KIMHUYECKUE UCCNEAOBAHUS / CLINICAL RESEARCH

Bompocsr onkonoruu, 2024. Tom 70, Ne 4
VK 616.5-006.81:616-085
DOI 10.37469/0507-3758-2024-70-4-669-676

© B.A. Aposas, HU.A. Jlesawos, A.A. Aposoii

MHOFO(l)aKTOpHaﬂ CUCTEMA NMPOTrHO3UPOBaAHUS PHUCKaA
MeTaCcTasupoBaHUsA YBeaHLHOﬁ MEJIAaHOMBI

denepaibHOE TOCYAAPCTBEHHOE aBTOHOMHOE yupexeHue «HannoHanbHbIM MEIUIMHCKUM MCCIeq0BaTeIbCKUN LIEHTP
«MexoTpacneBoil Hay4YHO-TEXHUUYECKUH KoMmIuleke «Mukpoxupyprus riaza» umenu akagemuka C.H. demopoax»
MunuctepcTBa 31paBooxpanenust Poccuiickoit denepanun, Mocksa, Poccniickas Denepanus

© Vera A. Yarovaya, llia A. Levashov, Andrey A. Yarovoy

Prognostic Multifactorial System Predicting Risk of Metastasis in Uveal Melanoma

S.N. Fyodorov Eye Microsurgery Federal State Institution, Moscow, the Russian Federation

BBeaenue. I[IpornozupoBanue TedeHHs YyBeaJbHOM Mena-
HoMBI (YM) moapasymeBaeT aHaiau3 KIMHHYECKHX, MOPQOoIo-
IMYECKUX U TeHETHYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH OIyXOJIM — MHOTO-
YHCICHHBIX M Pa3HOPOIHBIX IO CBOEH mpupome (aKTopos.
OTCyTCTBHE €IMHOTO MPOTHOCTUYECKOTO TMOAXOMa 3aTpPyAHSAET
CTpaTH(UKALMIO PUCKOB MeTacTa3upoBaHHs YM Kak B KIH-
HUYECKOH MPaKTHKe, TaK W NMpu MHOOPMUPOBAHUH TAIMEHTA
0 IPOrHO3e 3a00JIeBaHMs, YTO OOYCIIABIMBACT AKTYyalbHOCTb B
pa3paboTke COOCTBEHHOI MPOTHOCTHYECKOW CHCTEMBI.

Leas. PazpaboTka KOMITJIEKCHOH CHCTEMBI WHAWBUIYaIIb-
HOTO IIPOTHO3UMPOBAHMS pUCKA MeTacTa3upoBaHust YM c yue-
TOM KJIMHHYECKUX, MOP(OIOTHYECKAX M MOJICKYIIPHO-TCHETH-
YecKux (hakTopoB.

Marepuaabsl ¥ MeToAbl. Bcero Obuin 0TOOpaHbI AaHHbBIE
202 mauuentoB ¢ YM. B kayecTBe NEpBUYHOIO METONA Jie-
yeHus B 57 % ciydaeB NMpoBoAWIach dHyKimeanus (n = 115),
B 43 % cnywasx (n = 83) — myueBas Tepanus. Ilpu opra-
HOCOXPAHSIONIEM JICYEHHN MaTepuaj Uil LUTOJIOTHYECKOro 1
MOJIEKYISIPHO-TEHETHIECKOTO MCCIIIOBAHUS OBUT TIOTydYeH C
MIOMOIIBIO TOHKOUTOJIBHOM acnuparnuonHoil ouoncun (TUAB).
OueHMBaINCh KIIOUEBbIE KIIMHUYECKUE (pa3Mep U JIOKaIH3aIHs
OITyXOJIH, TIOJT ¥ BO3PAacT), Mopdoormdeckue (KICTOUHBINH THIT
U MHBa3us B IIWJIMAPHOE TEJO) M MOJIEKYISIPHO-TEHETUYECKHE
(myraumu B renax EIFIAX, SF3B1, PPARG, MYC) daxropsl.

Pesyabrarsl. CpenHuii Cpok HaOMIONEHUS COCTaBMII 42 Mec.
(memuana 35, min 1, max 182). B nanHblii nepuos ObUio oTMe-
4yeHo 78 ciydaeB MeracrasupoBanust (39 %). beum onpeneneHst
(axropsl, craructudecku 3HadnMo (p < 0,01) Bmusonme Ha
pHCK MeTacTazupoBaHusi YM: paszmep, JOKalIu3aluus U KJIEeTO4-
HBIA THUI omyXonu, Mytauuu B reHax EIFIAX, PPARG, MYC.

BuiBoabl. Pa3paboranHasi KOMIUICKCHAS CHCTEMa IIPOTHO-
3UPOBAaHMs PHUCKA METACTa3MPOBAHMS yBEAIbHOM MeJaHOMBI,
YUYHUTBIBAIOMmAsi 3TH (HaKTOPBI, MO3BONWIA CTPATH(HHUIUPOBATH
PHCK METacTa3MpOBaHUS MO OaaiaM M BBIICITHTh TPH JOCTO-
BEPHO paszauyaroumxcs mexay coboit (p < 0,01) xareropum
NIPOTHO3a: «HEONATONPHATHBINY), «CPeIHHMI» U «OIaronpusr-
Heli». Cuctema TpeOyeT BaaWJAIlMM Ha JAHHBIX JAPYTHX TIa-
LUEHTOB ¢ YM.
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Introduction. Predicting the course of uveal melanoma
(UM) involves the analysis of clinical, morphological and ge-
netic features of the tumor, which are numerous and hetero-
geneous in nature. The lack of a unified prognostic approach
makes it difficult to stratify the risk of UM metastasis both in
clinical practice and in informing patients about the prognosis
of the disease, making the development of our own prognostic
system a priority.

Aim. To develop a complex system for personalized prog-
nosis of the risk of UM metastasis, taking into account clinical,
morphological and molecular genetic factors.

Materials and Methods. 202 UM patients were includ-
ed in the study. Enucleation was performed as primary treat-
ment in 57% of cases (n=115) and radiotherapy in 43% of
cases (n=83). Tumor material for cytological and molecular
genetic studies was obtained by fine-needle aspiration bi-
opsy (FNAB) in case of eye-sparing treatment. Key clinical
(tumor size and localization, sex and age), morphological
(cell type and ciliary body involvement) and molecular ge-
netic (mutations in EIF1AX, SF3B1, PPARG, MYC genes)
factors were assessed.

Results. The mean follow-up was 42 months (median 35,
min 1, max 182). There were 78 cases of metastatic mela-
noma (39%) during this period. The following factors were
identified as statistically significant (p<0.01) predictors of UM
metastasis: tumor size, localization and cell type, mutations in
the EIF1AX, PPARG and MYC genes.

Conclusion. The developed multifactor prognostic system
for predicting the risk of UM metastasis allowed us to stratify
the risk of metastasis within score system fashion and to iden-
tify three significantly different (p<0.01) prognosis categories:
‘unfavorable’, ‘average’ and ‘favorable’. The system needs to
be validated on data from other UM patients.

Keywords: ocular oncology; uveal melanoma; metastasis;
prognosis

For Citation: Vera A. Yarovaya, Ilia A. Levashov, An-
drey A. Yarovoy. Prognostic multifactorial system predicting
risk of metastasis in uveal melanoma. Voprosy Onkologii =
Problems in Oncology. 2024; 70(4): 669-676. (In Rus).-DOI:
10.37469/0507-3758-2024-70-4-669-676

D4 Kouraktel: SlpoBasi Bepa AnjupeeBHa, verandreevna@gmail.com

VOPROSY ONKOLOGII = PROBLEMS IN ONCOLOGY. 2024;70(4)

669


https://www.teacode.com/online/udc/61/616.5-006.81.html

DOI 10.37469/0507-3758-2024-70-4-669-676

BBenenune

HecmoTpss Ha BbICOKYI0 3()(EKTHBHOCTH JIO-
KaJbHBIX METOIOB JICUCHHUS YBEAJIbHOW MEIaHOMBI
(YM), npakTHYECKH y MOJOBHUHBI MAIIUEHTOB Pa3BU-
BAIOTCSl METACTa3bl B TEUCHHE JITUTEIHHBIX CPOKOB
HaoOmronenus [1, 2]. Ilpu sToM mporpecc B oOmieit
OHKOJIOTUM M MHOTOUYHMCIIEHHBIE HCCIIEOBAHUS IO
pa3paboTKe aIbIOBAHTHOTO JICYCHUS MeTacTaThye-
ckoii popMbl YM 3a mocnennue 50 neT Tak U He
W3MEHMJIM 3aMETHO YPOBHH BBDKHMBAEMOCTH 3THX
MalMeHTOB JTO OOyCIaBIMBAE€T BAXHOCTb MPO-
THO3MPOBaHUS TeueHHss YM, KoTopoe HeoOXonumo
HE TOJIBKO Ul MH(GOPMHUPOBAHMS MALEHTOB, HO U
cTpaTu(UKaMy pUCKAa M PAHHETO BBISBICHUS METa-
CTa30B B IPYyMNIaxX C BHICOKUM PHCKOM, a TAKKE IS
0T0Opa MALMEHTOB Ha KIMHUYCCKHE UCCICIOBAHMS,
HampaBJlIeHHbIE HA TMOUCK 3(P(PEKTUBHOTO JIEUCHHS
Meracratuueckod YM [4, 5].

YM sBisiercss OJHUM U3 PEAKUX NPUMEPOB akK-
TUBHOTO HCIIOJIB30BAHUSI MOJIEKYJISIPHO-TEHETHYE-
CKHX METOJIOB JUIsl TIPOTHO3MPOBAHUS PHUCKA MeTa-
crazupoBanus [6—10]. IIporHo3mpoBaHue TEUCHUS
YM mnonpasymeBaeT aHajiu3 KIMHUYECKHUX, MOPhO-
JIOTUYECKUX M TCHETHYECKUX O0COOCHHOCTEH OIyXo-
JIM — MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX M Pa3HOPOAHBIX IO CBOEH
npupoje dakropos [11, 12].

[IIupoko ucrnonbzyemas B KJIMHUYECKON MPaKTH-
ke knaccudpukauuss TNM c¢ nHaumbosee akTyanbHOU
Bepcuell AMEpHKaHCKOTO OOBEIMHEHHOTO KOMUTE-
Ta 1Mo u3y4yeHuio paka (American Joint Committee
on Cancer, AJCC) mo3BosisieT cTparuuIupoBaTh
ONyXOJIM MO CTaausiM, HO Oa3upyercs TONbKO Ha
pazMepax M JIOKaIM3allud OIMYXOJM U HE YUYUTHI-
BaeT MOP(OIIOTHUECKUE W TEHETHYCCKHE (PAKTOPHI
pUCKa METacTa3upoBaHHUs WU, KaK CIEICTBUE, HE
JIAeT JETaJbHOTO MPEJCTABICHUS O TPOTHO3E 3a-
OoyeBaHMsl KaK TamMeHTy, Tak u Bpady [13]. [lpu
9TOM OblIa MpeyioKeHa JIMIIL OJHA MPOTHOCTH-
YyecKasg CHCTeMa, KOMIUIEKCHO YYHTBIBAIOIIAS BCE
IPYIIBl TPOTHOCTHUECKUX (HAKTOPOB — KIMHHYE-
ckne, Mop(dosoTnyecKne U MOJEKYIIpHO-TeHeTHYe-
ckue — Liverpool Uveal Melanoma Prognosticator
Online (LUMPO, 2012) [14]. KonnabopalimoOHHbIM
uccinenoanuem Ophthalmic Oncology Group u on-
HUM U3 aBTOPOB MepBOHAYANbHON paboThl OblIa Mpo-
BE/ICHA BaJUAALMUsl 3TOH CHUCTEMbl HAa COOCTBEHHBIX
KIIMHUYECKHX JMaHHbIX [15, 16]. OmxHako pa3paboTka
CHCTEMBI TIPOBOAMIIACH TIO JAHHBIM CMEPTHOCTHU O
BCEM NPUYMHAM, 2 HE CHECHIM(DUIHON CMEPTHOCTH B
pesynbrare Metracta3oB YM, M TOJNBKO Ha BhIOOD-
Ke TManueHToB u3 BemmkoOpuranmu. Kpome Toro,
ObUTM OTMEYEHBI 3HAUYUTEIbHBIC TPYJHOCTH C OH-
JIaliH-10CTYIIOM K 3TOH IPOrHOCTHYECKON CUCTEME.
OTCyTCTBUE EAMHOIO IMPOTHOCTUYECKOIO IOAX0Ma
3aTPyAHSET CTPATH(QHKALUIO PUCKOB METACTa3upo-
BaHUsT YM Kak B KJIMHHUYECKOW MpaKTHUKE, TaK U
npy MHQOPMHUPOBAHUH MAIMEHTa O MPOrHO3e 3a00-
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JIeBaHMs, YTO OOYCIIaBIMBAET aKTyaJbHOCTbH B Pa3-
paboTke COOCTBEHHOTO MPOTHOCTUYECKOH CHCTEMBI.
Llenp maHHOTO HCClENOBaHUS — pPa3pabOTKa KOM-
IUIEKCHOW CHCTEMBI WHIWBHIYaJIbHOTO IIPOTHO3HU-
pOBaHHMSI pHCKa MeTacTasupoBaHus YM c ydeToMm
KIIMHHYCCKHX, MOp(i)OJIOFH‘IeCKHX 1 MOJICKYJIIAPHO-
TeHETUYECKUX (DaKTOPOB.

MaTepna.mﬂ H METOAbI

Jis pa3paboTKu KOMILIEKCHOTO MPOTHOCTHYE-
CKOT0 noaxoja u3 meauuuHckoro apxusa «MHTK
«Muxpoxupyprus maza» um. C.H. ®enopo-
Ba» OblJa OTOOpaHa Trpynmna MalnueHToB ¢ YM,
KOTOPBIM TIPOBOIWIACH JHYKJIEalus B IEpPHOJ
2007-2022 rr. WM OpraHOCOXpaHAIlee Jeye-
mue (Opaxurepanus (bT) mnm crepeoTakcmueckas
pamuoxupyprust «l'amma-Hox» (CTPX «I'H») B
nepuoa 2017-2022 rr. IIpu opraHocoxpaHsIOIIEeM
JIYCHUU MaTepual IS [UTOJIOTHYECKOTO U MoJe-
KYJSIPHO-TEHETUYECKOTO MCCIe0BaHus ObLT MOy-
YeH C MOMOIIBI0 TOHKOMTOJIBHOM acHUpallMOHHON
ouoricuu (TUAB).

KputepusMu BKITIOYEHUSI B HCCIEIOBAHNE SBIIS-
JUCh KIMHUYECKH YCTAHOBICHHBIM auarHo3z YM,
HaJIW4YMe Ha MOMEHT HCCIEeIOBaHMs aKTyalbHBIX
KIIMHUKO-MHCTPYMEHTAIBHBIX JaHHBIX O MAI[MeHTax
B apXuBe YUpexaeHus (1Mo JaHHBIM JHCIIaHCEPHO-
ro HaONIONeHNWS WIH, IPU OTCYTCTBUU aKTyaJIbHOM
nHpOpPMALMH, IO 3aKIIOUEHUSAM O(TaJIbMOJIOIOB,
TEpareBTOB, OHKOJIOTOB MWJIM TaTOJOr0aHaTOMOB,
MOJYYEHHBIX Yepe3 OpraHbl 3IPaBOOXPAHEHUS 10
MECTY JKUTEIbCTBA) U WH(POPMATUBHBIX 00pa3IoB
MaTepuana OITyXONH, IO KOTOPBIM TPOBOIMIOCH
MOJIEKYJISIPHO-TEHETUYECKOE U MOP(OIOTHIECKOe
HCCIICNOBAaHU, a TakKe CpPOK HabOmomeHust Ooee
12 Mec. mpu OTCYTCTBHU METacCTa3OB.

Bcero Obuu 0T0Opanbl qaHHbie 202 MAIMEHTOB.
B kauecTtBe mepBuyHOro meroaa JyedeHust B 57 %
ClIy4yaeB MpoBoAwiIack sHykieamus (n = 115), B
38 % cimyqasx — BT (n=77) uB 5 % — CTPX
«l'amma-Hox» (n = 10).

Bcem mamumenTamM NpoBOIMIIOCH CTaHAApPTHOE
odraneMonorudeckoe obcienoanue, MPT opra-
HOB OpromHol monoctu u KT opranoB rpynHoi
KIJIETKU JIJIS1 BBISIBJICHHUS METACTaTHIECKOTO TIopaske-
HUS TIEYEHU U JIETKUX. MOJIEKyIsIpHO-TeHETHYECKOE
U IUTOJIOTUYECKOE HCCIICAOBAHUS TPOBOAMIUCH C
[ENBI0 MCCIIEIOBaHMS TIAaHETH MOJIEKYISIPHO-TeHe-
TUYECKUX OHKOMAapKEepOB — MYTAIHH B «TOPSYHUX
Toukax» reHoB GNAQ (sx30ubI 4 U 5), GNAII (k-
308l 4 u 5), EIFIAX (3x30mbl 1 u 2) u SF3BI
(?x30H 14), omeHKHW cTaTyca XpOMOCOMEBI 3 (TeCT Ha
nenenuto reHa PPARG) u xpoMocombl 8 (TecT Ha
ammndukanuio rena MYC) ¢ mpeaBapUTENbHBIM
IIUTOJIOTHYECKUM HCCIIe0BaHneM oopasua [17-20].
Marepuai 3HyKJI€alnn MoJiBeprajics CTaHIapTHOMY
THUCTOJIOTHYECKOMY HCCIIETIOBAHMUIO.
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Cmamucmuueckasi o6pabomka NaHHBIX TPOBO-
JUJach C HCIOJIB30BAHUEM HENapaMeTPUUYECKOTo
U-kpurepuss ManHa — YuTHU U YuikokcoHa. Jlis
CPaBHEHMS Ka4E€CTBCHHBIX NPU3HAKOB HCIIOJIb30Ba-
JHMCh KpUTepui ¥* (Xu-KBaapar) u kpurepuik Ddu-
mepa. AHaJIM3 pPHUCKAa METAacTa3MpOBaHUS IPOBO-
JUICSL TI0 THUIY «CIIy4ai-KOHTPOJIbY: IBE TPYIIIBI
NAIMEHTOB — C MeTacra3aMu («ciydam») u 0e3
(«KOHTPOIBY») — CPaBHUBAINCH HAa OCHOBE YacTO-
Thl BCTPEYAEMOCTH TMPEATNOJIaraéMOro BIHSIONIETO
(hakTopa. AHaaM3 pHUCKa METaCcTa3WpOBaHUs, 0Oe3-
peuMaMBHAS BBDKMBAEMOCTb M COXPAaHHOCTH IJIa3
oueHuBaMch no Merony Kammana — Mailepa ¢
NPOBEPKON 3HAYMMOCTH Pa3IM4YUi 110 JIOTPAHIO-
BOMY KpPUTEpHIO; TaKK€ B aHalM3e pHCKa MeTa-
CTa3MpPOBAHMs HCIIOIB30BAJIICS METOJ IPOIOPLUO-
HanbHOW perpeccun puckoB Kokca. B paspaborke
KOMIUIEKCHOTO TIPOTHOCTHYECKOTO TTO/IX0/1a HCITOIb-
3oBan ROC-aHanu3, npu KOTOPOM aHAJIU3HUpPOBa-
mu mwiomans mox KpuBoit (AUC), a Takke maHHBIC
YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH M creuupuyHocTH. Pasnnuns
MEXIy TPyHIaMH CYUTAIM CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAYH-
mbiMu Tipu p < 0,05.

Pesyabrarsl

Cpennuit cpok HaOmroneHus coctaBui 42 mec.
(menuana — 35, muH. — 1, makc. — 182). B nan-
HEBIN TIepuoj; OBUTO OTMEUYEHO 78 ciydaeB MeTacTa-
supoBanusa (39 %). [leranpHble XapaKTepUCTUKU

MAaIMeHTOB, B T. 4. 0e3 meracrazoB (n = 124) u ¢
MeracTtazamu (n = 78), mpeacraBieHsl B TaOm. 1.

Cpenn KIMHMYECKHX (aKTOPOB CTaTUCTUYE-
CKHM 3HAaUMMO BJFSUTM HA PHCK METaCTa3UpOBAHHS
pasmep omyxonu mo cucreme TNM u BoBIeUeHHE
nuIMapHoro tena. Bospact, mon, Hamudne 3KcTpa-
OKYJISIPHOTO pocTa YM CTaTHCTUYECKH 3HAYMMO He
BIMSUIM HAa PUCK PAa3BUTHS METAcTa30B.

Kiterounplii THI OIMyXOJau HPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAI
CTaTHUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMOE BIHMSHME Ha BbDKHBae-
MOCTh KaK IO CTaHJApTHOW TPEX4acTHOW KIIacCH-
¢uKauum, TaKk ¥ MO ynpouieHHoW OuHapHo#l [21].

BbIcOKH ypOBEHb CTATUCTUYECKOW 3HAUUMOCTH
MOKa3aJIi BCE MPOaHATM3UPOBAHHBIE MOJIEKYISPHO-
reHerndeckue (aktopsl (Mytauus B reHe EIFIAX
(p < 0,01), menermst rera PPARG (p < 0,01) u am-
mukanusa reaa MYC (p < 0,01) 3a uckioueHu-
em myTtauuu B reie SF3BI (p = 0,02), 4To MOXHO
OOBSICHATH OTCYTCTBHEM JIOCTATOYHOTO KOJMYECTBA
JUTATENTFHO HaONIONAIOMINXCSl TTallMeHTOB (CO Cpo-
koM HaOmromeHust 7—10 u Oojee JIET), MOCKOIBKY
MMEHHO TPU OYeHb JJIUTEIBHBIX CpPOKax HaOrome-
HUS MyTallusi B 3TOM T'€HE OKa3bIBa€T BIMAHHE HA
BBDKUBAEMOCTh [22].

JUig 1OTIOSTHUTENFHON OLIEHKU BIMSIHUSA MPOTHO-
CTHYECKHX (DaKTOPOB HAa PUCK METACTa3UPOBAHHS
ObUT IIpoBeZIcH aHanu3 1o merony Kartana — Maii-
epa ¢ oueHkod mokazarenss HR ¢ ucnonb3oBaHu-
€M JIOTpaHroBOrO KpUTepus. Pe3ynbTaTsl aHainza
MIpeCTaBIIEHBl Ha pHC. 1.

Tadnnua 1. XapakTepuCTMKU IPYNIbl NALMEHTOB C Pe3yJbTaTaMHM NMPOrHOCTHYECKOI0 HCC/Ie0BAHUS
Table 1. Characteristics of the group of patients with prognostic study results

Cpok HaOIIOAEHHS, Mec.
p
OO0wwmit Be3 mMetacrazon C MeTacTazaMu
Bospacrt, ner cpeanuit / MUH. / Makc. 55 /10 / 88 54 /10 / 88 57/ 17/ 86 0,14
o, % 0,06
MYXYHHBI / KEHIIHHBI 41 / 59 65/ 35 51 / 49 ’
Cpok HabOIroIeH s, MeC.
cpenHuii / mMeauaHa 42 / 35 53/ 44 24 /18 < 0,01
MHH. — Makc. 1-182 12-182 1-129
0,
e 8 /25 12 /35 1/9 - 00l
T3 / T4 43 /24 40/ 13 49 / 41
WHuBazus umnmapHoro Tena, % 20 46 < 0,01
DKCTPaoOKyISIpHBIA pocT, % 4 8 0,26
Knerounstit Tun (BK / CK / 3K), % 50/35/15 61 /28 /11 31/48 /21 < 0,01
Knerounstit Tunr* (BK / 9K), % 50/ 50 61 /39 31/ 69 < 0,01
Myrtamnust B rene EIFIAX, % 20 / 80 32/ 68 1/99 < 0,01
Myrtamust B rene SF3B1, % 16 / 84 21/ 179 8/92 0,02
Jeneuust rera PPARG, % 43 / 57 29 /171 64 / 36 < 0,01
Awmmumndukarus reaa MYC, % 63 /33 57 /43 75 /25 0,01

Ilpumeuanus: CTaTUCTHYECKN 3HAYMMBIC PA3MuMsl OLEHMBAINCH MEKIy Ipynmamu ¢ Meractasamu u Ge3 meracrasos; BK — Beperenoxserounas YM, CK — cmermanHoKIeTOUHAs
YM, OK — snurennonanoknerounas YM; knerounsiii tnn* — OnnapHas knaccudukamms [21].
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Taoauna 2. Crparudukanus (GpakTopoB pucKa MeTaCTa3UPOBAHUS YBeaJbHOH MeJIaHOMBI

Table 2. Stratification of UM metastasis risk factors

HR Exp(B1) [IporHocTryeckuit Gasmn
T1 - 2,05 +1
T2 2,04 2,05 +2
T3 2,87 2,05 +2,5
T4 3,54 2,05 +3
WHuBazus B LUINApHOE TEIIO 2,44 0,82 +2
OKCTPaOKYJSIpHBIN POCT o i’%?l 6) - +1
DNUTENNOUTHOKICTOUHBIA TUTI 2,50 2,07 +2
Myrauus B rene EIFIAX 0,26 0,05 -4
Myranus B rene SF3B1 (p i,%1,06) - +1
Jenemus rena PPARG 2,62 1,65 +2
Awmmndukanus rena MYC 1,85 1,21 +1,5

Tadnnua 3. JlanHble yyBcTBUTEAbHOCTH M cnenupuyHocTy ROC-ananu3a 6anibHO cucTeMbl
y NalieHToB ¢ MeTAcTa3aMu M 0e3 MeTacTa3oB
Table 3. Sensitivity and specificity data of the ROC analysis of the scoring system in patients
with and without metastases

Banns UyBCTBUTEIBHOCTD, %0 95 % U, % Cneuuduunocts, % 95 % U, % Koap-t Bep-tu
> 1.25 100 95,36-100,0 23,39 16,81-31,57 1,305
> 225 100 95,36-100,0 29,03 21,77-37,56 1,409
> 3.25 98,73 93,17-99,94 % 37,1 29,10-45,87 1,57
> 425 93,67 86,03-97,27 % 54,84 46,07-63,32 2,074
> 525 83,54 73,85-90,12 % 69,35 60,76-76,79 2,726
> 6.25 72,15 61,42-80,83 82,26 74,60-87,98 4,067
> 725 54,43 43,50-64,95 91,94 85,79-95,56 6,749
> 8.25 34,18 24,67-45,15 94,35 88,81-97,24 6,054
>9.25 13,92 7,96-23,24 95,16 89,84-97,76 2,878
> 10.25 6,329 2,73-13,97 97,58 93,13-99,34 2,616

@daxTopbl, MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBABIINE CTATUCTH-
YeCKyl0 3Ha4iMOCThb, IO pe3yJbTaTaM aHaiu3a
BbDKMBaeMOCTH 1o Merony Kammana — Maiiepa,
OBUTH JIONOJHUTEIBHO MPOAHAIM3UPOBAHBI M0 Me-
TONly MponopuUuoHaIbHBIX pUcKoB Koxca. Ilokasa-
tenb Exp(Bl) sBnsercss skeBuBanentHeiM HR, dro
MO3BOJISIET MPOBOJUTH UX TPSAMOE CPaBHEHHE IPH
noncyere pazHbiMu Metofgamu [23]. C yyeToM 3THX
JIAaHHBIX OblIa TpPEeJIoKeHa CXeMa IPOrHO3UPOBa-
HUS 10 OaJUIbHOM CHUCTEME, OCHOBAaHHas Ha CpaB-
HEHUM SKBHBaJICHTHBIX napamerpoB HR u Exp(B1).
Crpatudukanuu pucka B OaimaXx TMPOBOIWIACH IO
NPUHIMITY pacdyeTa CPEAHEro apu(pMeTH4ecKoro u
MOCJIEAYIOIIET0 OKPYIIIEHUS] 1O IENbIX WU TI0-
MyTOpHBIX 3HaueHWi mapamerpoB HR u Exp(Bl).
Onenka 3HaunMocTu (akTopoB mo napamerpam HR
n Exp(Bl), a Taxke pacdyeTr MpOTHOCTUYCCKUX Oaj-
JIOB OTpakeHbl B Tabm. 2.

Anamm3 Obwn 3arpyaHeH g ¢dakropa T1, mo-
CKOJIBKY 3TOT IOKa3arellb SBJSIETCS MUHHMMAJbHON
0a30BOM XapaKTEPHCTHKOM pazMepa OIyXOlH, a
TAKXe JJIs1 IPOTHOCTUYECKUX (PAKTOPOB IKCTPAOKY-
JIIPHOTO pocTa U MyTalluu B reHe SF3BI, KoTopble
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HE TPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAIN CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAYMMO-
ro BIMSHHUS Ha METAacTa3upOBaHUE IPH aHAIN3e
BbDKMBaeMocTH 1o Merony Karmana — Maiiepa,
OJIHAKO MX HEOAHOKPAaTHO BAIMIMPOBAHHAS 110 JIaH-
HBIM JIPyTUX HUCCIIe0BaTeNei 3HaYMMOCTb I103BOJIS-
€T YCTaHOBHUTBH 3TUM (aKTopam MPOrHOCTHYECKYIO
[IEHHOCTh, 0 MEHBINEH Mepe, SKBUBAICHTHYIO |
bamry >?2. Myranus B rene EIFIAX obnamaer ma-
panokcaabHBIM 00paTHBIM 3(h(HEeKTOM Ha PUCK Me-
TACTa3UpPOBaHMs, YTO IO3BOJISICT HCIOJIB30BATH €€
B OalIbHOM cHcTeMe B KauecTBE OTPHULATEIBHOTO
3HAUCHMUS.

C nenblo co31aHus MPOTHOCTHYECKOH CHUCTEMBI,
BKJTIIOYAIOIIEH 3 KaTeropuu MporHo30B («Omaromnpu-
SITHBINY, «CPEIHUI» U «HEOIaronpUsTHBINY), ObLI
npoBeneH ROC-aHanu3 AaHHBIX TPOTHOCTHYECKUX
0aJTOB y TIAITMEHTOB ¢ MeTacTazaMmu U 6e3 Hux. [lo
pesysbraTaM aHanusa, iomans nog kpusoi (AUC)
coctrasuna 0,85 (p < 0,01). [l BerOOpa ABYX 3Ha-
YEHUH NPOTHOCTHUYECKUX OayioB, (OPMUPYIOIIUX
TPaHMIBI TPEX MPOTHOCTUYECKUX KaTeropHid, ObUIN
[IPOaHaJIM3UPOBAHbl JAHHBIE YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTU U
cneunguunoctu (tabm. 3).
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Puc. 1. I'paduky BEDKMBAEMOCTH NMAaLMEHTOB C YBEaJIbHOW MenaHoMoil mo Meroxy Kammana — Maifepa B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT: @ — BO3pacTa,
6 — mosa, B — pa3MepoB omyxonu no cucreMe TNM, r — HMHBa3HM LMIMAPHOTO Tela, J — KICTOYHOTO THIIA, € — JKCTPAOKYISPHOTO

pocra; )x — myrauuu B reHe EIF1AX, 3 — myrauun B rese SF3B1, u — neneunu rena PPARG, k — ammmndukanun rena MYC

Fig. 1. Survival charts for UM patients according to Kaplan — Meier method depending on: a — age, 6 — sex, B — tumor size according
to TNM system, r — ciliary body invasion, 1 — cell type, ¢ — extraocular growth; >x — EIF1AX mutation, 3 — SF3B1 mutation, n —
PPARG deletion, kK — MYC amplification
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Puc. 2. KpuBbie BbDKMBaeMOCTH nauueHToB ¢ YM mo merony Kamnana — Maiiepa ¢ OnaronpusTHbIM, CPEIHMM M HEOIAroNnpusTHBIM MPOTHO3aMU
Fig. 2. Kaplan — Meier survival curves for UM patients with favorable, average and unfavorable prognosis

B kauectBe nBYX 3HaueHHMH MPOrHOCTHYECKHUX
0aoB, (GOPMUPYIOLIMX TPAHUIBI TPEX IMPOTHOCTHU-
YEeCKNX KaTeropuii, ObIIN BHIOPaHBI MHTEPBAJIBI «OT ()
70 3», «oT 4 10 6» u «ot 7 po 12,5», 4ro cooTBer-
CTBYeT KaTeropusiM «OJaronpHusATHOTO», «CPEIHEro
U «HEONIarompHusTHOTO» TPOTHO30B COOTBETCTBEHHO.
B npanbHeiiem cucrteMy M3 TpeX NPOTHOCTHUYECKUX
KaTeropuii oneHuBaM 1o merony Karana-Maiiepa:
npu cpaBHeHUH «braronpustabIi vs «CpemHuiny —
HR 491 (95 % AN 2,49-9,70; p < 0,01); «Cpen-
Hui» vs «Hebmaronpustaeiiiy — HR 2,30 (95 % AU
1,45-3,66; p < 0,01); «bmaronpustaei» vs «Hebma-
ronpusatHeli» — HR 9,28 (95 % AU 5,17-16,66;
p < 0,01). Takum 0Opa3oM, CTATUCTHYESCKHA 3HAYUMOE
BIIMSIHUE HA BBDKMBAEMOCTH OBLJIO TPOIEMOHCTPUPO-
BaHO HE TOJBKO JJIsl KPUBOW BBDKMBAEMOCTH B LIETIOM
(p <0,01), HO ¥ IpH CPaBHEHUH KKION U3 OTJCIHHO
B3ATHIX Kareropuii. B coOTBeTCTBHU C ATUMH JaHHBI-
MU ObUIM MOCTPOCHBI KPUBBIC BHDKUBAEMOCTH TI0 Me-
tony Karurana — Matiepa (puc. 2).

3- u S-metHss Oe3peuuavBHAs BBDKUBAEMOCTH
B Pa3IUYHBIX TPOTHOCTUYECKUX KATETOPHSIX CO-
CTaBWja MpH «OJaronpusaTHOM» HporxHoze 96 % u
96 % COOTBETCTBEHHO, MpHU «cpeaHem» — 64 %
n 55 % COOTBETCTBEHHO, W TIPU «HEOIATOIPHSAIT-
HOM» — 39 % u 26 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.

O6cy:xnenue

Pa3paboTka KOMIUIEKCHON MPOTHOCTUYECKOW CH-
CTEMBI PHICKa MeTacTa3upoBaHus YM mpoBoaMIIach
MO0 JaHHBIM MAIIUCHTOB C PE3yJibTaTaMu IMPOTrHOCTU-
YECKOTO TECTHPOBAHUSA. 3a CUET YBEIHMYCHHS O0B-
eMa BBIOOPKHM M BKJIIOYCHHUSI B HEE B T. Y. MAlUCH-
TOB ¢ YM «OOnbImux» pazMepoB, KOTOPHIM Oblia
MoKa3aHa PHYKJIeAIus, yIaaock coOpMHUpPOBAThH pe-
MPE3CHTAaTUBHYIO BHIOOPKY, B KOTOPOM BCTpEUaroTCs
pasiuyHbIe TPOTHOCTHYECKHE (aKTOPBI: pa3Mephl
omyxonu ot T1 no T4, uHBa3us B LMWIMAPHOE TEIO,
SKCTPAOKYJISIPHBIM POCT, pa3jiuyHble BHUJIbI KJIETOY-
HOTO THIA W CHEMU(PUYESCKHX MYyTalUid B «TCHAX-
moaudukaropax» YM.

CraTucTUYeCKU aHajdW3 TPOBOAWIICS JIBYMS
Meronamu (meron Karmmanma — Maiiepa u mpo-
MTOPIIMOHATFHOW perpeccun puckoB Kokca) s
pacIIMpeHHOM MHTEPIpEeTallud MPOTHOCTHYECKHUX
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JMaHHBIX, oTHomIeHHs puckoB (HR) mpuamManmch
9KBUBAJICHTHBIMU K 3HaueHusM Exp(Bl) [23].
Huanazon HR jyga pa3mepa omyxoiau Mo cCu-
creme TNM, 1mo mnomy4yeHHBIM NAaHHBIM, COCTaBUII
2,05-3,43, 4TO B TEIOM COOTBETCTBYET JaHHBIM
muteparypel: B aHamu3e C.L. Shields u coast.
(2013) — 1,8-8,8, mo manubiM A. Schmittel u co-
aBT. (2004) — yBemmuenne HR ma 1,8 ormedarnoch
Ha KaXJ10e yBenndeHue pa3Mepa YM Ha 5 MM [13,
24]. VHBa3us B IIJIHAPHOE TEJO, COIVIACHO TIONY-
YeHHBIM JaHHBIM, Oblla acconuupoBaHa ¢ HR B
2,44, 4TO TaKXKe COOTBETCTBYET JAHHBIM JIUTEpPaTy-
pel: B mccenoBanuu A. Schmittel u coaBr. — 3,1,
B padore S. Seregard u E. Kock (2009) — 1,41;
AHAJIOTWYHASI TCHICHITUS TTPOCIICKUBACTCS TIPH aHa-
JIU3€ SKCTPAOKYISIPHOTO pocTa — 1,87 B MOTYUYEHHBIX
JaHHBIX, 2,5 B HccaeqoBanun A. Schmittel u coaBT.
n 1,26 — m3 anaimza S. Seregard n E. Kock [24,
25]. Ilo pesynbraram ananm3a HR s kieTodHoro
THTIa OBUTH TONydYeHBl Tokazaremu 2,10-2,31, dga-
CTHYHO COOTBETCTBYIOIIME NaHHbIM S. Seregard u
E. Kock — 1,25, u gannaemm J. Gambrelle u coasr.
(2007) — 3,66 [25, 26]. CpaBHUTEIBHBIH H30IUPO-
BaHHbBIN aHayM3 nokasarened HR s MyrannoHHbIX
W3MEHEHWH 3aTpyIHEH, MOCKOJIbKY OOBIYHO MOJIEKY-
JSIPHO-TEHETUYCCKUE HAPYIICHUs OLICHUBAIOTCS B
pamMKax oOmMX KIACCH(PUKAIMOHHBIX ToaXxoaoB. 1o
JAHHBIM OJIHOTO W3 HamOoliee KPYIHBIX aHAIN30B
reHeTndyeckux Hapymenuii, HR ans nHapymenui
XpOMOCOMBI 3 OLEHHMBAJICS B AuanazoHe 2,84—6,68,
Juisi abepparuii xpomocombl 8 — B 5,07-21,51; B
coOCTBEHHOM HccienoBanun aenerus reia PPARG,
ACCOLIMUPOBaHHAsl C HU3MEHEHHSIMHM B XPOMOCOME
3, coorBercTBOoBama HR 2,62, ammmudukamus reHa
MYC, accouuupoBaHHOTO C U3MEHEHUSIMH B XPOMO-
come 8, — ¢ 1,86 [28]. Takum oOpa3zom, mpezcTaB-
JICHHBIE OIIEHKU B II€JIOM COOTBETCTBOBAJIH JaHHBIM
JIPYTHUX HWCCIIEIOBAHUM, YTO TO3BOJIIO CYIUTh 00
X yOeTUTEITEHOCTH M BO3MOKHOCTH 000CHOBAHHOTO
WCTIOJIb30BaHUS B pa3pa0O0TKe KOMILICKCHOW TPOTHO-
CTUYECKOM CUCTEMBI PHCKA METAcTa3HMpOBaHUS Y M.
Pazpaborannast mporHocTHYecKasi cucrema Tpely-
€T BaJIMAALMKU Ha JAHHBIX JPYTHX MalMEeHTOB ¢ YM
7 MOXXET TIOTpeOOBaTh OMpPEETICHHON ONTHMHU3aIlNH,
B T. Y. BKIIIOUCHHS APYTUX JOTMOJHUTEIBHBIX IIPO-
THOCTHYECKHUX (haKTOPOB, TaK, M3 BCETO MHOXKECTBA

BOMNPOCbI OHKOJIOTUWN. 2024;70(4)



KIMHUYECKUE UCCNEAOBAHUS / CLINICAL RESEARCH

Mopgonoruueckux (HakTopoB B paMKax JIaHHOH pa-
OOTBI YUYHTHIBAJICS TONBKO KIIETOYHBIA THIT OITYXOJIH.
Taxke HMCIIOIB30BAaHUE CHUCTEMBI JOJDKHO YYUTBIBATH
CITeTyTOIyI0 OCOOEHHOCTH: OTCYTCTBHE MYyTallUMl B
marepuasie TMAB u cooTBeTCTBYyIOIEE MOJEKYISp-
HO-TEHETHYECKOE 3aKITIOUYEHHE HE MCKIIOYaloT Halu-
Yy 3TOW MYyTalluMl B «HATHBHOW» TKaHW OITYXOJH.
Takast 0cOOCHHOCTh OOYCJIOBJICHA OIyXOJICBOW Te-
TEPOTEHHOCTRIO, XapakTepHol it YM, m TpeOyer
JAbHEHIIIEro BCECTOPOHHEro m3yueHus [28, 29].

3akjoueHue

Pa3zpaboraHHass KOMILIEKCHAsI CHCTEMa IPOTHO-
3UpPOBAHUS PUCKA METAaCTa3WPOBAaHUS YBEATbHOM
MEJIAaHOMBI, yUYWTHIBAIOIIAsl JAHHBIC KIIFOYEBBIX
KIIMHUYECKUX, MOP(OJIOTHUECKHX M MOJEKYISIpPHO-
TeHETUYECKUX (PaKTOPOB, MO3BOJWIA CTpaTU(UIIU-
pOBaTh PUCK METACTa3WpOBaHUS MO OajilaM U BbI-
JIEIATh TPU JTOCTOBEPHO Pa3IHYAIONINXCS MEXIY
coboit (p < 0,01) xareropuu mporHosa: «HeOmaro-
MIPUSATHBINY, «CPETHUI» U «OJArOTPHSITHBIN.
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