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BeepeHnue. UutopenyktusHas pesekuus nouku (LLPM) npu metactatuueckom noveyHo-knetouHom pake (MMKP) B HacTo-
flllee BpeMA UCNOb3YeTCA HEYacTo, U B AaHHbLIN MOMEHT He onpefeneHbl NPOrHoCcTMYecKne GakTopsl, BAUAOLME HA NO-
Ka3aTenu BbXWBAEMOCTU NPU JAHHOM LIUTOPEAYKTUBHOM XMPYPruyecKoM BMellaTeNnbCTBe.

Llenb uccnepoBanus — onpefenerve HakTopoB NPoOrHo3a, BAUSIOWMX HA NOKAa3aTenu BbiKUBAEMOCTH 60abHbIX MITKP
npw BbinonHeHuu LIPMN B peanbHOM KNMHUYECKO NpaKTHKe.

Martepuanbl n metoAbl. B peTpocnekTMBHOE MccnefoBaHMe BKKOYEHb 32 NaUWeHTa, KOTOpbIM Bbina BbinonHeHa LIPT
Ha 6a3e lopoackoit oHkonoruyeckoi 6onbHuLbl N2 62 r. MockBbl 1 B [OPOACKOM OHKONOTMYECKOM AucnaHcepe r. CaHkT-
Netepbypra 3a nepuog c 2014 no 2022 r. KnuHuyeckue faHHble U3 MELULMHCKUX KapT Bbi1M NOAYYEHbI U NPOAHANNU3UPO-
BaHbl PETPOCNEKTUBHO, BCEM NaLeHTaM Oblu NPOBEAEHbI KNMHUKO-1abopaTopHOE, NaTOMOPGHONOrNYeCcKoe UCCef0BaHUS.
Moka3atenu BbIKUBAEMOCTH NALMEHTOB OLIEHUBAM C NOMOLLbIO CTAaTUCTMYECKOro METOfa aHann3a BpemeHm xu3num (Survival
analysis) ¢ pacyeToM onucaTeNbHbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK BPEMEHU XU3HU B hopMe TabNULbl XU3HU U NOCTPOEHUS KPUBbIX
KannaHa—Maitepa.

Pe3ynbrarbl. CBeTokneTouHbli BapuaHT MKP Bctpevanca y 84,4 % uccnepyembix, HU3KoanbhepeHUMpoBaHHbIE ONYyX0nu —
y 21,9 %, cuHXpOHHble MeTacTasbl —y 21,9 % 1 MHOXecTBeHHble MeTacTasbl — Y 59,4 %. bnaronpuatHblil nporHo3s no IMDC
(International Metastatic Renal Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium) otmeueH y 34,4 % 6onbHbix. Hanbonee yacto 6biiu
BbIfiBIeHbl MeTacTasbl B nerkux (53,1 %), npeobnagatolemy ynucny naumeHTos (96,9 %) npoBoAMNaCh CUCTEMHAA Tepanus
TapreTHbIMU Npenapatamu. MpofomKUTENBHOCTb NPebbIBAHNSA B CTaLMOHape cocTaBuna 3,8 + 6,2 AHsA, 30-gHeBHas cMepT-
HocTb goctuma 3,1 %. Mokasarenu 3- n 5-neTHei o6LLei BbKUBAEMOCTM COCTaBUAM 74 U 62 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.
3aknioueHune. Ha faHHbI MOMEHT He onpepeneHa TakTuka nposegeHus LPTM npu mMKP. B mHorotdakTopHoM aHanuse
BbISIB/IEHO HE3ABMCHMMOE HEraTUBHOE BAMAHME Ha NoKa3saTenu obueil BbxuBaemocTu nona (p = 0,041), MeTacTasos B KOCTH
(p=0,003) u nerkue (p = 0,022), a Takxe cratyca ECOG (Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group) (p = 0,03).
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Background. Cytoreductive partial nephrectomy (CPN) for metastatic renal cell cancer (mRCC) is currently used
infrequently and prognostic factors affecting survival rates for this cytoreductive surgery are currently undefined.
Aim. To determine the prognostic factors influencing the survival rates in mRCC patients when performing CPN in real
clinical practice.

Materials and methods. The retrospective study included 32 patients who underwent CPN at the Municipal Oncologic
Hospital No. 62 in Moscow and the Municipal Oncologic Dispensary in St. Petersburg from 2014 to 2022. Clinical data
from medical records were obtained and analyzed retrospectively, all patients underwent clinical, laboratory, and
pathomorphological examination. Patients' survival rates were evaluated using the statistical method of Survival
Analysis with calculation of descriptive characteristics of life time in the form of a life table and construction
of Kaplan—Meier curves.

Results. In the present study, clear-cell variant of CPN occurred in 84.4 %, low-differentiated tumors — 21.9 %;
synchronous metastases — 21.9 % and multiple metastases 59.4 %. A favorable prognosis according to IMDC was noted
in 34.4 % of patients. Lung metastases were detected most often (53.1 %), the predominant number of patients
(96.9 %) were treated with systemic therapy with targeted drugs. The length of hospital stay was 3.8 + 6.2 % days, 30-
day mortality — 3.1 %. The 3- and 5-year overall survival rates were 74 % and 62 %, respectively.

Conclusion. The tactics for cytoreductive partial nephrectomy in mRCC are currently undefined. Multivariate analysis
revealed an independent negative effect of gender (p = 0.041), bone (p = 0.003) and lung (p = 0.022) metastases,
and ECOG status (p = 0.03) on overall survival rates.
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BBepeHue

B Hacrosiiee BpeMs Ha J0J10 IIOYEYHO-KIETOYHOTO
paka (ITKP) npuxoautcst okosio 5 % Bcex HOBBIX CIydaeB
paka y MyX4yuH U 3 % y XEHILMH BO BCEM MUpe, 3a00Jie-
BaHME TaKXe BXOIUT B IEPBYIO IeCATKY HamboJiee pac-
npocTtpaHeHHBIX HoBooOpa3oBanuii B CIIA [1]. XoTa
OOJIBIIMHCTBO OIyXOJieil 00OHAPYKMBAIOTCSI HAa PaHHUX
CTaIysIX Pa3BUTHSI U JIOKAJIM3YIOTCS B ITO4YKe, 10 17 % Brep-
BBIC BbISIBICHHBIX OITyXOJICi1 SIBJISIIOTCSI METACTaTUUECKUMM.
Mo manueiM BO3, B mMupe exerogHo yMupaeT Oosee
140 ToIc. yenosek ot ITKP, u naHHas maroynorust — 3-41 1o vyac-
TOTe cMepTHOCTH OT paka [2]. [Ipu aTOoM 2- u S5-nmeTHss
o6uias BekuBaemocTh (OB) cocrasnster 29,3 u 15,5 % co-
oTBeTcTBeHHO [3]. [TalmeHTaM, KOTOpbIe CUMTAIOTCS ONTU-
MaJIbHBIMU KaHAWAAaTaMU ISl IUTOPEIYKTUBHOM He(paK-
tomun (LIHD), MoxeT ObITh mpoBeneHa HeMeIJeHHast
WJIM OTCPOYEHHAs! OrepaLysl ¥ CUCTEMHasl Teparusi AJ1s 10-
cTuXeHus1 Haunyudinnx nokasaresieir OB [4]. CornacHo
pekoMeHmanusMm [5, 6], rapretHast Tepanust (MHHTMOUTOPBI
TUPO3UHKMHA3bI) CTajla OCHOBHBIM METOIOM CUCTEMHOTO
neyenus Mmeractactudeckoro ITKP (MITKP), ognako LIHD
MO-MPEKHEMY OCTAeTCsI BaXKHBIM KOMIIOHEHTOM Teparuu
Ha MO3IHUX CTaausIX 3abojeBanHus [7]. Pelenue o uuro-
PeayKIIMU 3aBUCUT OT MHOXKECTBA ITEPEMEHHBIX, BKIIIOYAsT
rpynmsl npordo3a no IMDC (International Metastatic
Renal Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium), COmyTcTBY-
fomue 3aboneBaHus, cratyc mo mkaire ECOG (Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group) U TMCTOJOTUYECKHE TTOA-
TUIIBI OITyXou [5, 8].
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Hcropuuecku CIIOXUIOCH TaK, YTO [IUTOPEIYKTUBHBIM
XUPYPIUYECKMM BMEIIATeIbCTBOM Y MAlMEHTOB IPYIIIIHBI Oj1a-
ronpusitHoro rporHo3a MITKP 6su1a ITHD [9]; omHako B pen-
KUX CTydasix ISl LIMTOPETYKIIMM MCITOIb3YeTCs IIMTOPESIyK-
TtuBHas pe3ekuys nouku (LIPIT). CoBpemeHHbIE pyKOBOICTBA
He pekoMeHAytoT 1 He oocyxkaarot LIPIT y matmenroB ¢ MITKP
[10]. HecMoTps1 Ha TO UTO OOLLIME ITOKA3ATE/IN BbIKMBAEMOCTH
60bHBIX MITKP ocTatorest HUBKMMM, peabIayLIe UCCIen0-
BaHUSI IIPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAIN YBEJTUYEHE YaCTOThI IIPOBEIC-
nust LPIT [11]. Pons LIPIT B muTepaType ocraeTcsl HEOIHO-
3HAYHOM, HEKOTOPBIE UCCIIENOBAHUS HOCAT VCTOPUYECKUIN
XapakTep WM OTpaHMYEHBI 110 pa3Mepy BBIOOPKH, a IIPOCIIEK-
THBHBIX paHIOMU3MPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJIMPYEMbIX MCCIICI0BA-
HMiA HeT. TeM He MeHee TIPeIbIIyIIe NCCIeNOBAaHMS ITOKA3aJIH,
yto LIPIT naet cxoxue OHKOJIOrMYecKue pe3yJIbraThl 10 CpaB-
Henmio ¢ [LTHD y maimenTos ¢ MITKP [10, 12—14].

YuutbiBas U3MEHEHME MOCISTHUX MPAKTUISCKUX TEH-
JIEHLIMI B OTHOIIIEHUU BbIOOPA IUTOPETYKTUBHOTO XUPYP-
TMYECKOTO BMeEIIaTeIbCTBA, BaXXHO IPOaHAJIU3UPOBATH
MPOrHOCTUYEeCKHE (haKTOPhI, BAUSIONINE Ha ITOKa3aTesIn
BBXKMBAeMOCTH Y 00JIbHBIX, niepeHecunx LIPTI.

Martepuanbi u metogbl

XapakTepucTUKM TauueHToB, nepeHeciux LIPII,
npeacTaBieHbl B Ta0J. 1.

W3 tabn. 1 BUmHO, 4TO B UCCIIeAOBaHUY MTpeodIagain
My>K4uHBI (87,5 %), CBETJIOKJICTOYHBII BADUAHT OMYXOJIU
(84,4 %), a Takxe yMepeHHO- U bepeHITMPOBAHHBIE OITY-
xosu (53,1 %). JJaHHbIe TAaLIMEHTOB ObLIM KOHCOJIUANPO-
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Ta6muna 1. Xapaxmepucmuka 6oavhbix (n = 32)
Table 1. Characteristics of patients (n = 32)

Characteristic Number of patients (%) Characteristic Number of patients (%)

[Ton:

Gender:
MYKCKOM 28 (87,5)
male
KEHCKUIA 4(12,5)
female

Bo3pacr:

Age:
18—44 rona 2 (6,25)
18—44 years
45—59 ner 10 (31,25)
45—59 years
60—74 rona 18 (56,25)
60—74 years
>75 ner 2 (6,25)
>75 years

Cratyc o mkaie ECOG:

ECOG status:
0 1(3,1)
1 19 (59,4)
2 8 (25,0)
3 4(12,5)

Tucronornueckuii BApuaHT:
Histological type:

CBETJIOKIIETOUHBII paKk 27 (84,4)
clear-cell carcinoma
HECBETJIOKJIETOUHBIN pak 5(15,6)

non-clear-carcinoma
Kareropus T

Category T
T1 27 (84,4)
T2 2(6,2)
T3 3094
T4 0

CreneHb nuddepeHIUPOBKU:
Differentiation grade:

G, 8 (25,0)
G, 17 (53,1)
G 7(21,9)

Tumn meTacTa3os:
Metastasis type:

METaxpOHHbIE 25 (78,1)
metachronous

CUHXPOHHBIE 7 (21,9)
synchronous

BaHbI B BUIIE 3JICKTPOHHBIX TAOJIUIl M aHAJIM3MPOBAINCH
¢ TIOMOIIIbIO porpamMMbl Statistica 12 mist Windows. Ipo-
JIOJDKUTETbHOCTD KM3HU PACCUMTHIBAIN OT 1aThl IOCTAHOB-
KU AMarHo3a 0 JaThl IOCISTHET0 HAOMIOASHUS WJIA CMEPTH.
BoerkuBaemocTh oueHuBanu no Merony Karmana—Maiiepa,
Ppa3IM4Ks BBDKMBAEMOCTH OIPEAEIISLIU C TTIOMOIIIBIO log-rank-
TecTa; Ul UCKIII0UeHUsT (paKTOpOB, HE UMEIOIIMX CaMO-
CTOSITEJIBHOM MPOTrHOCTUYECKOM 3HAYUMMOCTH,, UCIIOJIb30Ba-
JIV perpeccMoHHbIi aHanu3 Cox.

KonngecTBo MeTacTa3os:
Number of metastases:
COJIMTapHbIC
solitary
CAUHUYHbIC
single
MHOXKECTBEHHBIE
multiple

[Iporuos mo IMDC:

IMDC prognosis:
0JIarONPUSATHBINA
favorable
MPOMEXYTOYHBINA
intermediate
HeOJaronpusiTHbIA
poor

HOKaJ'II/I3aI_[I/IH METacTa30B:
Metastatic site:

B JIETKUX

lungs

KOCTSIX

bones

MeYeHU

liver

JMMGaTHIECKNX y3Iax

lymph nodes

T'OJIOBHOM MO3ry

brain

Tepanus:

Therapy:
I/IHFI/I6I/ITOpaMI/I TUPO3MHKHNHA3bI
tyrosine kinase inhibitors
I/IHI‘I/I6I/ITOpaMI/I KOHTPOJIBHBIX
TOYEK UMMYHHOI'O OTBETA
immune response checkpoint
inhibitors

MeracTtazsKToMust
Metastasectomy

JlydeBas Tepanus
Radiation therapy

Pe3synbTathbl

2(6,2)
11 (34,4)
19 (59,4)

5 (15,6)
16 (50)
11 (34,4)

17 (53,1)
11 (34,4)
2(6,2)
10 31,7)
3(9.4)

31(96,9)
1(3,1)

6 (18,7)

2(6,2)

W3 32 601bHBIX, BKIIOYEHHBIX B UCCENOBaHUE, CBET-
noksetounblii T[IKP BeisiBieH y 27 (84,4 %). baaromnpu-
SITHBI, TIPOMEXYTOUYHbBII U HEOJAroNmpUsITHBIN MPOTrHO3
no IMDCy 5 (15,6 %), 16 (50 %) u 11 (34,4 %) nauueHTOB
COOTBEeTCTBEHHO. CMHXPOHHBIE METACTa3bl YCTAHOBJICHbI
y 7 (21,9 %) nalueHToB, CONUTAPHbIC, €AMHUYHbIC U1 MHO-
KeCcTBeHHble MeTacTasel — y 2 (6,2 %), 11 (34,4 %)
1 19 (59,4 %) GOJIbHBIX COOTBETCTBEHHO. MeTacTasbl B Jier-
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Kue BbisiBIIeHbl Y 53,1 %, B koctu —y 34,4 %, B tuMdaTu-
yeckue y3ibl —y 31,7 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.

IMTokaszatenu 3- u 5-netneit OB cocrasunm 74 % (95 %
npoBeputeabHbIi uHTepBan (A1) 60—93,0) u 62 % (AU
44—87,5) cOOTBETCTBEHHO, Mpu 3ToM MeauaHa OB cocra-
Buia 81,1 mec (95 % AW 57,2 — He JOCTUTHYT) COOTBET-
CTBeHHO (puc. 1).

IMokazatenu 3- u 5-netHeit OB y My>XXuuH cocTaBuIn
80,4 % (95 % AU 66,3—97,4) u 66,7 % (95 % AU 47,9—
92,7) COOTBETCTBEHHO. Y XEHILMH MoKa3aTesb 1-JeTHei
BbDKMBaeMocTH Obu1 paBeH 75,0 % (95 % AW 42,6—100,0).
Menunana OB cocraBuna 81,1 mec (95 % AN 57,2 — He no-
cturnyt) u 24,7 mec (95 % AW 1 — He JOCTUTHYT) Y MyK-
YUH M KEHIIUH cOooTBeTCTBeHHO (p = 0,023) (puc. 2).

IMokazarenu 3- u 5-netHeit OB npu ECOG 0, 1, 2 co-
craBuau 100,0 % (95 % AN 100,0—100,00) u 100,0 %
95 % AW 100,0—100,00); 75,1 % (95 % AN 56,6—99,7)
1478 % (95 % AN 28,2—81,1); 40,0 % (95 % A 13,7—100,0)
u 20,0% (95 % AN 3,5-100,0) COOTBETCTBEHHO.
ITpu ECOG 3 nokazarenu 3-netHeit OB coctasunm 25,0 %
95 % ON 4,6—100,0). Mennana OB — 97.,9; 50,6; 27,2
u 7,5 Mec cootBeTcTBeHHO (p = 0,012) (puc. 3).

W3 1abn. 2 BUIHO, YTO CpeaHMI KOMKO-AEHb COCTABUII
3,8 + 6,2, a nokazaresu 30- u 90-IHEBHOM CMEPTHOCTH —
3,11 9,3 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

OnHo¢aKTOPHBIN aHaAAWU3 ToKa3al, YTO Y OOJbHBIX
B rpymmne LIPIT HeGnaronpusitHoe BiusiHue Ha mporHo3 OB

Ta6muua 2. Xupypeuueckue ucxoow: (n = 32)
Table 2. Surgical outcomes (n = 32)

Indicator Meaning
MenuaHa HaOJIIOIEHUS, JIET
Median of observation, year 6,8 £3,7
Koiiko-neHb
Length of Stay 3.8+6,2
[loBTopHas rocriutanu3anusi, # (%) 2(6,2)
Readmission, n (%) >
CMepTHOCTD, 1 (%)
Mortality, n (%) 24 (75)
30-nHeBHad, n (%)
30-day, n (%) 1G.1)
90-nueBHast, n (%) 3(9.3)

90-day, n (%)
|

okasbiBau 1o (p = 0,043) u ECOG-craryc (p = 0,023).
B MHOro(pakTOpHOM aHaIM3¢e BBISIBICHO HE3aBUCUMOE He-
raTuBHOe BausHUe Ha mokaszatenau OB mona (p = 0,041),
MeTactaszoB B KocTH (p = 0,003) u nerkue (p = 0,022), a Tak-
xe ECOG-cratyca (p = 0,03) (tabu. 3).

Ta6mima 3. Oono- u .MHO?OdJlleOprlﬁ aHanu3 noKkasameneil GblCUBaeMocmu y 001bHbIX MEMACMAMU4eckKum NoYe*HHO-KAeMOUHbIM PAKOM npu 6blnoaHe-

HUU YUmopeOyKmugHou pe3eKyuu No1Ku

Table 3. Single and multivariate analysis of survival rates in metastatic renal cell cancer patients when cytoreductive partial nephrectomy was performed

SAEIOR Dupbepeiisiepaley) Hazard ratio (single-factor analysis) Hazard ratio (multifactorial analysis)
[Ton:
Gender:
MY>KIMHBI 28 (87,5) - -
male
JKEHIUHBI 4(12,5) 5,62 (1,05—-29,26, p = 0,043) 49,95 (0,9883—2999,59, p = 0,041)
female
Meracrasbr:
Metastases:
B KocTH(-) 21 (65,6) - =
bone(-)
B KocTH(+) 11 (34,4) 1,68 (0,65—4,35, p = 0,288) 26,16 (3,00—227,90, p = 0,003)
bone(+)
B Jierkue(-) 15 (46.9) - -
lungs(-)
B Jerkue(+) 17 (53,1) 2,61 (0,89—7,66, p = 0,080) 8,00 (1,35—47,57, p = 0,022)
lungs(+)
ECOG-craryc:
ECOG status:
0 1(3,1) - -
1 19 (59.,4) 2,35(0,28—19,72, p = 0,430) 2,23 (0,19-25,57, p = 0,520)
2 8 (25,0) 4,87 (0,44—53,61, p = 0,196) 3,11 (0,21-45,53, p = 0,407)
3 4(12,5) 18,68 (1,49—234,89, p = 0,023 30,30 (1,33—-689,30, p = 0,032

Ilpumeuanue. B mabauye npusedenvl moavko Gaxmopst, NPOOeMOHCMPUPOBABULUE NPOHOCIUMECKYIO 3HAUUMOCHTb.

Note. The table only presents factors with prognostic significance.
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Fig. 1. Overall survival (OS) of patients in the cytoreductive renal resection group (n = 32)
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Fig. 2. Overall survival (OS) of patients depending on gender (n = 32)
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06cyxxaeHune

Ha cospemennomM starne LIPIT npu MITKP npumensi-
eTcsl pelIKO, U BaXXHO OLEHUTh 3PPEKTUBHOCTh JAHHOTO
XUPYPIrMUYECKOro MeToja JieueHus. PeilieHue o mpoBeieHun
LI PIT nmpu mMeTacTaTuyeckoM Ipoliecce, MO-BUIANMOMY,
onpenensinock Kateropueii T [13]. J. Chen u coaBT. oOHa-
PYXWu, 94TO pUCK cMepTHu y nauueHToB ¢ MITKP npu BbI-
nonHenuu LIPIT ¢ N1 6511 B 5,48 pasa Bbllle, 4eM Yy nauu-
eHTOB ¢ N0, YTO TOBOPUT O TOM, UTO OOJIee BLICOKAS CTaaus
u cratyc N1 uMeror xyamue ucxons! [15]. B Hateit pa6o-
Te TOJIbKO Y 2 (6,2 %) naiimeHTOB Obljla BBISIBJIEHA KATEIO-
pusg N1. Y namyeHTOB ¢ M30JMPOBAaHHBIM OTAAJICHHBIM
MeTacTa3MpOBaHMEM B HallleM MCCICI0BAaHUM OTMEUCHbI
6ojiee BbicOKMe Mokasarenu S-ietHeir OB (56,2 %),
YTO TaKkKe MOATBepxXIeHo B padore A. Kutikov u coaBT.
[16]. Ho B MHOrO(bakKTOpHOM aHaIM3€e HET CTATUCTUYECKH
3HAYMMBIX NAHHBIX BJIMSHUS KOJIMYECTBA METAcCTa30B
Ha IoKa3aTesu BbpkuBaeMocTu (p = 0,060).

VY 11 (34,4 %) GONBHBIX IPYIIIbI HEOIATOIIPUATHOIO ITPO-
rHo3a o IMDC Beimonnena LIPI1. B mupoBoii turepatype
HET JaHHBIX O 1IeJIECO00Pa3HOCTH BBIIIOIHEHMSI TaHHOM 111~
TOPEIYKTUBHOM OIIEpALIMU Yy TaKOM CJIOXKHOM KaTeropuu
nauueHToB ¢ MITKP. Ha Hatn B3risia, Hy>KHbI AaIbHEHIIINE
HCCIIEAOBAHHUS B peaibHOM KIIMHUYECKOM TTpakTuKe. B rpe-
IBIOYIIMX paboTax ObLIO BBICKA3aHO MPEANONIOXEHUE,
YTO MPU MECTHO-PACIIPOCTPAHEHHBIX OOJIBIIMX OIMYXOJISIX
PYCK CHIDKEHHUSI (DYHKIIMY TOYEK M CMEPTHOCTH BHIILIE, I10-
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