OBSTETRICS AND GYNECOLOGY A.A. Grigoryants, V.V. Avrutskaya, L.I. Krukier, M.A. Levkovich, N.V. Ermolova
ENDOMETRIOSIS OF THE UTERINE SCAR AFTER CESAREAN SECTION IS LIKE

3.1.4 AN INVISIBLE DISEASE. DIFFICULTIES IN DIAGNOSIS

VIK: 618;616:612.017
OpuruHanpHas CTaThst
https://doi.org/10.21886/2219-8075-2025-16-3-5-15
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Annomauus. lens: 1poBecTy aHA/IN3 CTy4aeB XUPYPrUIecKOil KOPPEKIIMM HECOCTOSTE/IBHOCTH PyOlia Ha MaTKe II0C/Ie Ke-
capeBa CeYeHIs], OLIPeNeINTb YaCTOTY BbISIB/IEHNS S9HAOMETPIO3a pyd1la Ha MaTKe IO JAHHBIM TMCTOJIOINYECKOTO 3aK/TI0YeHNUS
U BBIABUTDH 3(1)(1)6KTI/IBHOCTI) OMAaTHOCTUMYECKMX METOIOB. MaTepMamﬂ ¥ METObI: HpOBeIIéH peTpOCHeKTI/IBHbe/I AaHa/IM3 UCTO-
puit 6omesHM 52 ManVeHTOK B Iepuof ¢ ssHBaps 2022 ropa mo fexabpb 2024 rofa, MOBEPTIINXCS XUPYPIUIECKON KOPPEKIN
pyOlia Ha MaTKe IOC/Ie KecapeBa CeYeHNs TIPI ero HeCOCTOATEIbHOCTI. Pe3yIbTaTel: MPOBENEHHBIII HAMU KOPPEIALMOHHBII
aHa/IM3 BBIABWI, YTO B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CTy4aeB SHOMETPUO3 pyOlja Ha MaTKe IIPOTeKal 6eCCUMIITOMHO, OBHAKO, B PEIKUX CITy-
JasixX [IPOCIeXNBAJIACH CBsI3b MY >Ka/Io6aMyl AI[IEHTOB Ha aHOMa/IbHOe MaTtodHoe KpoBortedyenue (AMK) u sngomerpmo-
30M pyO6ria Ha MatKe. OTCyTCTBIE XKaI00 IIpU 9HAOMETpPUO3e OATBEPXKAIAET ero 6eCCUMITOMHOE TedeH1e. B ¢Bs3m co cKpbl-
ThIM U prI[HOJII/[aI‘HOCTI/IpyeMI)IM TE€UYCHUEM 3a60HeBaHI/I${ B paMKax HperpaBI/mapHoﬁ[ TIOATOTOBKM y JKEHIINH C py6L[0M Ha
MaTKe A1 YBEINYE€HNA 9aCTOTDI BBIABICHNA SHIOMETPIO3a py6ua HeO6XOHI/IMO IIPpUMEHATD KOMIUTEKCHBIT ,T_[I/IaI‘HOCTI/[‘IeCKI/Iﬁ
II0gXom, co4yeTasa HEMHBA3VMIBHbIC METOObI C FMCTCPOCKOHV[eﬂ. ITO TO3BOIUT CBOE€BPEMEHHO ITPOBECTU XNPYPIUIECKOE I€IE-
HIIe U IPeJOTBPATUT IIPOTpeccrpoBaHye 3ab0IeBaHNs. BRIBOABI: yIbTPasByKOBOE MCCIEfOBaHME KaK METOJ, JUAaTHOCTUKY 9H-
moMeTprosa pybua Ha Matke nocine OKC nokasano HU3KYI0 YYBCTBUTETbHOCTD BBIABJICHNA JAHHOI IAaTONOINN, HECMOTPA Ha
BBICOKYIO Pa3peLIaiol[yl0 CIOCOOHOCTb COBPEMEHHBIX Y/IbTPa3BYKOBBIX aIlllapaToB. B KauecTBe METOLOB AMArHOCTUKY PEKO-
MEHJOBAaHO IIPVYIMEHATb MAarHUTHO-PE3OHAHCHYIO TOMOI‘paCbI/IIO " IVMarHOCTUYIECKYIO I'ICTEPOCKOIINIO. B cBowo odepenb KOM-
6UHAIA METOLOB /IS JUATHOCTUKI py6ua Ha Matke nnociie OKC B paMKax nperpasuiapHoOil IOATOTOBKM HACT BO3MOXKHOCTD
YBEIMYNUTD 9aCTOTY BbIABJIEHNA S9HIOMETPMNO3a py6ua Ha MaTKe, ¥ MO3BOJINT CBOEBPEMEHHO IIPOBECTN XMPYPIUIECKOE 1€I€-
HI1€ BBISBIEHHOM IIaTOIOT M.

Knioueesvie cnosa: sugoMeTpunos py6iia Ha MaTKe, HeCOCTOATENBHOCTD pyOlja Ha MaTKe, MATHUTHO-Pe30HAHCHAasA TOMOTpadusL.
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Endometriosis of the uterine scar after cesarean section is like
an invisible disease. Difficulties in diagnosis
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Annotation. Objective: to analyze cases of surgical correction of uterine scar failure after cesarean section, to determine the
frequency of detection of endometriosis of the uterine scar according to histological findings and to identify the effectiveness of
diagnostic methods. Materials and methods: a retrospective analysis of the medical records of 52 patients from January 2022 to
December 2024, who underwent surgical correction of a uterine scar after cesarean section with its failure, was carried out. Re-
sults: our correlation analysis revealed that in most cases, uterine scar endometriosis was asymptomatic, however, in rare cases, a
connection was observed between patients’ complaints of abnormal uterine bleeding (AUB) and uterine scar endometriosis. The
absence of complaints in endometriosis confirms its asymptomatic course. Due to the latent and difficult to diagnose course of
the disease, as part of pre-pregnancy preparation in women with a uterine scar, it is necessary to use a comprehensive diagnos-
tic approach, combining non-invasive methods with hysteroscopy, to increase the frequency of detection of scar endometriosis.
This will allow timely surgical treatment and prevent disease progression Conclusion: ultrasound examination as a method for
diagnosing endometriosis of the uterine scar after ACS showed low sensitivity in detecting this pathology, despite the high reso-
lution of modern ultrasound devices. Magnetic resonance imaging and diagnostic hysteroscopy are recommended as diagnostic
methods. In turn, a combination of methods for diagnosing a scar on the uterus after ACS as part of pregravid preparation will
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make it possible to increase the frequency of detecting endometriosis of the uterine scar and will allow timely surgical treatment

of the identified pathology.

Keywords: endometriosis of the uterine scar, failure of the uterine scar, magnetic resonance imaging.

Finansing. The study did not have sponsorship.

For citation: Grigoryants A.A., Avrutskaya V.V, Krukier LI, Levkovich M.A., Ermolova N.V. Endometriosis of the uterine scar
after cesarean section is like an invisible disease. Difficulties in diagnosis. Medical Herald of the South of Russia. 2025;16(3):5-15.

DOI10.21886/2219-8075-2025-16-3-5-15.

BBenenne

B Hacrosiiiee BpeMmsi HaOMIOAeTCsI HEYKIOHHBIN POCT
gacToThI onepanuit Kecapesa cedenns (OKC), uro npuso-
AUT K YBETMYIEHWUIO YVCIA OCIOKHEHMI, OBHUM M3 KOTO-
PbIX SIB/ISIETCS HECOCTOATEbHBIN pybel; Ha Martke [1, 2].
PacnipocTpaHéHHOCTD HECOCTOSTENBHOrO pyOIla Ha MaTKe
cocTaBnsaeT oT 35,0-60,0% y manueHToK penpofyKTUMBHO-
IO BO3pAacTa, MepeHECIINX B aHAMHe3e KeCapeBO CedeHue
[3, 4,5, 6].

ITpu HecocTosATeNbHOM pyblie Ha MarTKe ¢ (popMuUpoBa-
HIfeM «HUIIN» BBICOKA BEPOSITHOCTb TPO3HBIX aKyIIEPCKUX
OCJIOKHEHNIT, TaKMX KaK paspblB MaTku 1o pybuy, Gepe-
MEHHOCTD B py0lie, BpacTaHue IJIALieHThl B 00/1acTh pyolia,
sHgoMeTpro3 pybua [7]. Hepeako y Takmx manmeHTOK K-
HIYeCKIe MpOsIBIeHNs HAOMIONAITCA B BUJE aHOMA/IbHBIX
MaTOYHBIX KPOBOTEUEHMIT, 60/IEBOTO CMHAPOMA 11 6eCITOANS
8,9, 10].

OnHOIt 13 JOBOIBHO PEKIX, HO 3aC/TY KUBAIOLINX OTHENb-
HOT'O BHUMAaHMS IPUYMH HECOCTOATENBHOCTU pPyOIia Hoce
OKC sBrstercs sugomeTpuos [11]. CormacHo nccnenoBaHuio,
cpenu Bcex (OpM ZaHHO TATOIOTMY SHIOMETPUO3 PyOIia Ha
marke nocie OKC cocrasnser ot 0,42 1o 4,0% [12, 13].

OHpoMeTpro3 — 9T0 3ab0JIeBaHNe, XapaKTepu3yolieecs
paspacTaHMeM TKaHU, CXOKeil C 9HAOMETpUEM, HO PacIIoio-
JKEHHOJ1 BHE ITOJIOCTY MATKM, TOpaXKamllee MaI[ieHTOK pe-
IIPORYKTUBHOrO Bospacta' [14, 15].

B MemuIMHCKOI MMTEpaType OMMCAHO HeGOJIbIIoe YiC-
70 CTy4aeB 9HAOMETPUO3a XMPYpPrudeckoro pybia Ha Mar-
Ke, 4TO fienaeT a1y popmy 3aboeBanms peakoit. B mocnenHee
BpeMsi B CBA3M C LIMPOKOI PaCIPOCTPAHEHHOCTDIO SHIOMeE-
TpMO3a Cpefyu TALMEHTOK PEIpPOAYKTMBHOTO BO3pACTa, a
takoke poctoM uncina OKC, ormevaercs yBennueHme cryyaen
9HIOMETPNO3a IMOCTIe0NepanoHHoro py6ua. CyiecTByoT
IaHHbIe, 4TO y maryeHTok ¢ fByMs: OKC B aHamHese 9HIOMe-
TpUO3 B pyblie BCTpeyascs Jallje, YeM Y Hal[eHTOK ¢ OZHOM
ollepaiiyeii kecapepa cedeHus [16].

AHanM3 NUTepaTypHBIX NAHHBIX yKasblBaeT Ha TO, YTO
OKC cnioco6Ha cTaTh OfHMM U3 IYCKOBbIX MEXaHU3MOB pas-
BUTHSI SH/IOMETPUO3a PyOIia BBUAY ATPOreHHOrO ITOafaHIUs
KJIETOK 9HJOMeTpusl B 0671acTh pyblia ¢ MOCIeayoLein uM-
IUTAaHTalMell ¥ 06pa3oBaHyeM 04aroB 1 moocTeit [17].

OHoMeTpNo3 pyblla Ha MaTKe MOXKET OBITb OJHON 13
[IPUYMH, BAMSIOMMX Ha (POPMUPOBAHIE HECOCTOSTENBHO-
ro pybria Ha MaTKe. P aBTOPOB OTMeYaeT, YTO SHLOMETPH-
03 IOCTIEOIEPAL[MOHHOTO PyOIla MOXKET CIIYXXUTb (PAKTOPOM,
B/IVSIOLIMM Ha PasBUTVE HECOCTOSTENBHOTO pyblla Ha Mar-
ke [18].

BaxxHo oTMeTuTh TOT (DaKT, YTO [MATHOCTMKA SHJO-
MeTpuosa pyblLia HpencTaB/sieT 3aTPYAHEHWs, CBSI3aHHbIE

1 Knmnudeckue pexoMeHpanym: DHpoMeTpuo3. Poccmiickoe obue-
CTBO aKyIIEPOB-IMHEKONI0roB. 2024; 60.

C OTCYTCTBMEM CIelMUIecKoll KapTVUHbI 110 JaHHBIM YIlb-
Tpa3ByKoBoro uccregosanus u MPT. Tucrepockonms npen-
craB/sgeT co6oit Haubonee MHGOPMATHBHBII METOR, IUATHO-
CTUKU U TIO3BOJISIET BBLABUTD BTSKEHNS CO CTOPOHBI TIOJIOCTU
MaTK¥, HeY€TKOCTD M3 befJleHHbIX KOHTYPOB, SH/IOMETPUON-
Hble XOMBl «OTKPBITOTO» THUIIA C XapaKTePHBIM «IIOKO/A[-
HBIM» cofiep>kuMbIM [19]. OngHako B psifie ClIydaeB AMAarHo3
sHgoMeTpuosa py6bua nocie OKC craHoBUTCA TUCTONOTMYE-
cKol1 Haxopkoi1 [20].

IJenv uccnedosanus — MpoBeCTU aHAIN3 CTy9aeB XUPYP-
TUYeCKOll KOPPEeKIIMU HeCOCTOATENIbHOCTU PyOlia Ha MaTKe
IOCTIe KecapeBa CEeYeHNsA, ONPENeNINTh YaCTOTY BBIABICHUA
9HIOMeTpHo3a pydila Ha MaTKe I10 TaHHBIM IUCTO/IOTMIeCKO-
rO 3aK/II0YeHNUS ¥ BBIABUTH 3(PPeKTUBHOCTD JUATHOCTHYE-
CKMX METOJIOB.

Marepuasnpl ¥ METOJBI

IIpoBenéH peTpPOCHEKTMBHBIN aHAIN3 VICTOPUIL 6ONIe3HU
52 MalMeHTOK B Iepuof ¢ sHBapst 2022 r. 1o gexabpp 2024 1.

Kputepuem BKI0OueHM B MCC/IeOBaHMe ABUIOCDH IIPOBe-
JileHIe XMPYPrUIeCKOll KOPPEeKIMU HECOCTOSTEIbHOTO pybia
Ha MaTKe IIOC/Ie KecapeBa CeueHMs Yy MAIVeHTOK, IVIaHUpPO-
BaBIINX 6@pPeMEeHHOCTb.

Kpurepnem uckmodeHus: 6puti pyOrpl Ha MaTKe HOCTIE
KOHCEPBAaTUBHOI MUOM3KTOMMMA.

Hamu npoaHanusupoBaHbl ClefyIoLIVe laHHbIe: BO3PacT,
KOJIMYECTBO OllepaliMil KecapeBa ceueH) s B aHaMHe3e, Ha/ll-
yne ocnoxxHeHuit nocine OKC, mo JaHHBIM BBIIIMCHOTO 3N~
KpM3a aKyLIePCKOTO CTAallMOHApa, XaoObl Ha MOMEHT TO-
cnuranusanuy, pesynabrarel Y3V, MPT opranos maroro
Ta3a, 3aK/II04YeHNe IYICTePOCKOINN U MATOTMCTONIOTYECKOTO
UCCTIelOBaHMA.

CrarucTideckuil aHanu3 MPOBOAM/ICA C UCIO/NIb30BAHM-
eM s3bIKa IporpammupoBanusa R B cpege RStudio Bepcuu
1.1.456 (IIO c OTKpBITBIM UCXOFHBIM KomoM https://github.
com/rstudio/rstudio).

Koppenanum gnxoToMU4ecKnx KaTeropuaabHbIX JaHHBIX
yCTaHaBIMBAIUCD IIPY TTIOMOIY KO3 uIieHTa KOHTIHTeH-
LMY, 3HAUYMMOCTb KOPpeIAluN HOATBep)KJanach IOCpes-
CTBOM TOYHOTO JBYCTOpOHHero recra @umiepa. B ciyvae ne-
IMXOTOMUYECKMX KaTerOPMa/JbHBIX [JAaHHBIX KOPpeALuN
yCTaHaBIMBaIach Py IOMOIIN K03 UIVEHTOB B3aMMHOI
conpsbxeHHocTy [Tupcona u Yynposa. YpoBeHb 3HAUMMOCTH
(p-level) mpuuumarncs mensiue 0,05.

Pesynbrarsl
AHanmus aHaMHECTUYeCKVX JaHHBIX BBLABUI, YTO y OOMb-
IIMHCTBA ManyeHToK (33 (63,5%)) 6bUI0 OHO OIepaTUBHOE
ponopaspentenne, y 12 (23,1%) manyeHToK — JBe OIeparyn
Kecapesa cedeHus n 'y 7 (13,4%) — tpu OKC. CpepHnit Bo3-
pacT manmeHToK cocraBun 29,0+2,3 yer.
Yacrora ocnoxuenuit mocie OKC mpusenena B rabue 1.
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Ta6muua / Table 1

Yacrora ocnokHenuit mocie OKC
Frequency of complications after ACS

1 OKC/ACS (n=33)

2 OKC/ACS (n=12) 3 OKC/ACS (n=7)

SHIOMeTpPUT

0,
Endometritis 5 (15,2%)

2(16,7%) 3 (42,9%)

TematoMbl B py61ie

0
Hematomas in the scar 1(3%)

2(16,7%) 2 (28,6%)

45
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25

15 27,3

10

Jlons manueHToB ¢ S9HAOMETPUO30M, %
Proportion of patients with endometriosis, %

1 0OKC/
1 ACS

2 OKC/
2 ACS
3 0KC/
3 ACS

Pucynox 1. [Tosst manmeHToB ¢ pasmasbiM KomrdectBoM OKC B aHaMHese ¢ J1arHo30M «JHIOMETPIO03 Py6lia» 110 pe3y/IbTaTaM
TUCTOIOTMYECKOTO 3aKmoYeHns (B %)
Figure 1. The proportion of patients with different numbers of ACS in the anamnesis with a diagnosis of scar endometriosis according
to the results of the histological report (in %)

ITpu ananmse anob >KEHIMH Hepef; IPOBefeHeM IIIa-
HOBOJI XMPYPIUYecKoil Koppekumy pyOia Ha Marke ObIIO
BBISIBJIEHO CTIeAyIoLee: 6ostee MOMOBUHBI 13 HYX (36 (69,2%))
XKaj106 He IpeabaBso, 10 (19,2%) MaleHTOK >KalToBalINCh
Ha HapylIeH)e MEeHCTPYaTbHOTO IYK/IA B BUJle aHOMA/IbHBIX
MatouHbIx KpoBoTeueHnn (AMK), 6 (11,5%) — mpenbsaBs-
7 Xano6bl Ha 6071 B IIpoeKUMy pyora.

ITpn ananmse paHHbpIX Y3V OpraHoB Majoro Tasa 9H-
moMeTpnos pybua 6bu1 ararHocTuposaH y 2 (3,8%) manu-
eHTOK, 110 gaHHbIM MPT — y 3 (5,8%). Cpepusisa TommmHa
COXPaHEHHOTO MUOMETPHS HaJ aleKcoM pyblia, IO HaH-
HbpIM Y3, cocTasnana 1,5+0,5 mym, o ganubiM MPT opra-
HOB Majoro Tasa — 1,0+0,5 mm. [lo JaHHBIM TUCTEPOCKO-
MM, SHAOMETP1O3 pyb1Ia BbIsiBIIeH y 6 (11,6%) mMaleHToK.
AHanm3 pe3ynbTaTOB TUCTOJOTMYECKOrO VCCIEfOBAHII
UCCeYEHHOro pyOlja Ha MaTKe BBIABMI SHZOMETPMO3 B 15
(28,8%) cnyyasx.
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TakuM 06pa3oM, HEOOXOAMMO OTMETUTD, 4TO B 9 (17,3%)
CITy4asx 9HIOMeTpuo3 py6la Ha MaTKe ObUI AMarHOCTUPOBAH
TOJIBKO IIO Pe3y/IbTaTaM I'MCTOIOTMYECKOTO MCCIeOBAHNS, B
10 Bpems Kak Y3V, MPT n AmarHocTmyeckoi rumcTepocKo-
N1 He BBIABU/INM 3TOV MAaTOMOTUN.

ITo pesynbTaTaM IMCTONOTMYECKNX 3aK/TIOUEHNI, IHIOMeE-
Tpuo3 pybua Ha MatKe 3aBucut ot kommndectsa OKC Ha mart-
ke (puc. 1).

C yqéTOM BBICOKOJ YaCTOTbI BBIABIEHUSA SHHOMeTpI/I—
03a pybua I0C/Ie OMepaTNBHOIO JIEYEHUsI HAMU IPOBEAEH
KOPPE/IALMOHHBIN aHaIN3 >Kamob MalMeHTOK M pe3y/bTa-
TOB IMCTONOTMYECKOTO MccaenoBanya. OLeHnBanIuCh TaKme
KIMHIYECKIe MPOSsIBIEHNs], KaK HapylIeHVe MeHCTPyaslb-
HOT'O IIMKJIa B BUJE AaHOMAJIbHbIX MATOYHBIX KPOBOTe‘Ie-
Huit n 6omu B obmactu pybua. Koppensuns ocymecTss-
JIaCh MMOCPELCTBOM TOYHOTO ABYCTOpPOHHEro Tecta Oumrepa
(Tabm. 2).
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Tabmuua / Table 2

Pe3ynbraTbl KOPPEIAIMOHHOTO AHAIN3A XKA/T00 MalMeHTOK M HA/INYMS SHIOMETPIOo3a
0 TMCTOTIOTNYECKOMY 3aK/TI0YEHIII0
Results of correlation analysis of patients’ complaints and presence of endometriosis according to histological conclusion

Vicnonb3yemblit Kosdpunuent C
Koppensuus K03 Punyent Koppensiun (r) TATHCTITCCKas
. . 3HAYMMOCTD
Correlation KOppensamn Correlation SR
Correlation coefficient used coefficient (1) 3
Hapy1ueHnst MeHCTpyaabHOTO LiUK/Ia /
SHpOMeTpNOo3 py6ua 0,436 P<0,054
Menstrual disorders / Endometriosis of the scar
JKano6s1 Ha 60/ B 06macTu py6bua /
9HoMETpHO3 PyOLa 0,169 P<0,338
Complaints of pain in the scar area /
Endometriosis of the scar
Koadduiment
KOHTVHT€HIIVN
HapymureHust MEeHCTpyaIbHOTO LMKIIA + Contingency factor
YKano6wp1 Ha 60/ B 06macTu py6bua /
SHAOMeTpHo3 pyodIia 0,207 P<0,196
Menstrual cycle disorders + Complaints of pain
in the scar area / Endometriosis of the scar
bes >xanob /
SHpomeTpro3 pybia 0,451 P<0,053
No complaints / Endometriosis of the scar

ITpuMeyaHme: >KMPHBIM BbIJIe/IEHO CTATUCTIYECKY 3HAYMMOe pasnndne Koapdurienta koppemsiumit (p<0,05).
Note: statistically significant differences in the correlation coefficient (p<0.05) are highlighted in bold.

Cnabas xoppenanus/low correlation
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PucyHoxk 2. KoppensinoHHbIil aHa/mu3 ano6 MalMeHToK 1 HaTu4ysi 9HAOMETPHo3a
Figure 2. Correlation analysis of patient complaints and the presence of endometriosis
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Ta6muua / Table 3

Pe3ynpraTsl KOppeIAIOHHOro aHanmu3a octokHeHuit nocne OKC u sngomerpnosa pyéua
MO JAHHBIM I'MCTOTIOTMYECKOTO MCCTeTOBAHII
Results of correlation analysis of complications after ACS and scar endometriosis according to histological examination data

Koppensaus Vicnonb3yemsiit k03¢ puiyeHT Koo upmerir Cratucriraeckas
, Koppersiun (r) 3HAYMMOCTD
Correlation KOPP €ISy .
. . Correlation KOPPeAIn
Correlation coefficient used . L A
coefficient (r) Statistical significance
MuxkporematoMsl B 06actu py6ua /
SHpoMeTpro3 pybia
Microhematomas in the scar area / Koad)q)cmull/‘l.e Hr KOHTM;{FEHHMM 0,097 p<0.659
Endometriosis of the scar ontingency factor
Supomerput/ DHAOMETPHO3 PyOIIa
" e <0,704
Endometritis/Rum Endometriosis 0,095 p<0,70

ITIpuMeyaHue: >KMPHBIM BbIJIe/IEHO CTATUCTIYECKY 3HAYMMOe pasnindne Koapdurienta koppemsiunit (p<0,05).
Note: statistically significant differences in the correlation coefficient (p<0.05) are highlighted in bold.
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Pucynox 3. Koppersius ocnoxuennit mocie OKC u sugoMeTprosa py6ua 110 JaHHbIM IUCTONOTMYECKOTO UCCIeLOBaHMs
Figure 3. Correlation of complications after ACS and scar endometriosis according to histological examination data

AHaHI/I3 HO}IY‘-IeHHI)IX OAHHDBIX BBIABWJI Ha/IM4me CTaTu-
CTUYECKN 3HAYMIMbIX KOppeHHIH/IOHHI)IX cBsA3en Me>1<,11y JKamo-
6aMu MAlMEHTOB HAa aHOMAaJbHOE MATOYHOE KPOBOTEUYEHNE
(AMK) u sHEOMeTPMO30M Py6la Ha MaTKe, AUATHOCTUPO-
BAHHBIM II0 DPe3y/IbTaTaM TUCTOMOTMYECKOrO 3aK/IIYeHN.
TakKe yCTaHOBJIEHA KOppensAnys 9HAoMeTpuosa pyOra Ha
Marke ¢ OTCYTCTBIEM KaKux-1ubo xanob (puc. 2).

Hamy npoBeséH aHanmms IO BBIABIEHMIO NpU4MH Qop-
MMpPOBaHUsS SHJOMETPMO3a pybLa B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT
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OC/IO)KHEHNII, BO3HUKIINX [OCTIE OIlepalny KecapeBa cede-
HUS, TAKMX KaK: reMaToMa pyOla, [OC/IepOfOBBI SHOMe-
Tput. Pacyér KOppemsiuyu OCYILIECTB/SUICS IOCPENCTBOM
TOYHOTO JIByCTOpOHHero Tecta Pumrepa (Tabm. 3).

ITo pesynpraraM KOPpe/LMOHHOIO aHA/IN3a, CTATUCTHU-
YeCKM 3HAYVMMBIX KOPPEJSIIVOHHBIX CBSI3€ll MEX/Y OC/IOX-
HeHMAMU B IocjeonepanyoHHoM nepuope nocne OKC n
npudnHamMu GpOpPMUPOBAHIMS SHAOMETPHO3a pyblia He ycTa-
HOBJIEHO (puc. 3).
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Ta6muua / Table 4

Pe3ynpraThl KOPPEISAIMOHHOIO AaHAIM3A PA3TNIHBIX METOJ[OB AMATHOCTVIKY SHOMETPUO3a
C JAHHBIMU IMCTOTOINYIECKOTO VICCIENOBAHNS
Results of correlation analysis of various methods of endometriosis diagnostics with histological examination data

Koppenauna
Correlation

Ucnonb3yempiit

K03¢ puient
KOppenaiun
Correlation coefficient
used

Kosdpunuent
Koppensuuu (r)
Correlation
coefficient (r)

CraTucTiyeckas
3HAYMMOCTD
KOppensanun
Statistical significance

SHAOMeTpro3 pyodIia (rucTepocKonms) /
SHAOMeTpNOo3 pydIia (rucTonorns)
Endometriosis of the scar (hysteroscopy) /
Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

SupgomeTpuos pydua (MPT OMT) /
SHAOMeTpNOo3 pydIia (rucTonorns)
Endometriosis of the scar (MRI of the pelvic
organs) /Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

SupoMeTpuos pyéua (Y3V OMT) /
SupomeTprnos py6bua (rucronmorus)
Endometriosis of the scar (Ultrasound of the
pelvic organs) /

Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

SupoMeTpro3 pyodiia

(rucrepockomnmst + MPT OMT) /
SHAoMeTpro3 pydia (rucTonorns)
Endometriosis of the scar

(hysteroscopy + MRI of the pelvic organs) /
Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

Supomerpnos pybua

(rucrepockomus + Y3V OMT) /
SupomeTpnos py6ua (rucTomorus)
Endometriosis of the scar

(hysteroscopy + Ultrasound of the pelvic
organs) /

Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

SHAoMeTpNo3 pydiia

(MPT OMT + Y31 OMT) /

SHAOMeTpHo3 pydiia (rucTonorns)
Endometriosis of the scar

(MRI of the pelvic organs + ultrasound of the
pelvic organs /

Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

OH[IOMeTpHO3 pydIIa (TUCTePOCKOMNA +
MPT OMT + Y31 OMT) /

SHpoMeTpro3 pydia (rucronors)
Endometriosis of the scar (hysteroscopy + MRI
of the pelvic organs + ultrasound of the pelvic
organs) /

Endometriosis of the scar (histology)

Koaddumenr
KOHTMHTEHIINI
Contingency factor

0,533

P<0,024

0,389

P<0,021

0,314

P<0,079

0,533

P<0,024

0,605

P<0,024

0,453

P<0,005

0,605

P<0,024

ITpumevaHe: XVPHBIM BBI/IE/IEHO CTATUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMOe pasimndre Koadduiyenrta koppensuuii (p<0,05).

Note: statistically significant differences in the correlation coefficient (p<0.05) are highlighted in bold.
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PucyHox 4. Koppensanuy pasmim4HbIX METOOB IMATHOCTUKY SHZOMETPHO3a C Pe3yIbTaTaMI TMCTOIOTMYECKOTO MCCTIefOBAHMS
Figure 4. Correlations of various methods of endometriosis diagnosis with the results of histological examination
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Pucynoxk 5. Koppernsiust pasmM4HbIX KOMOMHALNIT METOAOB AMATHOCTUKI SHEOMETPIO3a
C pe3y/IbTaTaMy TMCTOJIOTMYECKOTO UCCIIEOBAHNSI
Figure 5. Correlation of various combinations of endometriosis diagnostic methods with the results of histological examination
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Tabmuua / Table 5

KadecTBeHHbIE XapaKTePUCTUKI Pa3INIHbIX METOZOB AMATHOCTIPOBAHILA SHAOMETPHO3a
Qualitative characteristics of various methods for diagnosing endometriosis

KauecTBenHbIe XapaKTepUCTHKI

MeTop, IMaTHOCTUKY
Diagnostic method TounocTb, % YyBCTBUTENBHOCTD, % CrenudunaHocTs, %

Accuracy, % Sensitivity, % Specificity, %
Y311 OMT
Ultrasound of the pelvic organs 100 13,33 100
MPT OMT
MRI of the pelvic organs 100 20 100
Iucrepockonmsa 100 40 100
Hysteroscopy
Y311 OMT + MPT OMT
Ultrasound of the pelvic organs + MRI of 100 26,67 100
the pelvic organs
Y3V OMT + Increpockonus
Ultrasound of the pelvic organs + 100 46,67 100
Hysteroscopy
MPT OMT + Iucrepockonus
MRI of the pelvic organs + Hysteroscopy 100 40 100
Y311 OMT + MPT OMT +
Increpockonusa
Ultrasound of the pelvic organs + MRI of 100 46,67 100
the pelvic organs + Hysteroscopy
Incronorus
Histology 100 100 100

ITpoBenéH KOPpPENALMOHHBIN aHAMN3 MeEXAY Clydas-
MU BBIAB/IEHNA SHAOMETPMO3a IO pe3ylbTaTaM pasind-
HBIX METOJIOB MccenoBanus (rucrepockonus, Y3V u MPT
OpPraHOB MajOro Tasa) M CAyYasMU 3HAOMETprosa pyod-
11a, TOATBEPXKAEHHOTO pe3y/IbTaTaMM TIUCTOMIOIMYECKOTO
UCCTIeOBAHMS.

IMoaTBep>KeHMEe CTATUCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTI K03 du-
IIEHTa KOPPEJAINU OCYIIeCTBIAETCA IIOCPEICTBOM TOYHO-
o AByCTOpOHHero TecTa Puutepa (Tabm. 4).

ITo pesynbraTaM aHanM3a YCTAaHOBJIEHA CTAaTUCTIYECKU
3HaUMMas CpefHAA KOPPE/ALMOHHAA CBA3b MEXAY pe3y/b-
TaTaMI TUCTEPOCKOINHU U TUCTOIOTUYECKOTO MCCIeSOBAHNU
sHAOoMeTpro3a (puc. 4), a TakKe BbIAB/ICHA CTATUCTUYECKU
3HAYMMAas CPeIHss KOPPE/LILMOHHAS CBsI3b MEXLY KOMOu-
HallMeil MeTOJIOB AVaTHOCTUKY 9H/IOMeTpro3a (IMCcTepocKo-
nusa + MPT opranos manoro Tasa, rucrepockonusa + Y3V
OpraHOB MaJIOro Tasa, rucrepockomus + MPT u Y3 opra-
HOB MaJIOro Tasa).

CraTrcTU4ecK! 3HaYMMble KOPPEIALVIOHHbIE CBA3MU IIpe-
UMYILIECTBEHHO CpeJHell CTeNeHV YCTaHOBJIEHbI IIPU CO-
JeTaHUM [BYX U 0ojlee MHCTPYMEHTA/IbHBIX METOHOB Jiya-
THOCTUKY, OfHAKO TOJBKO TIMCTOJIOTMYECKOe VICC/IeOBaHMe
ABTIACTCA «307I0THIM» CTAHAAPTOM JIMAarHO3a «DHTOMETPHO3
IIOC/ICOIIePALIVIOHHOTO Py6OLia».

PasnuyHble MeTORbI AMATHOCTUKM 3SHIOMeTpuosa pyo-
Ija Ha MaTKe CPaBHUBAJIVCH IIOCPEICTBOM OCHOBHBIX Xapak-
TEPUCTUK: TOYHOCTD; YYBCTBUTENBHOCTD; CIEIMMUYHOCTD
(Tabm. 5).

Bce MeTOnBpl OMAarHOCTMPOBAHMS SHIOMETPUO3a Xapak-
TEPU3YIOTCSI BBICOKMMM TOYHOCTBIO M CHELU(PUIHOCTBIO U

HU3KOI 9YBCTBUTEIPHOCTDIO, KOTOpaA ABIAECTCA KITIOYE€BbIM
IIO0Ka3aTeneM IIpU AUATHOCTUKE. A6COMOTHOE Ka4eCcTBO II0-
Ka3bIBA€T TOJIbKO I'MCTOIOTMYECKOE NCCI/IEIOBAHNE.

O6cyxpeHne

IMopBOAsA UTOTH IIPOBEAEHHOTO aHA/IN3a, HEOOXOJUMO OT-
METHUTD, YTO SH/IOMETPUO3 PyOlja Ha MaTKe AB/IACTCHA CKPBI-
TBIM U OKOHYATeJIbHO He M3y4eHHBIM 3aborneBaHmeM. OcTa-
IOTCSI BOIIPOCHL M O INpWYMHAX ero (GOpMUPOBAHMS, YTO
TpebyeT fabHeNIIero n3yueHst JaHHOI IpO6/IeMbl.

Y BceX MAIMEeHTOK C AMAaTHOCTVPOBAHHBIM SH/IOMETPUO-
30M pyOlja OTCYTCTBOBA/IM IPUYMHHO-CIEACTBEHHbIE CBSI3U
C OCNIO>KHeHUAMH, Bo3HuKIuMy nocne OKC, 4ro noprsepik-
IaeT MONMITUIOTMYHOCTD ITaTOTeHe3a HOMETPHOo3a U He
IaéT BOSMOXKHOCTD ITPOTHO3a Pa3BUTHA.

ITo pe3yimbpraTaM Hallero UCCIeLOBaHMs OblIa HOATBEPXK-
IeHa CBA3b MEXIY OffHON U3 3HAUMMBIX KIMHUYECKNX >Ka-
106 (AMK), npenpsaBiseMbIX MalMeHTaMH, M SHEOMETPUO-
30M pyOlla Ha MaTKe, AMATHOCTUPOBAHHBIM II0 Pe3y/IbTaTaM
[MICTO/IOTMYECKOTO MCC/IENOBAHMS, YTO MaéT BO3MOXKHOCTD
IPEJIIONOKUTb JAHHYIO IATONOTMI0 Ha 9Tale MOCTAaHOBKU
nyarHosa. OIHaKO Hamudye KOPPE/IAIOHHON CBA3M MEXIY
OTCYTCTBMEM X006 1 [AMAarHOCTUPOBAHHBIM HAOMETPHUO-
30M IIO pe3y/IbTaTaM I'MCTONIOIMYECKOTO VICCTIEIOBAHNUA TIOT-
TBEP>K/IAeT, YTO HEe3aBUCUMO OT JIOKA/IM3ALUI SHIOMETPIO3
py6Iia MOXeT IpoTeKaTh ¥ 6@CCHMITOMHO.

BoraBieHo, uTo y manuenToB ¢ TpeMa OKC, guarHos «9H-
IZoMeTpuo3 pybLa» AMATHOCTUPYETCs Yalle, YeM Y IallleH-
Tok ¢ ogHMuM ymu aByMs: OKC, 4To MOXKeT CBUJIETeTbCTBO-
BaTh B IT0/Ib3Y UMIUIAHTAI[MIOHHOI TEOPUIL.
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B pamKax Halllero McCcIeIoBaHA BbIAB/ICHO Halmu4dye Koppe-
JIALIVOHHOM CBA3Y MEX[Y pe3y/IbTaTaMy TYCTePOCKOIIIYECKOTO
U TUCTOJIOTMYECKOTO MCCTIeOBaHMIL. ITO IOATBEPXK/AET, YTO
IIpOBefieHMe TUCTEPOCKOMMYECKOr0 MCC/IeNOBaHMsA HeOOXO0m-
MO B paMKaX ITperpaBU/IapHOIL HOATOTOBKM Y IIALIMEHTOK C PyO-
1]OM Ha MaTKe /I AUaTHOCTUKI HECOCTOSATEIbHOCTH PyOIIa.

AHanM3 TPOBENEHHOIO MUCCIeNOBaHMA IIOKasal, YTO Y
JKEHILMH C pyOIIOM Ha MaTKe YIbTPasByKOBOE UCCIIEOBAHIE
KaK OT/Ie/IbHbII M30MMPOBAHHBIN METOJ| [/ MarHOCTUKU
SHIOMeTpHO3a pyblia Ha MaTKe IPOBOAUTD Hellerecoobpas-
HO BBUJY HM3KOil mHpopMaruBHOCTU. OFHAKO COUeTaHMe
MeTofoB Y3V M AMarHoCTUYECKOi TMCTEPOCKONNY YBE/N-
YaT YacTOTY BBIABIEHMA AaHHOI maronornu. Heobxommmo
IPUMEHATh KOMIIIEKCHBIN JUarHOCTUYeCKUII IOfXOf, coue-
Tas pas/IMyHble HEMHBAa3UBHbIE JMATHOCTUMYECKME METOIbI
(MPT, Y3M) ¢ rucrepockonmeri.

CrartucTudeckuii aHaln3 BBIABU BBICOKYIO TOYHOCTb U
crenUYHOCTD UCIOIb3yeMbIX METOHOB IMATHOCTUKM 3H-
ZoMeTp1o3a pyOlja Ha MaTKe, YTO MO3BOJIAET AUATHOCTUPO-
BaTb TONBKO Hambojee OYEeBMMHBbIE CTy4ay SHIOMETPMO3a.
ITpu 3TOM YyBCTBUTENIBHOCTb METOMIOB He IpeBbIlIaeT 47%.
AGCOMIOTHYIO TOYHOCTb JVATHOCTVMKYM SHIOMETpPIO3a IIOKa-
3bIBaeT TOJbKO IMCTONIOIMYIECKOE UCCIENOBaHME.

ITpy m3ydeHMU OTEYECTBEHHON U 3apyOeXHOI nuTepa-
TYpbI He OBIIO BBIABIEHO AaHHBIX O MpobJIeMe JUAaTHOCTUKU
9HJOMeTpHo3a pyblia Ha MaTKe, YTO He ITO3BOJIM/IO IPOBECTU
CPaBHUTE/IbHbIN aHA/IM3 IIOTyYEHHBIX HAMY Pe3y/IbTaTOB.

3akno4enne
OHpioMeTpro3 pyblla Ha MaTKe 3acIy>XUBaeT 0coHoro
BHUMMAaHNA, IMAaTHOCTHMKA ]IaHHO]?I TIaTOJIOTUM OCTAETCA HE pe-
LIEHHO 10 KOHIIA 3a/iavyeii.

CornacHo knuHMYecKuM pexomenpanuam «Ilocmeomne-
palMOHHBIN pybel; Ha MaTKe, TpeOYIOLMII IIpeJoCcTaBIe-
HIA MeIMIIVHCKOJ ITIOMOIIY MaTepy BO BpeMs GepeMeHHO-
CTU, POOB U B NOCTIEPOTOBOM IIEPUOJIE», YTBEPKTEHHBIM
Munsppasom PO ot 06.09.2024 1., B KOTOPBIX yKa3aHO,
YTO B KauyeCTBe METOfla JUMarHOCTUKU PEKOMEHJIOBAHO
IpOBEleHNE YNbTPA3BYKOBOIO MCCIENOBAHUA Ha 7-9-i
TeHb MEHCTPYa/nbHOTO IMK/A y MaIlMeHTOK, OTHOCAIMX-
cA K rpynne pucka GOpMMPOBAHNUA KIMHMYECKU 3HAYM-
Mot Humy py6ra Ha matke. HecMOTpA Ha BBICOKYIO pas-
peLIanIy0 CIIOCOOHOCTh coBpeMeHHbIX Y3 anmaparos,
TAHHBI METOJ| TOKa3a/l HU3KYIO 4YyBCTBUTE/IbHOCTD BbIsAB-
JleHMs sHAOMeTpuo3a pybua Ha marke mocine OKC. B xave-
CTBE JIOIIOHUTE/IbHbIX METO/IOB MaTHOCTUKM HeOOXOmu-
Mo npumeHATb MPT uccnefoBanme u MarHOCTUYECKYIO
TUCTEPOCKOIMIO.

KomOuHaums MeTOf0B [/ JMArHOCTUKY pyOlia Ha Mart-
ke nocie OKC B paMKax mperpaBUapHOI MOATOTOBKM JacT
BO3MOYXHOCTD YBEIMYMUTD YaCTOTY BBHLAB/IEHNUA SHAOMETPIUO-
3a py6lja Ha MaTKe ! II03BOJIUT CBOEBPEMEHHO IIPOBECTU XU-
pyprudeckoe feyeHye BblABIEHHO TaTOMOT UM,

OCHOBHBIM METOJIOM JMATrHOCTUKM 9HIOMETpuosa pyod-
IJa OCTaeTCs IATOTMCTONIOTMYECKOe MCCIefoBanme. lucro-
JIOTMYECKOE MCCTIE/JOBAHNE MaTepuaa, IIOTy4eHHOTO B XOfie
omepanmy Ipy uccedeHny pyola Ha MaTKe, AB/IAeTCA 00s3a-
TeNbHBIM. ITO TO3BOMUT MPY MOATBEPXKIEHMY AMArHO3a 9H-
TOMETPMO3, TPOBOAUTH TEPATINIO, HATIPAB/IEHHYIO HA YMEHb-
IIeHNe PUCKa PelMANBa.

B cBs3K ¢ BBIIIECKAa3aHHBIM HEOOXOAMMO IIPOJOKATH
IIPOBEJIEHNE UCCIEJOBAaHMIA, HAIIPAB/IEHHBIX HA MOUCK Jiua-
THOCTMYECKIX KpUTepMeB JAHHOTO 3a00/1eBaHMsA M IIPUINH
ero GopMMUPOBaHUSI.
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