbl

MpoaHanuanpoBaHbl  pesynbTaTbl  fnedeHus 50
MaLMeHTOB C MPOrpPeccMpoOBaHNEM renaToLesIoNAPHOro
paka nocne OTI, koTopble NpoxoAunu nedyexHve Ha base
OrbyY HMWL, onkonorum um. H.H. broxunHa B nepuop c
2009 no 2020 r.

OnucaTenbHaa cTaTUCTMKa MpefcTaBfeHa B Buae
HabtogaemMoro uncna (oTHocUTENbHAA YacToTa) AN Ka-
YECTBEHHbIX NepeMeHHbIX 1 MeamaHsbl (1-1 1 3-n KBapTuW-
1) - NS KONMUYeCTBeHHbIX. [na cpaBHeHWs KoJsivye-
CTBEHHbIX MEPEeMEeHHbIX MeXAay rpynnaMu nauneHToB
npuMeHsancs TecT MaHHa - YWUTHUW, Ana cpaBHeHUs Ka-
YEeCTBEHHbIX MEepPeMeHHbIX - TouHbil TecT Puuepa.
AHanuns BbIXXMBAEMOCTU MPOBOAMUJICA C UCMOJSIb30OBaHW-
em Mmetoga KannaHa - Menepa 1 nor-paHroBoro tecra
1 Mopgenen nponopumnoHanbHeix prckos Kokca.

PesynbTtatbl

AHanuns pesynbTaToB nedyeHuns 50 naumeHToB C Npo-
rpeccMpoBaHMEM renaTouesyIioNgpPHOro paka nocne
OTI1 nokasan cnepytoume pesynbTatel. Megnata gnu-
TENbHOCTU HabNIOOEHNA OT MOMEHTa NOCTAaHOBKWN Auva-
rHo3a coctasuna 50,8 (30,2-81,7) mecsauya, meguaHa
OavTenbHocTn HabmogeHua ot momenta OTI - 34,1
(16-57,7) mecsaua. CornacHo bapcenoHckon knaccndu-
kaumn y 40 % obcnenoBaHHbIX yCTaHOBIEHa cTaaus A, y
38 % - ctapna By 22 % - ctapmsa C (nepsuyHas). Mpwu
OLleHKe MaLMeHTOB AN TPaHCNIaHTaLMu neyeHn NnLlb
42 % nopxopunu nofd MunaHckme kputepuu (MK), 58 %
COOTBETCTBOBaNMN KanMGOPHUNCKUM WU BbilLE Kanu-
GOPHUNCKNX KPUTEPUEB, YTO XapakTepuayeT 3aBeLOMO
HebMaronpusaTHyO rpynny C BbICOKMM PUCKOM MpO-
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rpeccnpoBaHus. XapakTepuUCTUKM MauneHToB npepn-
cTaBfeHbl B Tabnuue 1.

Y 65,9 % naumeHToB OTMeuancs TPomMb03 BOPOTHOM
BeHbl. Mepunana Oe3peunavBHON BbIXMBAEMOCTU Ma-
uMeHToB ¢ TpoMbosom cocrasuna 21,9 [95 % OAN: 16,1;
66,5] mecaua, cpeaun naumeHTos bes Hero - 35,6 [95 %
OW: 23,6; 54,4] mecsaua.

42 % nauMeHToB NOOXOLWSM MOA MUNAHCKME Kpute-
pUN AN TpaHcniaHTaumu neveru, 6 % - nom kanudop-
Hulckne kputepun 1 52 % - nop, KPUTEPUN BbilLe Kaiun-
dopHuiickmx. MegmnaHa BespeunanBHON BbIXKMBAEMOCTM
y MaUMEHTOB C MUJIAHCKUMU KpUTepusMu coctasuna 44
[95 % OWN: 32,9; 66,5] mecaua, ¢ kanndOpHUNCKUMU KPU-
Tepusmu - 19,4 [HuxHas rpaHunua 95 % [W: 8,4] mecsua, ¢
Kputepuamn Bbile KanudbopHuickux - 20,9 [95 % OW:
15,0; 62,3] mecaua. PacnpeneneHve naumeHToB Mo cTa-
nvsm MUP npepncrasneHo B tabnuvue 2.

MegunaHa Ge3peunanvBHON BbIXMBAEMOCTU Y nauu-
eHToB ¢ | ctagnen coctasuna 34,1 [95 % ON: 19,9; 54,4]
mMecsua, co Il ctagnen - 29,2 [HuxHsa rpaHuua 95 %
ON: 12,9] mecaua, c lll ctapnen - 23,6 [95 % OWN: 16,1;
66,8] mecsua, c IV ctagmnen - 10,8 [HMXHAS rpaHMua
95 % AW: 10,5] mecaua.

Mo pesynbtatam bridge-tepanun nporpeccrpoBaHune
cragum TLUP no paHHbiM natoMopdonornyeckoro mccne-
[OBaHWs 3KCMaHTa oTMevanoch y 9 naumeHTtos, crtabu-
nmzaums -y 17, 4aCTUYHBIN/MONHbLIN OTBET - ¥ 9 YenoBek.
MegnaHa 6e3peunamBHON BBKMBAEMOCTM MAaLMEHTOB,
KoTOpbIM nposogunacs bridge-tepanvs n down-stage
Tepanuu, coctaBuna 23,6 Mecsila, cpeam naluneHToB, Ko-
TOPbIM Tepanus He NpoBoaunack, - 35,6 mecsua (puc. 1).

Crapusa onyxoneBoro npouecca Obina Bbilwe, 1 na-
uneHTsl ¢ down-stage Tepanuen HaxoauANCh AOJbLue B
nmcTte oxungaHus (Tabn. 3) B CBA3W C NPOBOAUMBIM fie-
YeHMeM, BO3MOXHO, 3TO MOCYXWUI0 Pa3INimMeM BbIXKU-
BaeMOCTU AaHHbIX rpynn.
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PucyHok 1. Kpusasi 6e3peunanmBHON BbIXMBAEMOCTH B 3aBUCUMOCTU
oT nposefeHus bridge-tepanuun

Figure 1. Recurrence-free survival curve depending on the bridge
treatment
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Tabnuua 1. OcHOBHbIE XapPakTEPUCTUKMN 1 UX BIUSAHME Ha De3peungnBHYIO BbiXrBaeMocCTb nauneHTos (BPB)

Table 1. Main characteristics and their impact on patients' relapse-free survival (RFS)

MapameTtp N =50 BPB, Me [95 % W]
Mon
MY>KCKOM 42/50 (84 %) 43,1 [95 % AW: 30,7; 95,5]
YKEHCKUM 8/50 (16 %) 78,4195 % OWN: 42,1; 90,3]
BospacT Ha MOMeHT nocTaHOBKM AnarHosa 54 (50,5-62) -
BospacT Ha MOMEHT TpaHcnaHTauum 56 (50,5-62) -
Bec, kr 78,5(70,5-85) -
Child-Pugh
HeT uMpposa 4/49 (8,2%) -
A 24/49 (49%) 56,295 % OWN: 32,9; 78,3]
B 18/49 (36,7%) 35,495 % OWN: 24,7; 95,5]
C 3/49 (6,1%) 59,0[95 % [OW: 54; 98]

Bridge-Tepanus
He npoBoAunach
nposogunach
AddodexT bridge- n down-stage Tepanum
NoSHbIN OTBET
YaCTUYHbIA OTBET
ctabunusaums
nporpeccupoBaHue
ADI Ha MOMeHT o6Hapy>xeHus MLIP
no 400

15/50 (32 %)
35/50 (68 %)

2/35(5,7 %)
7/35 (21,1 %)
17/35 (48,6 %)
9/35 (23,7 %)
32,9 (9,2-429,5)
34/46 (73,9 %)

35,695 % ON:16,1; 82,9]
23,6 [95 % ON: 18,5; 44]

29,6 [HuxHss rpaHunua 95 % OW: 18,5]
19,9 [HuxHsA rparnua 95 % ON: 16,1]
28,5 [HuxHsas rpanunua 95 % ON: 19,4]

6onee 400 12/46 (26,1 %) -
A®DI Ha momenT OTN 27,0(5,8-225,5) -

no 400 38/48 (79,2 %) -

Gonee 400 10/48 (20,8 %) -
CreneHb auddpepeHUMpoBKM

Gx-G1 21/47 (44,7 % -

G2-G3 26/47 (55,3 %

Mukpococyaucras nHBasus

Tpomb0o3 B GaccetHe BOPOTHOM BeHbI
Cragusa F'UP Ha momenT OTIN

|

Il

1l

(

(
27/43 (62,8 %
27/41 (65,9 %

15/50 (30 %)
14/50 (28 %)
18/50 (36 %)
(

23,695 % AN:19,4; 62,3]
21,995 % ON: 16,1; 66,5]

34,1[95 % OWN: 19,9; 54,4]
29,2 [HnxHsas rpanunua 95 % ON: 12,9]
23,6 [95 % OWN: 16,1; 66,8]

v 3/50 (6 %) 10,8 [HuxHsAs rpanuua 95 % AN: 10,5]
BCLC

A 20/50 (40 %) 78,1 [95 % [OW: 30,9; 95,1]

B 19/50 (38 %) 39,3[95 % OW: 26,1; 58,7]

C 11/50 (22 %) 59 [95 % OW: 25,7; 97,5]
Kputepuun OTI

MUIaHCKne 21/50 (42 %) 44195 % OW: 32,9; 66,5]

kanudopHuinckue 3/50 (6 %) 19,4 [HuxHsA rpanmnua 95 % OW: 8,4]

Bbille Kann$popHUNCKNX
BupycHbii renatut B
BupycHbivi renatut C

26/50 (52 %)
6/50 (14,6 %)
35/50 (85,4 %)

20,9[95 % OW: 15,0; 62,3]
39,1[95 % OW: 20,3; 58,7]
54,695 % AN: 29,1, 129,4]

Tabnuua 2. PacnpepeneHune nauveHTos no cragusm UP, kotopbim Tabnuua 3. JnauntensHocTb oxugaHua OTIT oT MOMeHTa NOCTaHOBKM
npoeogunack bridge-tepanus AvarHosa

Table 2. Distribution of patients by stage of HCC who received bridge Table 3. Waiting time for OLT from the moment of diagnosis

therapy

Cragus I'UP Ha momeHT OTI XapakTepuctuka p He nposoannacs Mposoaunacs bridge n p
I 11/35 (31,4 %) bridge n down-stage down-stage Tepanus
Tepanus
. 0904 2,4(0,9-4,5) 11,8(6,8-20,7) < 0,0001*
It 10/35(28,6 %) ' MNpumeyaHue: * - cTaTucTUYeckn 3HaumMMble pasnunyus (p < 0,05).
I} 11/35(31,4 %)
v 3/35(8,6 %)
Crapgusa F'UP (BCLC - Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer)
A 14/35 (40 %)
B 14/35 (40 %) 0,823
C 7/35 (20 %)

153



Organ and tissue donation and transplantation

Bulletin of the Medical Institute “"REAVIZ". 2024. Volume 14. N2 2

Tabnuua 4. Xapakrepuctika NaLMeHTOB Ha MOMEHT MPOrpeccupoBaHus
'LUP nocne OTIMN

Table 4. Characterization of patients at the time of HCC progression
after OLT

Mokasartenb Ab6c. / %
Mon
MY>KCKOWM 42 /50 (84 %)
XKEHCKUN 8/50(16 %)

bridge-tepanus
He nposoaunach
nposoaunach
JleyeHue peunpusa r'LUpP
XuUpypruveckoe siedeHue
nyyeBas Tepanus
cUCTeMHas Tepanus
Mo6ouHbie 3 dekTbl cUCTEMHON Tepanuu

15750 (32 %)
35/50(68 %)

15750(32,6 %)
19750 (43,2 %)
41/50(80,4 %)

Hanuune 27 (65,9 %)
oTcyTCcTBUE 14 (34,1 %)
OucdyHkuma TpaHcnnaHTaTta Ha ¢poHe
CUCTEMHOW Tepanun Ha BCeX JIMHUAX
Hanuune 10 (24,4 %)
OTCYyTCTBUE 31(75,6 %)

Y 32,6 % naumeHTOB C nporpeccuposarHuem [LIP
NPOBOAUIIU XUPYypPrudeckoe nevenne, 43,2 % - nonyda-
nn nyyesylo Tepanuioo. MegmaHa obuieln BbixXMBaeMoO-
CTV NPW NPOBEAEHUN XUPYPTMYECKOTO JIeYeHUst coCTa-
Buna 79,8 mecdaua, Torga Kak npuv nyvyeBon Tepanun -
17,2 mecaua. DTo NoATBepXAaeT, YTO XMpypruyeckoe
fleyeHne OCTaéTCs MPUOPUTETHBIM MPWU MPOrpPeccupo-
BaHun F'UP nocne OTT1.

Tabnuua 5. Ananus neverus nporpeccuposarus [P nocne OTN

Table 5. Analysis of treatment of HCC progression after OLT

Mokasatenu KaTteropum
PaaunouacrotHas abnauus He nposogunnack
Ha 30HYy peuuauBa MNMposBogunnace

He nposogunnack
CuctemHas Tepanus peunamsa MpoBoaunnack

MHrMbuTopbl TMPO3UHKUHA3I

CumnTomaTnyeckas Tepanus
He nposoaunnack

MpoBoaunnacs
MmmyHoTepanus He nposoannace
MpoBoaunnacs
Xumunotepanus Mposoannace
He nposogunnack
MXT
Bup cncremHon tepanumn Copadenn6
peunausa JleBaHTWHNO
Peropadernt
Kcenopa
Crabunusauns
ddPekTnBHOCTL NPOBOAUMONA YacTnunbin apdext
cuMCTeMHoOM Tepanuu MporpeccupoBsaHue

MonHbin addekt
He nposogunnack

o . 1 nnHnA
Konunuecteo nuHum cuctemHom
Tepanum 2 nMHUKM
3 nuHuUn
4 nuHnUn
JlyueBas Tepanus peumanea Orcyrcrame
Hannune
Xupypruyeckoe neyeHue OrtcyTcTene
peunausa Hannuune
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OCHOBHbIMK OpraHamy MeTacTasupoBaHua Obiin
nérkue, neyeHb, koctu. bonbwon pepkoctoto npu MLUP
SBNSieTCH MeTacTa3nmpoBaHWe B FOJIOBHOM MO3r, KOTO-
poe 6b110 0TMeYeHo y 6 % NauMeHTOB C NPOrpPeccupo-
BaHvem nocne OTI. Bcem naumeHTam npu obHapysxe-
HUM  MNPOrpPeccUpoBaHNs MPOBOAMNACE KOPPEKLUS
nMmmyHocynpeccuHon (MC) Tepanuu coBmecTHO cC
TpaHcnnaHTonoramu. BeinonHann cHuxeHne [03 npe-
napaToB £0 3¢bdeKTMBHOro MUHUMYMa 1 fobaBnieHne K
cxeme UVC antunponudepatmeHoro npenapata. AxHa-
nn3 nevyeHus nporpeccuposaHus [UP nocne OTI
npegcrasnex B Tabnuue 5.

41 (80,4 %) naumneHT c peumamsoM I'LP nonyyan cu-
CTEMHYIO Tepanuio WUam KOMOWHALMIO JIOKaNbHOW U
cucteMHon Tepanuu. Npenapatamn Boibopa BObiW UH-
rmbutopbl TMposuHkuHasbel (70,3%) - peropacderund,
copadeHnb, neHBatuHNG, kabosaHTnHKb. 24,4 % naun-
€HTOB NPOXOANIN KYPC LMTOCTaTUYeCcKOM Tepanuu, rae
OCHOBHbBIM METOAOM JfiedeHuns Bbin reMuymTabuH B cove-
TaHUM C uMcnnaTMHoM. BTopyto nuHuio Tepanum nony-
umnm 52,9 % nauymenTtoB. OCHOBHbIMW Npenapatamu
Bbin MHrMbuTopsbl TMPO3nNHKKHA3LI (UTK). Xupypruye-
CKOe neyeHune nposoausiock B 25 % cnydvaes, Nyyesas
Tepanusa - B 29 %. Y 50 % nauneHToB oTMevanach cTa-
Bunnsaumsa cocTosaHUa Ha GpoHe NPOBOAUMON Tepanuu,
y 12 % - nonHbI nnn YactmyHbii abdexT B oTBET Ha
Tepanuio ny 12 % - nporpeccuposaxue LP.

Abc. % 95% Aun
36 97,3 85,8-99,9
1 2,7 0,1-14,2
8 15,7 7,0-28,6
41 80,4 66,9-90,2
2 3.9 0,5-13,5
14 28,0 16,2-42,5
36 72,0 57,5-83,8
47 94,0 83,5-98,7
3 6,0 1,3-16,5
40 80,0 66,3-90,0
10 20,0 10,0-33,7
4 1.1 3,1-26,1
4 1.1 3,1-26,1
10 27,8 14,2-45,2
17 47,2 30,4-64,5
1 2,8 0,1-14,5
20 44,4 29,6-60,0
3 6,7 1,4-18,3
21 46,7 31,7-62,1
1 2,2 0,1-11,8
2 4,9 0,6-16,5
13 31,7 18,1-48,1
12 29,3 16,1-45,5
12 29,3 16,1-45,5
2 4,9 0,6-16,5
25 56,8 41,0-71,7
19 43,2 28,3-59,0
31 67,4 52,0-80,5
15 32,6 19,5-48,0
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nOHOpCTBO M TPpaHCNJ1aHTauusa opraHoB u TKaHen

OcHoBHbIMW NOBOYHbIMK 3ddekTamMu Ha doHe Npo-
BOAMMOWN Tepanuu Bbinn fuapes, KOXHas TOKCUYHOCTb,
apTepuvanbHas runepteHsus. Bce HexenaTenbHble fB-
neHuns 6oinun |-l cteneHn, 4To He NPUBOAMAO K OTCPOUY-
K& WA CHUXEHWIO [03bl MNPOBOAMMON Tepanuu.
Y 10 nauyveHToB Ha QoHe fieKapCTBEHHOW Tepanuu

oTMeuyanacb obpatumas OMChYHKULMA TpaHcrniaHTaTa.
70 % nauMeHTOB HauMHaNM CUCTEMHYIO Tepanuio ¢ pe-
LYUMPOBaHHbLIX 003, NPU YOOBIETBOPUTENLHON Nepe-
HOCMMOCTU MPOU3BOAUAN 3CKanaumio LO3bl. AHanus
nobouHbix 3pdpekToB NpeacrasneH B Tabnuue 6.

Tabnuua 6. AHanns noboyHsix addekToB Tepanuu nporpeccuposarus MFUP nocne OTI
Table 6. Analysis of side effects of therapy for HCC progression after OLT

Mokasartenu Karteropum
OrtcyTtcTBre
TokcnyHOCTb
Hannune
OrtcyTtcTBre
Ko>xHas TokcM4HOCTb
1 cTeneHb
OrtcyTcreue
Ounapes 1 cTeneHb
2 cTeneHb
ApTepuanbHas runepreH- OrcyTtcrBre
3usa Hannune
OrtcyTtctBre
Cnaboctb Yy
Hannune
OG6cyxpeHune

Mebl npoBenu uccrefoBaHne, NpoaHaan3npoBas pe-
3ynbTaTbl ledeHns 50 naumMeHToOB ¢ NpPOrpeccnpoBaHu-
em FUP nocne OTI. MeanaHa gavtenbHoOCTH Habsto-
AeHWsi OT MOMEHTa MOCTaHOBKW AMarHosa cocTaBufia
50,8 mecsua. Y 85,4 % nauneHToB B aHaMHese Habto-
dancsa supycHblt renatut C, y octanbHbix (14,6 %) -
BUpPYCHbIM renatnt B. B mupe otmeuaetcs, yto 78 %
F'UP sbisBaHo nnbo renatutom B (53 %), nnbo renatm-
Tom C (25 %) [35]. Bbino oTtMeyeHo, 4TO BbiCOKasi KOH-
ueHtpauma JHK Bupyca renatuta B asnsetcs puckom
nporpeccuposaHus MUP [34]. BPB y nauuneHTOB € Xpo-
HWUYEeCKMM BUPYCHbIM renatntom B coctasuna 39,1 me-
caua, a c XI'B C - 54,6 mecsaua.

Bridge-Tepanusa nposogunack 68 % nauneHTam, 4to
Obino ODYCNOBNEHO ANUTENbHBIM CPOKOM OXWMOAHWUSA
TpaHcnnaHTata. [pu atom nuwe 15 nauymeHToB Noaxo-
AWNN NOoL4 MUNAHCKME KpUTepUU TpaHCMaaHTauum ne-
yeHu, 2 naumeHTa MoAXo4uAN nog KannbopHUnckue
KpuTepun 1 18 NauneHToOB NpeBbIWany KpUTepun.

B nuTepatype onybrvKOBaHO HECKOJIBKO WMCCNefo-
BaHUM, B KOTOPbIX OMMUCaHO, YTO MOCTTPAHCMIaHTaLNOH-
Hast VIC aBnsieTcs kaTanmsaTOpOM MPOrpeccrpoBaHims
'UP n npuynHom paHHero meTactasmposarus [31-33].

B 2018 ropy D. Gassmann onucan ciyyan nporpec-
cupoBaHus MLUP Ha doHe nMmyHOCynpeccnsHoOM Tepa-
nuu 1 npuéma copadernba, a 3atem aHtn-PD-1 npena-
paTa - HMBoJsiyMaba, NpruMeHeHne KOTOPOro NPUBEso K
noTepe TpaHCM/aHTaTa 4Yepe3 Hepento. Takxke B ero
paboTte Obinn onucaHbl pesynbTaTbl IEYEHUS UMMYHO-
Tepanuen y 29 naumeHTOB Mocie TpPaHCMaaHTauuu, B

Abc. % 95% AN
S 20,8 7,1-42,2
19 79,2 57,8-92,9
19 47,5 31,5-63,9
21 52,5 36,1-68,5
20 48,8 32,9 -64,9
19 46,3 30,7 -62,6
2 4,9 0,6-16,5
12 29,3 16,1-45,5
29 70,7 54,5-83,9
22 55,0 38,5-70,7
18 45,0 29,3-61,5

10 cnyuyasx oTmevanocb nporpeccuposaHue 3abosne-
BaHWA Ha GoHe NpUMeHeHus Tepanun, B 3-X - feTab-
Hbl Ucxopn, noteps TpaHcnnaHTata y 4 n3 11 nauymen-
ToB npun OTM ny 7 n3 13 nocne TpaHcnnaHTaLuum nou-
KW, YTO OrpaHMyYnBaEeT NPUMEHEHME UMMYHOTEepanum y
LaHHoOM KoropThl NauneHToB [31].

B Hawem vccnepnoBaHuWe naumeHTaM Npon3BOAMNach
koppekuma VIC Tepanunn ¢ Lenbio CHUXEHUS puUcka pac-
NPOCTPaHeHNs OMyXONIeBOro NpPoLLecca - CHUXeHWe [03
npenapaToB [0 ONTUMasbHOrO YPOBHSI C COXPaHEeHUEeM
NC sddexTa nnn gobasneHne B cxemy seyeHus npena-
paToB aHTUnponudepaTueHoro pgencrems. Ha done
koppekunn NC Tepanumn koHTposb Hag 3abonesaHuem
oTMeuvancs y 48 % nauuMeHToB, YacTUdHbI 3PdeKT -
y 11 % ny 41 % - nporpeccuposarue I'LLP.

3aksoueHune

[NpyMeHeHne CUCTEMHOM Tepanum y MnauueHToB C
NPOrpeccMpoBaHEM renaToLeIIoNAPHOro paka no-
crne OpTOTOMMYECKOW TPaHCMNaHTauum MevyeHu BO3-
MOXHO, M 3TO MO3BONSET KOHTPONMPOBaTb OOMEe3Hb
anuvtensHoe Bpems. [lpu BO3HMKHOBEHUW peuuanBa
UP nocne OTIT cnepyeT Mcnofib3oBaTb BO3MOXHOCTU
JlokasibHbIX METOA0B slevyeHus. Hapagy ¢ aTum cnegyet
NPOBOAMUTL OLEHKY PacnpOCTPaHEHHOCTN OMyXONeBOro
npouecca ANns nocnefyolero pelweHns o MHaMBUAY-
allbHOWM TakTMKe neveHus Ons Kaxaporo nauuneHta. [ns
npepynpexaeHns nporpeccnposanus [LP nocne OTI
HeobXoaMMO WHAMBUAYaNVU3NPOBaTh MPOTOKObI UM-
MyHOCyMNpeccuMm € akLeHTOM Ha aHTunponvdepaTvs-
Hble npenapaTbl.
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