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AHHOTaANUA

MeracTasbl B TOJOBHOU MO3T SIBJISIIOTCSI HEOJIATOTIPUSITHBIM TIPOSIBJIEHUEM TIOYEYHO-KJIETOYHOTO paka. B Hacrosiiee
BpeMsi Mbl IMeeM OrpaHiYeHHOe TIPe/ICTaB/IeHe 00 Oy X0JIeBOil 1 UMMYHHOT GHOJIOTHI METACTa30B B TOJIOBHON MO3T
u hakropax pe3sucTEHTHOCTU K MIPOBEAEHHUIO CUCTEMHON Tepanui. ONnTUMaIbHbII MOX0/ K KOMIIJIEKCHOMY JIEYeHUIO
MeTacTa3oB B TOJOBHOI MO3T NP PaKe IMTOYKKM OCTAETCST HESICHBIM. VIMEHHO TI03TOMY BasKeH ITOVCK IOTIOHUTEIbHBIX
MPOTHOCTHYECKUX (PaKTOPOB y JJAHHOW KATETOPUH TMAI[MEHTOB.

Iesb uccieoBanusi: IPOAHATIU3UPOBATH TPOTHOCTIYECKUE (DAaKTOPBI y GOJBHBIX C METACTA3aMU PaKa MOYKH B FOJIOB-
HOU MO3T, BJUSIOININE HA TTOKA3aTeH BbIKUBAEMOCTH.

Matepuasbl u MeToabl. [IpoBe/ieH PeTPOCTIEKTUBHBIN aHAJN3 TAHHBIX 56 TMAIMEHTOB ¢ METacTa3aMu B TOJIOBHOI MO3T
ITKP, mosyuasiinx jiederrie B MOCKOBCKOiT TOPOJICKOI OHKOTOrIuecKoit 6osbHuie Ne 62 . MockBbI 1 TOpoIcKOM KJin-
HuveckoM oHkomornueckoM aucrancepe (Cankr-Ilerep6ypr) ¢ 2006 no 2022 rr., ¢ Meananoii Habmoaenus 45,6 mec.
B uccneposanuu npeobnaganu myskuunbl 48 (85,7%). Conurapuble MeTacTasbl B IOJOBHOM MO3re BbIABJIEHbI y 19
(33,9%), a 6onee 2 metacrazos — y 21 (37,5%) nauuenra. [IpomMeskyTounblii 1 HeGaaronpusaTHbI poruos no IMDC
ycranosaeH y 21 (37,5%) u 25 (44,6%) GONBHBIX COOTBETCTBEHHO, IPU 9TOM HHU3KOAN(GhEPEHINPOBAHHBIE OITyXOIN
B [IEPBUYHON OITyXOJIH TI0YKU BbisiBJieHbl y 28 (50%) nanuentos. Jlyuesas tepanus nposeaena 32 (57,1%), a meracras-
aktomust — 33 (58,9%) naumentam. B uccienoBaHuu usyueHbl KIAMHUKO-MOpdosornyeckue (GakTopbl IPOTHO3a,
BJIHSIONINE HA TIOKA3aTeN BBKIBAEMOCTH Y OOJIbHBIX ¢ MeTacTazaMu B rosioBHo# Mo3r [TKP. Crartucruyeckuii anasims
NPOBOJIMJICA C UCIIOJIb30BaHMEM MAKeTOB IporpaMmMuoro obecneuenus Statistica 10.0 (StatSoft, CIIIA) nocpencrtsom
nocrpoenus KpuBbix Karutana—Meiiepa u TabJiuil 10KUTHST, IOCTPOEHMSI MATEMATHYECKON MOIEIH JOKITHUSL.
Pesymbratel. 3-netusas u 5-netuasa OB y 6onbHbIX ¢ MeTacTazaMu B ronosHoit Mosr IIKP (n=56) cocrasua 43% 1 22%
COOTBETCTBEHHO, TIpu 3ToM Menuana OB cocraBuia 22,3 mec. B oqHodakTopHOM aHanuse y GOJbHBIX C METACTA3aMU
paka MOYKHU B TOJIOBHOM MO3T€ BBISIBJIEHO, YTO OTPUIIATETbHOE BIUSHIE Ha MTOKA3ATENN BHIKUBAEMOCTH OKA3bIBAIN
craryc o ECOG (p=0,0047), uncno meracrazos B ronosHoM moare (p<0,001), metacraspr B euenn (p=0,028), mpo-
rio3 o IMDC (p=0,024), nposeaenue nedgppakromun (p<0,001) u myuesoit reparmu (p=0,05).

IIpu muorodakropuom anamuse nosa (p<0,001), ECOG-craryc (p<0,001), crenenp auddepeHuupoBKu omyXosm
(p=0,001), Tum 1 ynciao mMeracTazos B rojosHoM Mosre (p<0,001), nporuos no IMDC (p<0,001), meTacTasbl B Jierkue
(p<0,001), koctu (p<0,001), neuens (p=0,001) u mumdaruueckue yamn (p<0,001), a Takske mposesenue He)PIKTOMUK
(p=0,001) u syuesoit Tepanuu (p<0,001) GbLIM JOMOMHUTETBHBIMU TIPEAMKTOPAMH, BJIMSIONMMH Ha nokazarean OB
y TIAIMEHTOB ¢ MeTacTa3aMu B rooBHOM Mo3re [TKP.

3axmouenue. B namem nccaenosannu oy, ECOG-craryc, crenenb auddepeHImpoBKY Oy X0JIH, THIT 1 YUCJI0 MeTa-
CTa30B B TOJOBHOM MO3re, 1porHo3 no IMDC, mMeracrasbl B JieTKue, KOCTH, MiedeHb U JuMQaTnvecKie y3Jbl, a TaKKe
poBefieHe HePIKTOMUN U JIydeBOil Tepanuu ObLIN JOMOTHUTEIbHBIMI HE3aBUCUMBIMU MTPOTHOCTHYECKUMHU (haKTO-
pamu, BausiomuMu Ha nokazaresn OB y nmaimenToB ¢ Metactazamu B riededb [TKP.

Kinouesbie cj10Ba: MOYeYHO-KJIETOUHBIN PaK, METACTa3bl B TOJIOBHOW MO3T, 001I[asi BbBIKUBAEMOCTD, TPOTHOCTUYECKUE
dakTopsr
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Annotation

Brain metastases are an unfavourable manifestation of renal cell cancer. Currently, we have limited understanding
of the tumour and immune biology of brain metastases and resistance factors to systemic therapy. The optimal
approach to comprehensive treatment of brain metastases in renal cancer remains unclear. That is why it is important
to search for additional prognostic factors in this category of patients.

The aim of the study was to analyse prognostic predictors in patients with renal cancer metastases to the brain affect-
ing survival rates.

Materials and methods. We retrospectively analysed the data of 56 patients with brain metastases of RCC treated at the
Moscow City Oncological Hospital No. 62 in Moscow and the City Clinical Oncological Dispensary (St. Petersburg)
from 2006 to 2022, with a median follow-up of 45,6 months. 48 (85,7%) men prevailed in the study. Solitary brain metas-
tases were detected in 19 (33,9%), and more than 2 metastases in 21 (37,5%). Intermediate and poor prognosis according
to IMDC was established in 21 (37,5%) and 25 (44,6%), respectively, with low-differentiated tumours in the primary kid-
ney tumour detected in 28 (50%) patients. Radiation therapy was given to 32 (57,1%) and metastasectomy to 33 (58,9%)
patients. The study investigated clinical and morphological prognostic factors influencing survival rates in patients with
brain metastases of RCC. Statistical analysis was performed using Statistica 10.0 software packages (StatSoft, USA) by
constructing Kaplan-Meier curves and survival tables, building a mathematical model of survival.

Results. The 3- and 5-year OS in patients with brain metastases of RCC (n=56) was 43% and 22%, respectively, with
a median OS of 22,3 months. In single factor analysis in patients with renal cancer brain metastases, ECOG status
(p=0,0047), number of brain metastases (p<0,001), liver metastases (p=0,028), IMDC prognosis (p=0,024), nephrec-
tomy (p<0,001) and radiotherapy (p=0,05) were found to have a negative impact on survival rates.

In multivariate analysis, gender (p<0,001), ECOG status (p<0,001), degree of tumour differentiation (p=0,001), type
and number of brain metastases (p<0,001), IMDC prognosis (p<0,001), metastases to lung (p<0,001), bone
(p<0,001), liver (p=0,001) and lymph nodes (p<0,001), as well as nephrectomy (p=0,001) and radiotherapy (p<0,001)
were additional predictors affecting AE rates in patients with brain metastases of RCC.

Conclusion. In our study, sex, ECOG status, tumour differentiation, type and number of brain metastases, IMDC
prognosis, metastases to lung, bone, liver and lymph nodes, as well as nephrectomy and radiotherapy were additional
independent prognostic factors affecting OS in patients with brain metastases of RCC.

Keywords: renal cell cancer, brain metastases, overall survival, prognostic factors
For citation: Semenov D.V., Shirokorad V.I, Kostritsky S.V. Analysis of the influence of prognostic factors in patients with renal

cancer metastases to the brain // Clinical case in oncology. 2024. Vol. 2, No. 4. P. 7-16, doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.62546,/3034-
1477-2024-2-4-7-16.

BBEJEHUE

MeTtacTtasbl B T010BHOI Mo3r (MT'M) aBasior-
Cd TUIOXMM IPOTHOCTUYECKUM MPU3HAKOM BCEX
conuaubIx omyxosei [1], Bkaouas meracratu-
yeckuii moyeuno-kaerounbiii pak (MIIKP) [2].
MertacTtasbl B rosoBHoi Mo3r (MI'M) aBasioTcs

OJIHUM M3 TIPOSIBJIEHUII CITEKTpPa AUCCEMUHUPO-
BaHHOTO 3a00JIeBaHUS C KyMYJISITUBHOI 4acTo-
TOW pa3BUTHs B TeUeHHUeE TIATH JIeT, KaK ObLIO
[0Ka3aHo B NpeAbIAyIUX ucciepnoBanusx (7—
9,8% B Teuenue nATu Jet) [3, 4]. [lo maHHBIM
JIPYTUX KPYIHBIX TIOMYJISIHOHHBIX MCCIeI0Ba-
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HUIl, 4aCTOTa METACTa30B B MO3T COCTABJISIET d—
20% [5, 6].

HecmoTpst Ha peBOTIONNIO B 00JIACTH JI€YEHUST
MITKP, tipousore/inyio 6arogapsi OTKPbITHIO
areHTOB TapreTHON Tepanuu U OJOKATOPOB
MMMYHHBIX KOHTpoJbHbIX Touek (MKT) [7-12],
neuenne maipentos MIIKP ¢ MI'M ocraerca
clokHoil 3samauenn [13, 14]. Ha ocuosanun
UMEIOIINXCS JTaHHBIX Ha CETOMHSNIHUN JIeHb
MOKHO CJIeJIaTh BBIBOJI, YTO CYIIECTBYIOIIIME
B HACTOsIIIlee BPEMsI TIPeraparhl sl CUCTEMHOI
Tepanvy UMEIOT OTPaHUYEeHHYIO BHYTpUYEper-
Hyio sddexruBHocts mpu MI'M, mostomy
OCHOBHBIMU METO[aMU, KPOME CHCTEMHOI
JIEKapCTBEHHOM TePAINH, SIBJISIETCST ITPUMEHEHHE
crepeorakcuueckoii pammoxupyprun  (SRS),
paguoreparmuu Bcero Mosra (WBRT) wuan
Xupypruueckoit pesekuuu [15, 16], a Takxe
KOMOMHAIINI CUCTEMHON 1 (POKAJIbHON Teparuu
[17, 18]. Kpome TOTO, ¥ TAIMEHTOB, MOy YaBIINX
KOMOMHUPOBAHHYIO TepaIruio MepBOW JUHUK
U MMEBITNX OTBET B 9KCTPAKPAHUATIHHBIX METa-
CTaTUYEeCKUX Ovarax, TOJIOBHOW MO3T BIIOCJE/-
cTBUM OBLI OAHUM M3 HanbOJiee YacTbIX MECT
permauBa 3aboseBanust [19], 4ro cBumerenn-
CTBYET O HeajieKBaTHOM MMMYHHOM OTBETE TIPH
JAHHOW JIOKQ/IM3allii MeTacTa3oB. B KOHTeKCTe
9pbl UMMYHOOHKOJIOTUYECKUX TIPENapaToB U MX
KOMOMHAIMIT aHAJN3 TTPOTHOCTUYECKUX TTPEIK-
TOPOB y OOJIbHBIX C MeTacTa3aMu paKa MOYKH
B OJIOBHOI MO3T UMeeT OOJIbIIIOe 3HAYEHNE.

I[EJIb UCCAENOBAHUSA

BoisiBuTh 1OTIO/THUTEIBHBIE TTPOTHOCTUYECKITE
akTopbl ¥ GOJBHBIX C METACTa3aMK PAKa MMOYKH
B TOJIOBHOI MO3T, BJMSIONMMHU Ha TTOKA3aTesn
BBIKMBAEMOCTH.

MATEPUAJIBI U METO/IbI

[IpoBenien peTpoOCIEKTUBHDBIN aHAIN3 JAHHBIX
56 mManMeHToB € MeTacTa3aMH B TOJIOBHOM MO3T
[IKP, mnosyuyaBmux JiedeHue B MOCKOBCKOI
TOPOJICKOI OHKOJIOrmYecKoit OGosbHuile Ne 62
r. Mocksbl 1 [OpOACKOM KJIMHUYECKOM OHKOJIO-
ruyeckom  aucnancepe (Cankr-IlerepOypr)
¢ 2006 mo 2022 r., ¢ Memuanoy HaOJIOLEHUSA
45,6 mec. B nccienoBannu mpeobasaim My sKIn-
ubl 48 (85,7%). ComurapHble MeTacTasbl B TOJIOB-
HoM Mosre BoisgBienbl y 19 (33,9%), a Gonee
2 wmeracrazoB — y 21 (37,5%) Gomnbhoro.
[TpomeskyTOUHbBIN U HEOJIATONPUSTHBIN TTPOTHO3
no IMDC ycranosnen y 21 (37,5%) u 25 (44,6%)
MAIMeHTOB COOTBETCTBEHHO, TIPU 3TOM HU3KO-
muddepeniinpoBatHbie OMyX0OJIH B TEPBUYHOM
OIyXOJIM MOYKHK BbIsiBJIeHbI y 28 (50%) GOIbHbBIX.

Jlyuesas tepanus nposeznena 32 (57,1%), a mera-
crazakTomus — 33 (58,9%) narmenTtam. Bee naim-
€HTbI TTOJIyYasi CUCTEMHYIO TAPTeTHYIO TEPAITHIO,
13 HUX HecKaBap moayunnn 23 (41,1%) nauuenta,
cyuntunn6 — 17 (30,3%), masomanu6 — 10
(17,8%) u aBactun — 6 (10,8%) maieHTOB COOT-
BETCTBEHHO.

B wuccrenoBaHun M3ydeHbl KJINHUKO-MOPQO-
jgorudeckre (haKTOPbI TPOrHO3a, BIIMSIONINE
Ha TIOKAa3aTeJu BBIKUBAEMOCTH y OGOJIBHBIX
¢ MI'M IIKP. Cratuctuueckuii aHajans MpoOBO-
JIAJICS C UCIIOJIb30BAHNEM ITAKETOB ITPOrPaMMHO-
ro oGecreuenusi Statistica 10.0 (StatSoft,
CIITA) TOCPEeACTBOM TMOCTPOEHUSI KPUBBIX
Karrana—Meiiepa u TaGJImIl IOKUTHS, TIOCTPOE-
HVSI MATEMATHYECKOIT MOJIENIN TOSKUTHSL.

PE3VABTATHI

Bcero B ucciegoBanmne BKIOYEHO D6 maimueH-
TOB € MArHO30M paka nmouku ¢ MI'M.

XapakTepuCcTUKa MaIlMeHTOB TIpeCcTaBIeHa
B Ta0/1. 1. CBETJIOKJIETOYHBII paK BbisiBJeH y 50
(89,3%), cpemnuii Bozpact cocraBua 64,7 roma
(or 28 o 84 mer). CUHXpPOHHBIE MeTacTasbl
sbisaBaenbl y 29 (51,2%). 44,7% (n=25) nauuen-
TOB HAa MOMEHT ITOCTAaHOBKH [MAaTHO3a WUMEJN
craryc ECOG 0-1, a 55,3% — ECOG 2-3;
nedpsxromus Gouia Boinosinena y 91,1% (n=51)
OOJIbHBIX.

Jlambie manueHToB ObLIM KOHCOJUAMPOBAHDI
B BHUJIE 3JIEKTPOHHBIX TaOJINI] I aHATM3UPOBAJINCh
c momoIbio mporpammbr Statistica 12 for
Windows. [1poao/KuTenbHOCTh JKU3HN PacCuu-
TBIBQJIA OT JAThl MIOCTAHOBKM JIUArHO3a /10 JIaThl
MOCJIe/THETO HAGJIIOIEHUST UK CMepTH. BbikiBae-
MOCTb olleHuBaJu 1o Metony Kariana—Maiiepa,
Pa3INIKs BbIKUBAEMOCTH OIPENENISIM C TTOMO-
1ibio log-rank Tecta; st MckmoveHust hakToOpoB,
HE UMEIOINX CAMOCTOSITEJIbHOI IMPOTHOCTUYE-
CKOIl 3HAYMMOCTH, WCIOJb30BAIN PErpecCuoH-
ubiii ananmua Cox. [IpoBoauiics ananus mokasarte-
seit OB y 6oibHBIX ¢ MeTacTazamu B jierkue [TKP
B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT 110J1a, Bo3dpacta, ECOG-cTaty-
ca, JIOKQJIN3aIN ¥ ePBUYHOI OTTYXOJIN U TUCTOJIO-
TMYECKOTO  BapuWaHTa, CTeleHu Tpajaluu
o Fuhrman, rpymmbr nporuosa no IMDC, tumna,
KOJIMYECTBA M JIOKAJIM3AIMKM METacTa30B, IMPOBe-
JeHnsT He(DPIKTOMUH 1 METACTA39KTOMUM.

[Tokazatenu 3-netHeit u 5-neruneit OB y 6ouib-
Hbix ¢ MI'M IIKP (n=56) cocraBumu 43% [31—
59%, 95% W | u 22% [12-39%, 95% 1] coor-
BeTCTBEHHO, 1pu aToM Mennana OB cocraBuiia
22,3 [16,7-45,4,95% U] mecaua (puc. 1).

[Ipu ognodakTOpHOM aHaAU3e y OOJHHBIX
C MeTacTazaMU paKa IMOYKU B TOJIOBHOM MO3Te

KIMHNYECKNII CIYYAN B OHKOJIOTUN
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Xapakrepucruka 60abHbIX (n=56)

Patient characteristics (n=56)

Ta6numa 1

Table 1

Xapakrepucrtuka,/Characteristic

KoummaectBo 60mbHBIX, n (%),/
Number of patients, n (%)

ITon:/Gender:
My’KCKOM,/male
skeHckuii/female

Bospacr, ner:/Age, years:
18—44
45-59
60-74
>75

Tucrosornueckuit Bapuant:/ Histological type:
CBETJIOKJIETOUHBIH pak/clear-cell carcinoma
HECBETJIOKJIETOYHBII pak,/non-clear-carcinoma

Crenennb quddepennuposku:/ Differentiation grade:
G1
G2
G3

Craryc no mkane ECOG:/ECOG status:
0
1
2
3

Jlokanuzanus neppuyHoil omyxouu:/ Localization of the primary tumor:
crpasa,/right
ciesa/left
nsycroponnue,/ bilateral

Yucso meractazos cymmapHo:/Number of metastases in total:
comutapubie/ solitary
efuHUYHbBIE,/ single
MHOKecTBeHHbIe,/multiple

Yucso MeTacTasoB B royioBHOM Mo3re:/ The number of brain metastases:
cosmrapHbie,/ solitary
2 MeTtacrasa,/2 metastases
6oJiee 2 MeTacTasos,/ 2 + metastases

Beccummromubie MeTacTasbl /Asymptomatic

Cumnromubie MeTactasbl,/Symptomatic
B roJioBHOM Mo3re,/of brain metastases

IIporuos mo IMDC:/IMDC prognosis:
6saronpusitHbiil/favorable
pOMesKyTOUHbIN/intermediate
He6JIaroTPUSITHBIN / poor

Tun meracrasos:/Metastasis type:
MeTaxpoHHble,/metachronous
CUHXPOHHBIE,/ synchronous

Ipenpiayias vegpakromust,/ Prior nephrectomy

Mertacrassxkromus:/ Metastasectomy:
na/yes
HeT/no
JlyueBast reparusi:/ Radiation therapy:
na/yes
HeT/no
Meracrasbr:/Metastases:
B Jerkux,/lungs
B KOocTsX,/bones
neuenn/ liver
B umdarndeckux yaiax,/lymph nodes

48 (85,7)
8(14,3)

3(5,4)
31(55,4)
21(37,5)

1(1,8)

50(89,3)
6 (10,7)

6 (10,7)
22(39,3)
28 (50,0

3(5,4)
22(39,3)
19(33,9)
12 (21,4)

27 (48,2)
26 (46,4)
3(5,4)

8(14,3)
8(14,3)
40 (71,4)

19(33,9)
16 (28,6)
21(37,5)

22(39,3)
34.(60,7)

10 (17,9)
21(37,5)
25 (44,6)

27 (48,2)
29(51,2)

51 (91,1

33(58,9)
23 (41,

32(57,1)
24(42,9)

35(62,5)
37 (66,1)

8(14,3)
10 (17,9)
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BBIABJIEHO, YTO OTPULIATEIHHOE BJIMAHUE Ha TIOKA-
3aTeNM  BBDKMBAEMOCTU OKa3bIBalM  CTaTyC
no ECOG (p=0,0047), uncio MeracTa3os B I'OJIOB-
Hom wmosre (p<0,001), meracraspl B IIe4eHb
(p=0,028), nporros no IMDC (p=0,024), nipose-
nenvie HeppaxTomun (p<0,001) u s1yueBoii Tepa-
mn (p=0,05) (tabn. 2, puc. 2—4). Meaunana OB
cocrasuia 22,3 Mec.

3-neruss OB: / 3-year OS: 43%

i | 5-nerusiss OB: / 5-year OS: 22%
g
g L
&
B

i, ik A k

e B u i

Tima

Puc. 1. O6mas sppxuBaemoctdb (OB) 601bHBIX
¢ MeTacTa3aMi B TOJIOBHOI MO3T ITOYEYHO-
KJeTouHOro paka (n=56)
Fig. 1. Overall survival (OS) of patients with brain
metastases of RCC (n=56)

3-nerusist OB: / 3-year OS:
100% 70,4% 15,8% 27,5%
S-nerusist OB: / 5-year OS:
100% 39,1% 5,3% 0%

Survival curves for EQDG
Biased o5 Kiphin- b bk

Probabity
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BeTCTBEHHO. He TMOJy4YeHO CTaTUCTUYECKH
3HAYUMBIX pasyanunii B mokasaressix OB y 60.1b-
HbIX ¢ MI'M B 3aBUCcHMOCTH OT cTeneHu audde-
pentposku omyxouu (p0,41).

Mennana OB nipu conuTapHbIX, IBYX 1 60Jee
MeTacTasaX B TOJOBHOM MO3re cocrasuia 56,4
[51,4—NA, 95% 1], 19,3 [16,6—NA, 95% [II1]
n 9,7 [4,8-NA, 95% 11| Mec COOTBETCTBEHHO,
a npu OJATONPUSATHOM, ITPOMEKYTOYHOM
1 HeGaronpusaTHOM mporHo3ax 48,8 [18,6—NA,
95% U], 36,4 [22,3—-NA, 95% U] u 14,8
[11,2-39,8, 95% /11| mec cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

Meauana OB 1ipu BBbITIOJIHEHUU WJIM OTCYT-
crBuu HedppakTomun cocraBuia 27,2 [18,4—-53,7,
95% ] u 7,4 [4,3—NA, 95% [I1] mec, a mipu
BBITIOJTHEHWH WJIA OTCYTCTBUU JIy4eBOI TePATTHH
cocraBusa 45,4 [18,6—-107,2, 95% U] u 17,3
[12-39,8,95% IV ]| mec COOTBETCTBEHHO.

[Tpu muOrOodakTOpHOM aHaiuse oy [HR=
43,15 (95% [1M1=16,84—110,57)], ECOG-cratyc
[HR= 78,36 (95% [111=31,67—193,86)], cTenenn
maddepennmposku onyxomn [HR= 331 (95%
JIN=1,59-6,90)], Tun meracrazos [HR= 21,87
(95% [IN=10,49-45,57)], upornos no IMDC
[HR= 0,02 (95% I1=0,01-0,04], meTacrassl
B serkue [ HR=3,94 (95% /111=1,73-9,02) ], kocTnn
[HR=4,56 (95% JUN=217-9,60)], mneueHn

3-nerusist OB: / 3-year OS:
83,3% 48,9% 27,7%
S-nerustst OB: / 5-year OS:
20,8% 28,5% 16,6%

Survivnl curves Tor Grade
Based on Kapian ko esberaies

Probability
&

el ] &8 5]
Tiress [Fraoedhs)

Humbor &1 risk
] ] @ 5 5 2 1
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Puc. 2. O6uas sbikusaemocts (OB) y maiuenToB ¢ MeTacTa3aMu B FOJIOBHOM MO3I IIOY€YHO-KJIETOUHOTO
paka B 3asucumoct or ECOG-craryca (@) n auddepentmposku omnyxou no Fuhrman (6) (n=56)
Fig. 2. Overall survival (OS) in patients with RCC brain metastases depending on ECOG status (@) and
Fuhrman tumor differentiation (6) (n=56)

Menmunana OB nipu ECOG 0, 1, 2 u 3 cocraBu-
aa 93,1 [86,3—NA, 95% U], 53,7 [39,8—NA,
95% ], 17,3[13,3-35,5,95% AN u 8,1[3,5—
NA, 95% 1] mec, a npu G1, G2 u G3 cocraBu-
na 454 [43,8—-NA, 95% U], 19,6 [16,6—NA,
95% AN wn 17,3[13,3-39,8, 95% [111] mec coor-

[HR=0,18 (95% /I1=0,07—0,48)] u mumdaruye-
ckue ysapl [HR=88,12 (95% [OM=32,10—
241,87)], a Ttakxke nposenenune HedPIKTOMUU
[HR=12,68 (95% 11=2,68-59,98)] u syueBoii
teparuu [ HR=0,13 (95% [111=0,06—0,26)] GbLiu
JIOTIOJTHUTEIbHBIMU (haKTOPAMM, OKa3bIBAIOIUMU

KIMHNYECKNII CIYYAN B OHKOJIOTUN
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Ta6numa 2

DaxTOpbI IPOTHO3a 0011l BBIXKUBAEMOCTH 0OJIBHBIX C METACTA3aMH B FOJIOBHON MO3T II0Y€YHO-KJIETOYHOTO PaKa
(7} o *
(n=56) (oxHODaKTOPHDIIT  MHOTO(DAKTOPHBINA aHAIN3)

Table 2

Predictive factors for overall survival of patients with brain metastases of RCC (n=56) (single-factor and
multifactor analysis)*

KosmaecTso Ortnomenue puckos (95% m0BepUTENbHBIA HHTEPBAT),/
Daxrop, Factor GODIDBIX,/ Hazard ratio (95% confidence interval)
. Number of onuodaKkTOpHbIN aHaU3,/ MHOTO(aKTOPHbILT aHaIN3,/
patients (%) univariate test multivariate test
ITon:/Gender:
My>KCKOI,/male 48 (85,7) 1,30 (0,57-2,96; p=0,529) 43,15 (16,84—110,57; p<0,001)
>keHckuil/ female 8(14,3)
Craryc no mkaine ECOG:/ECOG
status:
0 3(5,4) 1,22 (0,27-5,52; p=0,799) 23,73 (10,68-52,73; p<0,001)
1 22 (39,3) 3,63 (0,82-16,14; p=0,090) 921,72 (429,84-1976,49; p<0,001)
2 19 (33,9) 4,81 (1,02-22,64; p=0,047) 78,36 (31,67—-193,86; p<0,001)
3 12 (21,4)
Crenenb quddepeHnposku:,/
Differentiation grade:
G1 6(10,7) 1,15 (0,41-3,19; p=0,787) 4,12 (1,99-8,53; p<0,001)
G2 22 (39,3) 1,67 (0,62—4,49; p=0,307) 3,31 (1,59-6,90; p=0,001)
G3 28 (50,0)
Tun meracrasos:/Metastasis type:
MeTaxpoHHbIe,/ metachronous 27 (48,2) 0,98 (0,52—1,84; p=0,941) 21,87 (10,49-45,57; p<0,001)
CHHXPOHHBIE,/ synchronous 29 (51,2)
ITporuos o IMDC:/IMDC
prognosis:
6aaronpusaThbiii/favorable 10 (17,9) 0,88 (0,35-2,21; p=0,783) 0,02 (0,01-0,04; p<0,001)
npomesKyTounblil/intermediate 21(37,5) 2,54 (1,13-5,72; p=0,024) 0,57 (0,27-1,22; p=0,149)
HeOJIATONPUSTHBI,/ poor 25 (44,6)
KoJimuecTBo MeTacTa3oB B TOJIOB-
nom mo3sre:/The number of brain
metastases:
conutapubie/solitary 19(33,9) | 19,86 (4,08-96,77; p<0,001) 28,79 (11,07-74,86; p<0,001)
2 metacrasa,/2 metastases 16 (28,6) (142,80 (24,02-848,95; p<0,001)(3304,10 (1091,68—10 000,28; p<0,001)
6oJiee 2 meTacTaszos,/2 + 21(37,5)
metastases
Meracrasbl:/Metastases:
B jierkux /lungs 35(62,5) 1,28 (0,69-2,40; p=0,431) 3,94 (1,73-9,02; p=0,001)
B KoCcTsAX,/ bones 37 (66,1) 0,63 (0,32—1,23; p=0,176) 4,56 (2,17-9,60; p<0,001)
B nneyenn,/ liver 8 (14,3) 2,56 (1,11-5,90; p=0,028) 0,18 (0,07-0,48; p=0,001)
B iuMarnueckux ysaax,/lymph | 10 (17,9) 2,24 (0,96-5,19; p=0,061) 88,12 (32,10-241,87; p<0,001)
nodes
Hedpskromus: /Prior
nephrectomy:
na/yes 51(91,1) | 12,60 (3,44—46,2; p<0,001) 12,68 (2,68-59,98; p=0,001)
HeT,/no 5(8,9)
JlyueBast repanusi:/Radiation
therapy:
na/yes 32(57,1) | 0,54 (0,29-1,01; p=0,05) 0,13 (0,06-0,27; p<0,001)
Het,/no 24 (42,9)

%
B T36JH/ILI6 TIpUBE/1€HbI TOJIbBKO (baKTOpI)I, JAEMOHCTpHUpYIOLIHE ITPOrHOCTUYECKYIO 3HAUYNMOCTb.

* The table only presents factors with prognostic significance.

HE3aBHUCHUMOE OTpULATE/IbHOE BJIMAHMNE Ha IIOKa-
3aresu OB Yy MalMeHToOB C Me€TaCTa3aMU B I'OJIOB-

Hoit moar [TKP (cm. Tabur. 2).

OBCYXJAEHUE
I[To pmanubM

KJINHIYECKUX WCCJIeIOBAaHU,

npumepHo y 3—17% maimentos ¢ [IKP passu-
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3-neruas OB: / 3-year OS:
89,5% 29,2% 1-nerusis 24,1%
5-nerusit OB: / 5-year OS:
47,7 % 0% 1-year OS 24,1%
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Puc. 3. O6uas soikuBaemoctsb (OB) y manuenTos ¢ MeTactazaMu B TOJIOBHON MO3T [IOY€YHO-KJIETOUYHOTO PaKa
B 3aBMCHMOCTH OT YMCJIa METAaCTa30B B rooBHOM Moare (@) u B 3aBucumMocTy ot nporHosa no IMDC (6) (n=56)
Fig. 3. Overall survival (OS) in patients with RCC brain metastases as depending on the correlation
between the number of brain metastases (@) and according to IMDC prognosis (6) (n=56)
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Puc. 4. O6mas sopkuBaeMocts (OB) y NalMenToB ¢ MeTacTaTHYeCKUM TTOYEYHO-KIETOUHBIM PAKOM MTPU
nposesennn HepakroMun u 6e3 Hee (@) 1 IpU NPOBEAEHNN WM OTCYTCTBUM JaydeBoii Tepanun (6) (n=56)
Fig. 4. Overall survival (OS) in patients with brain metastases of RCC with and without nephrectomy (a)

and with or without radiation therapy (6) (n=56)

Batorca MI'M, uyTo acconuupyercs € IJIOXUM
nporuo3om [20—24]. BapnabesbHOCTD BBISIBJIsSIE-
MOCTHU METACTAa30B B TOJIOBHOI MO3T OTYACTH CBSI-
3aHa C Te€M, YTO OOBIYHO IMArHOCTHUKA ITPOUCXO-
JTAT TIPU TTOSIBJIEHUN HOBBIX CHMITTOMOB, TTOOY K-
NAOIUX KJINHUIIMCTOB K JIONOJHUTENbHOMY
obcrenoBanuio. B padore B. Shuch u coasr. [25]
32,6% u3 o01ieil KOropThl mnamueHToB ¢ MI'M
uMean OecCUMIITOMHOe TedeHue 3a00jieBaHusd,
YTO TaK’Ke TMOJITBEPIK/IAETCS HANIUMU JAaHHBIMU.

CoracHO HAIIMOHAIBHBIM W MEK/TYHaPOIHBIM
pykoBozictBaMm MPT rosioBHoro Mo3sra pekomeH-
yeTcsi Ha3HavyaTh 10 YCMOTPEHUIO OHKOJIOTA
U TI03TOMY YaCTO He TIPOBOANTCS TIPU OTCYTCTBUN

CHUMIITOMOB, OJHAKO 9TO UCCIeIOBAaHNE SBJISIETCS
00s3aTeJIbHOI 4YacTbIO OLEHKU COOTBETCTBUS
TpeOOBAHUSAM [IJIsT y4acTHsI B KJIMHUYECKHUX
nuccyaenopanusx [ 26—28]. K coskamennio, NCKIIO-
yeHue narumeHToB ¢ MI'M mpakTuuecku u3 Bcex
KPYITHBIX KJIMHUYECKUX HUCCJIENOBAHUI TTOIUEp-
KIBaeT HeOOXOAUMOCTh IIPOBEIEHUST JIOTIOJIHH-
TeJIbHBIX MCCJIEeN0BAHNI B 910 obsactu [7, 8, 10,
29]. R.R.Kotecha u coaBt. omy6uukoBaiu
B 2021 r. ananmus 68 wuccienoBanuii 2-ii u 3-i
azwpl, mpoBenennbix y naiuentos MIIKP, nipu-
yeM My/IbTH(OKATbHOE TIOPasKeHe MO3ra COCTa-
BUJIO 38,5%, 4TO COITOCTABUMO C JaHHBIMU HAIllei
pa6otbl, mpu 9ToM 93% IALMEeHTOB IOJIY YN

KIMHMYECKHNIT CIYYAN B OHKOJIOTUN
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(hokasmbHyIO TEpamnuio, YTO 3HAYUTEJSHHO BHIIIIE
10 CPaBHEHUIO C pe3yabratamu 57,1% marnneHTos
B HareM ucciaenosanuu [30].

Meuana o01eil BBIXKUBAEMOCTH B MCCJIE[0BA-
nun  R.R.Kotecha wu coaBt. cocraBisier
10,3 Mecsia, a B HaIlleM HCCJAEJOBAHUU —
22,3 Mec, He3aBUCUMO OT BpeMeHU JTUarHOCTUKHN
MTIM wu rpymmsr mporuosa [30—-33]. B uccreno-
Banuu G.Ratnayake u coast. [33] y 60% mnanu-
€HTOB ObLIN BBISIBJIEHbI CHHXPOHHbBIE METACTA3bI,
B Hameii pa6ore oHu orMedeHbl y 51,2% 60JIb-
nbix. Kommyectso MI'M 6b110 ¢BSI3aHO C HU3KU-
mu nokasarensamu OB (1-netuas OB cocraBuia
24,1%, npu stom memmana OB 9,7 mec), uro
TakKe oTMmeueHo B wucciaenoBanun E.A. Ferrel
u coaBT. [32]. Heb6maronpusTHbINl POrHO3
no IMDC gaBnsiicsi BaXKHBIM TTPOTHOCTUYECKUM
dakropom, nipu arom memmana OB cocraBmiia
14,7 mec B HallleM UCCJIEOBAHNUML.

B Texymreit paboTe MbI ITOKa3aJIH, YTO MOJIEIN
IMDC, koropas 6bl1a pa3paboraHa /i aHaIn3a
nporuo3za MIIKP nenocratouno. CoueranHoe
MeTacTaTUYecKoe Topa’keHue KOCTei, JIETKUX
1 PErMOHAIbHBIX JTUM(PATHIECKIX Y3JI0B OTMeYe-
HO y 66,1%, 62,5% 1 17,9% OGOJbHBIX, YTO SIBJIA-
JIOCh HEOJIArONPUSATHBIM MTPOTHOCTHYECKUM (haK-
topoMm y 60sbHBIX [TKP ¢ MT'M u nmoaTBepsk1eHO
B padore M. Sun u coast. [31]. [IpoBenenue nyue-
BOI1 Teparuy Wil HelpOXupypruyeckoro BMela-
TEJIbCTBA aCCOIMUPYETCs: ¢ OoJiee IJINTETbHbIMI
nokazarenssvMu OB HezaBUCHMMO OT TIpOBeNeHUS
CHCTEMHOW Tepanuu Ha OCHOBE WHTUOUTOPOB
KOHTPOJIbHBIX TOYEK, 9TO JIeJIaeT HEOOXOIAUMbIM
MYJIbTUAUCIATIMHAPHBIN 1Toaxoz [34 ], uto mox-
TBEP:KIEHO B Hallell padore.

B Hamem wcciemoBaHMM TIpU MeTacTasax
B rojoBHoil mMo3r ITKP BakupiMu dakropamm
nporuo3sa siBistch o, ECOG-cratyc, crerenb
nuddepeHITpPOBKY OITy X0/, TUIT U YUCJIO MeTa-
CTa30B B TOJOBHOM Mo3re, mporio3 no IMDC,

MeTacTasbl B JIETKUE, KOCTH, ITe4eHb U JuMdaTu-
YyecKue y3Jibl, a TaKKe MpoBeneHne HepoKTo-
MUU U JIy4eBOU Tepanuu. BoJbIIMHCTBO 9THX
MPEAUKTOPOB HE YYMTHIBAETCS B COBPEMEHHBIX
MOJIEJISIX TIPOTHO3A.

[lanHoe nccneoBanme TaksKe UMeeT HEKOTOpbIe
OTpaHWYeHNs], U TIPEXK/Ie BCETO M3-3a PETPOCIIEK-
TUBHOTO Xapakrtepa. C pyroil CTOPOHbI, B HAIITY
KOTOPTY BXO/IUJIN BCE MAIMEHTBI, a HEe TOJIbKO pac-
cMaTpUBaeMble C TOYKU 3PEeHUs] yIaCcTUsI B KJIUHU-
YecKUX HucciaemoBaHuax. JlajnpuHellne MHOTO-
I[EHTPOBbIE HCCIEIOBAHUS HEOOXOAUMBI ST
oTpesieJIeHNsT KJIMHIKO-TaTOMOP(OTOTUIECKUX
1 MOJIEKYJISIPHBIX (haKTOPOB IIPOTHO3a Y GOJIbHBIX
C MeTacTa3aMy paka MOYKH B TOJIOBHOI MO3T. Tem
6osee uto B 2022 T. BBIILIO 5-€ U3JaHUE KJIACCU-
(bukanum ormyxoJeir MOYEBBIIETUTENBHON CUCTE-
MbI U MY>KCKUX TI0JIOBBIX opranoB BO3.

3AKJIIOUYEHUE

N3 Bceit koroptel nanuentoB [IKP meTtacTtasn
B TOJIOBHOW MO3T BBISIBJIEHBI ¥ 5,7%. B Haimem
uccaenosannn mosr, ECOG-cratyc, crernenb aud-
(bepeHIIMPOBKYU OIyXOJIH, TUIT M YHCJIO MeTacTa-
30B B rOJIOBHOM Mo3re, Tiporao3 1o IMDC, meta-
cTa3bl B JIETKUE, KOCTH, MeueHb U JuMdaTnye-
CKHUe y3JIbl, a TaKyKe MMpoBe/ieHre HeDPIKTOMUM
U JIy4eBOI Tepamuu ObLIU IOMOJHUTETbHBIMU
HEe3aBMCUMbIMU ITPOrHOCTUYECKUMU (PaKTOPaMU,
BAUAIONIMMUA Ha Tokazatean OB y manueHToB
¢ MeTacTazamMu B rosioBHO# Mo3T [TKP.

[TKP ¢ MT'M nipencrasiisier co6oii 6oJiee arpec-
CHBHOE 110 TeYeHUI0 3a00JIeBaHIe, YTO OOBIYHO He
YUUTBHIBAETCS B OOBIYHBIX IIKAJIAaX PUCKA, TAKUX
kak IMDC. I noatomMy laHHOI KaTeropuu maifu-
€HTOB JIOJI’KHO TIPOBOJIUTHCS KOMILIEKCHOE TTEPCO-
HAJTM3UPOBAHHOE JIeYeHUE C YYEeTOM JIOTIOTHU-
TEJIbHBIX TIPOTHOCTUYECKUX (PaKTOPOB U TpU-
BJIeYEHUEM MYIbTUANCITUIIMHAPHON KOMAaH/IbI
IS TIOBBITIIEHNS TTOKa3aTeseil BbKIUBAEMOCTH.
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