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B PE3IOME

BeepeHue. Y oHkoremaronorMyeckux GOMbHbIX CEMNCUC SABASETCS OOHOM M3 MPUYMH BBICOKOM neTtanbHocTu. [ns ero
CBOEBPEMEHHOMN AMATHOCTMKM UCMONb3YIOT CKOPMHIOBbIE LUKASbI, TOYHOCTb KOTOPbIX PA3NMYaeTcs Mexay cobou.

Uenb — ouennts sddektmHocTs npuMeHenns wkan SIRS, qSOFA u MEWS pgns puarHoctvkn cencuca
Yy OHKOreMaToNorMYeckmux GonbHbIX.

Marepuansl u metoppbl. B nccnegoeanme sknoumnu 202 oHKoreMaTtonornyeckmx GOnbHbIX, FOCMUTANU3MPOBAHHbIX
B OTAENEHUE MHTEHCUBHOM TEPAnMu € MHOEKLMOHHBIMM OCNOXHEHUAMM, U3 HUX 112 (55 %) myxunn u 90 (45 %) xeHwmn
(MeanaHa Bospacta — 57 nert). B kauecTse HE3ABUCMMBIX NPEAMKTOPOB CENCUCA MCMONb3OBANM MOKA3ATENM, BXOASLME
B wkansl SIRS, gSOFA u MEWS, u apyrue natopusmnonormyeckmn obocHoraHHbie kputepuu. C Lenbio cenekumm npeaukTopos
npumeHeH metog «Boruta». OueHKy NporHocTUyeckoi 3HAYMMOCTU NOKA3ATENEN NPOU3BOANIN METOAOM MHOTOGAKTOPHOI
6uHapHOM norucTHyeckoi perpeccun. Ha ocCHOBAHMM ypABHEHMS pErpeccum pacCUMUTLIBANM BEPOSITHOCTb PA3BUTMS CEMCHUCAL.
CooTBETCTBME BEPOSTHOCTM MCXOAA M MOKA3ATENEN AMATHOCTUYECKMX LKA MPOBEPSIM C MOMOLLbIO KOPPENSLUOHHOIO
aHanuaa (koadpduumeHT parrosoit koppensaumun Kenganna).

Pesynbrartel. [InarHos «cencuc» npu Mcnonb3osaHuu mobon wkansl ycranosned y 95 us 202 (47 %) 6onbHbix: SIRS —
y 77 (81 %), gSOFA — y 31 (33 %), MEWS — y 65 (68 %). N3 19 nepBoHQYQNbHO BKKOYEHHBIX B MCCNELOBAHME
NPEAMKTOPOB CENCUCA B UTOTOBYIO MOZENb NIOTMCTMYECKON perpeccuu Bownn 6 (4acToTa AbIXQHMS, YACTOTA CepAeYHbIX
COKPOLLEHMH, HOPYLEHUE Temna anypesa, cuctonnueckoe AJl, Temnepatypa tena u 6annsl no wkane komsl [nasro), yto
cooTteeTcTBOBANO KpUTEpHam wkanbl MEWS. Meaguana sepostHocti cencuca coctasuna 0,38 (0,079-0,921). Peaynbrarsi
PACCYNTAHHOM BEPOSITHOCTU CEMCMCA, COMMACHO MOAENM JIOTUCTUYECKOM perpeccuu, Hambonee TECHO KOpPPENMPOBAnM
c 6bannbHoM oueHkoit no wkane MEWS, B meHblueit ctenenn — c Takosow no SIRS n gSOFA.

3akniouenue. LLkana MEWS sensetcsa 6onee noaxofswmm MHCTPYMEHTOM AnarHocTuku cencuca, yem SIRS u qSOFA,
Y OHKOreMaTonornyeckmx HonbHbIX.
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SCALE FOR THE SEPSIS IDENTIFICATION IN ONCOHEMATOLOGICAL
PATIENTS
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B ABSTRACT

Introduction. Sepsis is one of the main causes of high mortality in oncohematological patients. Sepsis is diagnosed using
different scoring scales, but the accuracy of the diagnosis varies.

Aim — to determine the effectiveness of SIRS, gSOFA and MEWS scales for the diagnosis of sepsis in oncohematological
patients.

Materials and methods. Study participants included 202 patients hospitalized in the intensive care unit with infectious com-
plications — 112 (55 %) male, 90 (45 %) female. The median age was 57 years. The estimated predictors were the criteria
of SIRS, gSOFA and MEWS scales and other significant indicators. The Boruta method was employed to select the predictors.
A multiple binomial logistic regression model was used to determine the prognostic value of the predictors. The probability
of sepsis was calculated based on the regression equation. The correlation between sepsis probability and the prognostic
scales was assessed using correlation analysis (Kendall rank correlation coefficient).

Results. Diagnoses were confirmed by scales in 95 of 202 (47 %) patients: SIRS — in 77 (81 %), gSOFA — in 31 (33 %),
MEWS — in 65 (68 %). Of the 19 predictors initially included in the study, the final logistic regression model included é:
respiratory rate, heart rate, impaired urine output, systolic blood pressure, body temperature, and Glasgow coma scale
level, which matched MEWS criteria. The median probability of sepsis was 0.38 (0.079-0.921). The results of the calculated
probability of sepsis, according to the logistic regression model, correlated most closely with the score on the MEWS scale,
to a lesser extent — with that on SIRS and qSOFA.

Conclusion. The MEWS scale is a more suitable tool for the diagnosis of sepsis than SIRS and sofa in oncohematological
patients.
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BBenenne
OHKOFCM&TOJIOI‘I/I“ICCKI/IC 60JIbeIe SABJIAKOTCA Ha.I/IGOJlee COCTOsSAHMUE, COHPOBO)I(,ZI&}OH.[BQCH HeaJeKBATHBIM OTBETOM

yHBBHMOﬁ AJIA I/IHCbeKLlI/IOHHbIX OCJIOXKHEHU U Ka’reropuef/’l OopraHnmuama 6OJII>HOI‘O Ha I/IH(beKLlI/IIO C pa3dBUTHEM OpraH-

6onbubix. K passuruio y Hux nagexunm npeppacrosara-
0T HEHUTPOIEHUS, HAPYIUIEHUS] KJIETOIHOIO U T'yMOPAJb-
HOrO MMMYHUTETa, MOBPEXK/EHUs] CIUBUCTBIX 00OJIOYeK,
HaJMYMe LEeHTPaJbHOIO BEHO3HOro Karerepa. Jacrora
nHQEKIMOHHDBIX OCJI0XKHEHUH Y DTON KATEropuu GOJIbHBIX
mosxer gocturats 80 % [1]. Cencuc — maronormyeckoe

HBIX ;LHC(byHKuHI‘/’I, PUBOASIIIEe K BBICOKOU JIeTaJIbHO-
¢t o mepe mporpeccuposanusi npouecca [2]. Cencnc
perucrpupyercs 6osee yem y 30 % onxoremarosoruue-
CKUX DOJIBHBIX MOCJIE POBEAECHUS Yy HUX XMMHUOTEPAIINH,
npu atom sneranbHocTs npesbimaer 30 %, nocruras 70 %
npu centuueckom wmoke [3, 4].
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[Ipobnema

[0 HACTOSIIIEr0 BPEMEHM OKOHYATEJNbHO He peweHa [5].

CBOEBPEMEHHON [QUAarHOCTHUKM  CEIcuca
Ba>kubim KpuTepMemM O9TOro mNMaTOJOrMYECKOrO COCTOSI-
HUSI SIBJISIETCS HaJauuue snusona uHdeknuu, ocobeHHo
BoisBaeHne Gakrepuemun. OnHako pesyabrar GakTepuo-
JIOTMYECKOTO aHAJN3a KPOBU HE SIBJISIETCSI TOYHBIM U Tpe-
GyeT 3aTpaT BpeMeHM, a OAKTEpUEMUs] MOYKET BbISIBJISATh-
CS1 3HAYMTEJBHO MO3)KEe HAdYasla CENTHUYECKOrO MpOoLEecca
[3]. dna muarHocTMKM cencuca TPaAWMIMOHHO HMCIHOJIb-
3YIOT IIKAaJbl, NO3BOJISIOIIME TPOBECTH DAJIBHYIO OLEH-
Ky (yHKIMOHAJIBHOIO COCTOSHUSI BHYTPEHHUX OPraHOB
M cHuCTeM, MPUHATH pelleHUue O HeOOXOAMMOCTHM Hava-
Ja aHTMOAKTepUaJbHON W/UIM MHTEHCUBHON Teparnuu.
Kaskpas ms mkan, npsmo mim KOCBEHHO HCIOJIb3yemast
AJIS QUAarHOCTMKU CENCHCA, MMEET KaK IMPENMYILEeCTBa,
tak n Hegocrarku. Kpurepun cunapoma cucremuoii Boc-
nanaurenbhoii peakuuu (Systemic Inflammatory Response
Syndrome, SIRS), snepsbie ony6aukosannsie B 1992 r.,
HenoctaTouHo cnenuduunbiMu  [6],
HE MEHEee MX MCIIOIb30BAHME HA MIPAKTUKE MTPOLOJIIKAETCH.

NpUBHAHBI Tem
C nenbio obecrieuenust 601€€ TOYHOTO BBISIBJIEHHUST CEIICH-
ca B 2016 r. npoBexeH nepecMOTP KIIIOUEBBIX PEKOMEH/a-
uuit — xoucencyc «Cencuc 3», KOTOPBIH MCKJIIOUUI KPU-
trepun SIRS, samenus ux ouenxoit pucdynkumnu opranos
10 1IKaJIe OLeHKU OpranHoi HepocraTounoctu (Sequential
Organ Failure Assessment, SOFA). [lonoanurensHo,
AJisi TIPOCTOTO M OBICTPOro ONpejesieHUs] BEPOSTHOCTU
HeOGJArONPUSITHOrO MCXOAa OblIa IpeAsIosKeHa LIKaja
quick SOFA (@SOFA), skarwouaromas B cebst Toabko 3 na-
pameTpa, KOTOpble OLIEHUBAIOT y rocteau GoawsHoro [7].
Hanuble o puarnocruueckoit Tounoctu qSOFA u SIRS
npu cencuce nporusopeunssl [8—10]. L.A. Dykes u coasr.
[11] moxasanm, uro npumenenne qSOFA B xayectBe enun-
CTBEHHOTO MHCTPYMEHTA CKPUHMHIA CENCHCA HE MOXKET
B noJHOHN mepe 3amenuts kpurepuu SIRS BBUny HUBKOM
gyBcTBUTenbHOCTH. [lonbiTkn paspaboraTs HOBbIE cHUCTe-
MBI TIPOTHO3MPOBAHUSI MCXOJOB CEINCHCAa HAa PAHHUX CPO-
Kax ero pasBUTHs MPOAOJIKAIOTCS, B TOM YMCJIE C UCTIOJIb-
30BaHMEM TE€XHOJIOTHMI MalMHHOro obyuenus [12].

C. Constantinescu u coasr. [13] nmpomemoncrpuposa-
AU  TEepPCHeKTMBHOCTb MNpUMeHeHUs MoAUuUIUPOBaH-
HOU 1wkaubl pannero npeaynpexaenus (Modified Early
Warning Score, MEWS) ¢ uesnbio guarnoctuxu cerncuca
Y IPOrHO3MPOBAHUS €r0 MCXOAA Yy OHKOIeMAaTOJOrMYe-
ckux 6onbubix. Takum obpasom, Bonpoc adpdexTuBHOCTH
PAa3JIMYHBIX CKOPUHIOBBIX CHUCTEM Yy OHKOI€MATOJOTHYe-
CKMX OOJIBHBIX 10 KOHLA HE U3YYEH, UYTO OINpPE/essieT aK-
TyaJIbHOCTb UCCJIEOBAHUS.

Ilens uccnenoBanus — ouenuts adpdexTuBHOCTH NpPU-
menenus wkaa SIRS, gSOFA u MEWS nna nuarnocru-

KM cerncruca y OHKOreMmarTroJOorum4eCKmnx 6OJIbeIX.

Marepuaasr 1 meTomsl
B perpocnekTuBHOE KOrOpTHOE MCC/IEI0OBAHME BKJIIOYU-
au 202 Gonbubix. Kpurepusamu skirouenus B nccrienosa-

HUe OBLIM HaJMYHe IeMaTOJOTMYeCKOro WJIHM OHKOJIOTH-
yeckoro saboseBaHus, Bodpact crapiue 18 ner, Hanuuue
MHMEKIMOHHBIX OCJIOYKHEHUH, FOCIUTAIU3ALUS B OT/eJIe-
nue narencusHoi tepanuu (OVT). Menunana Bospacra co-
crasuia 57 et (19-82), my>kann — 112 (65 %), >kennn —
90 (45 %). Ocrpsit MUesOMAHDBIH JEHKO3 ANarHOCTUPOBAJIN
y 82 GonbHbIX, HEXOMKKMHCKHUE TUM(OMbI U XPOHUYECKUH
aumdoneiikos — y 48, mMHoxecTBeHHyIO MuesomMy —
v 24, octpeiit mumdobnactHelii neiikos — y 18, numdomy
Xomxkuna — y 10, muenopucniactnyecknii cuHapom —
y 12, xponunveckue muenonponudeparusubie 3abosesa-
HUs — y 0, alIacCTUYeCKy1o aHeMuio — y 1, conuanoe 3510-
KaJyecTBeHHOe HOBooOpasosanue — y | GosnpHOrO.

Bonbuble Gblin paspenenst Ha ase rpynmnsl. [lepsyio
rpyIILy COCTaBUIN OOJIBHBIE C TIOJO3PEHUEM HA CETICUC —
MOJIO>KUTEIBHBIM PE3yJIBTATOM MPU OLIEHKE 10 KPUTEPH-
sam 1000 u3 3 mkasa: 2 u 6onee G6anna o mkane SIRS,
uau 2 u Gonee Ganna no mkane qSOFA, unu 5 u Gonee
6annos no mkase MEWS. Tlpu ucnosnpsoBanum mxa-
ael SIRS He yuureiBanm xonmvecTBo JEHKOLMTOB, Tak
KaK y FeMaTOJOTMYECKMX OOJBHBIX OHO 9aCTO M3MEHEHO
O NpPUYMHAM, CBSIBAHHBIM C OCHOBHBIM 3abosieBaHMEM
nau xumuorepanueil. Bo Bropyto rpynny sowiu 6obHbIe
¢ MHQEKIIMOHHBIMM OCJIOKHEHUSIMU 0e3 PU3HAKOB cer-
cuca (OTpULIATENbHBIA pe3yJbTaT MPU OLEHKE MO JI000MH
us 3 wkaun). I[Tockonbky Bce GosbHBIE MMEIM NMPU3HAKU
MHQEKMOHHBIX OCJIOKHEHUH, HAPYLIEHUS, BbISIBJIEHHbIE
[pPY HOMOLIY OLEHOYHBIX LIKAJ, CBS3BIBAJIM C CENTHYE-
CKUM IPOLIECCOM.

Baxrepuemuio He paccmaTpuBasIv B KAUECTBE MPEIUKTO-
pa cerncuca, Tak Kak ee BbISIBJEHVE MOYKET 3aTa3AbIBaTh OT-
HOCHUTEJIBHO HavaJsa CENcuca, a BEPOSITHOCTb OTPULIATEIb-
HBIX Pe3yJIbTATOB OCTaeTcst BbICOKOM. [lnarnos «cemcnc»,
O JaHHBIM UCTOPHMI 0OJIe3HU, Tak)ke He MPUHUMAJICS
B PACUeT C LEeJIbI0 N30€’KaTh CUCTEMATUYECKOrO CMELEHUS
B CTOPOHY O/IHOH M3 NPOrHOCTUYECKMX LIKAJ, & TAKKE U3-
3a BEPOSITHOCTH JIO)KHOOTPHULATEIBHON MJIN JIOXKHOIIOJIO-
SKUTENBbHOM TUATHOCTUKHU 9TOIO OCJIOMKHEHMSI.

B kagectBe npemuxropos cemncuca umcnoabsoBaau 19
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX M KaTeropuaJsbHbIX KJIMHHUKO-1abopa-
TOPHBIX MOKasareJsell, KOTOpble OLEHUBAJIN B Te4eHUe
24 4 ¢ momenta noctynsenus 6onsuoro B OMT. K ko-
JIMYECTBEHHBIM MTOKA3aTEIsIM OTHOCUJIN BO3PACT, TE€MIIe-
parypy tena, wacrory asixanus (Y), cucronmueckoe
aprepuanvhoe nasaenue (A/l), nmacrommueckoe A/,
gacrory cepaeunbix cokpawmenuit (HCC), koamuecrso
Gan1oB 1Mo 1wKasie KOMBI [J1a8ro, KOHUEHTPALUIO remo-
r1061MHa, KOJIUYeCTBO TPOMOOLUTOB U JIEHKOLUTOB B 00-
LIeM aHaJIM3e KPOBH, CHBIBOPOTOYHBIE KOHLEHTPALUU KPe-
arununa, C-peaxktusnoro 6esnka (CPDB), obuero 6esnka,
anpbymuHa, obuero 6uaMpyOMHA M MPOKAJIBLUTOHUHA;
K KaTeropuajbHbIM — I0JI, HAJMYIME FUIIOKCEMUU U CHHU-
>KEHUE TeMIa JUypesa.

Cmamuemuueckui anarus. [lna cenexuuy npeamkTopos
cencuca ucnoabzoBasu meroxn «Boruta» npu p-yposue
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Tabnuua 1. XapakTepucTika noTeHunansHeix pakTopos NPOrHO3a CENcrca

Table 1. Characterization of potential sepsis prognostic factors

Mokasatens / Parameter 3Hauenue / Value®

Mon / Gender

My>xuunel / Male 112 (55 %),
XeHwmHsbl / Female Q0 (45 %)
Bospacrt, net / Age, years 57 (19-82)
Temneparypa tena, °C/ Body temperature, °C 370 (34,0-39,4)
Ynh, mun"/ Respiratory rate, min”! 22 (12-50)
Cucronuueckoe Afl, mm prt. ct. / Systolic blood pressure, mm Hg 115 (51-175)
Ouacronuueckoe Afl, mm pr. ct. / Diastolic blood pressure, mm Hg 70 (25-100)
YCC, mun~'/ Heart rate, min™! Q5 (55-170)
Mnokcemns (Hanuume) / Hypoxemia (presence) 85 (42 %)
Bannsl no wkane komsl Masro / Glasgow Coma Scale 15 (3-15)
Femorno6wuH, r/n / Hemoglobin, g/| 81 (74-94)
Nenkountsl, x10°/n / Leukocytes, x10°/1 1,2 (0-703)
Tpom6ouutsl, x10°/n / Platelets, x10°/1 31 (1-807)
Kpeatunun, mcmons/n / Creatinine, umol/L 80 (36-471)
CPB, t/n/ CRP g/l 0,116 (0-0,682)
O6wwun 6enok, r/n / Total protein, g/| 595 (34,5-137)
Anb6ymun, r/n / Albumen, g/1 33 (16,1-53,7)
O6wuit Gunupy6un, mxmons/n / Total bilirubin, umol/1 12,6 (2,9-280,2)
MpokansuutonuH, ur/mn / Procalcitonin, ng,/ml 0,459 (0,019-125,52)
Yucno 60an§|x €O CHUXEHHLIM ANy Pe3OM <35 mn/uac 29 (14 %)
Number of patients with decreased urine output < 35 mL/hour

I'Ipume-quMe: * — KonuuyecTBo 6oNbHLIX (%) AN KaTeropuasnbHbIX N€peMeHHbIX; MeANAHA (MMHMM)’M, MGKCMM)’M) — AN KOJINYECTBEHHbIX NepEeMEeHHbIX.

Note. *

snaunmoctu < 0,01, ocHoBaHHOM Ha anaropurTme mMalvH-
HOro oby4eHus «caydaiinelii gec» [14]. [Ipornocruueckoe
3HavyeHue (PAKTOPOB ONpeessiau MPU HOMOIM MeTO/a
6uHapHOli MHOrodaKTOPHOI JIOTUCTUYECKOH Perpeccum.
Bsaumocssase BeposTHOCTEH Mcxoa 1 6asI0B IO AUATHO-
CTUYECKUM IIKAJAM OLEHMBAJU C MOMOLIBI0 KOPPEJSLH-
oHHOro aHasusa (koopdpunreHT paHroBoil Koppessuu
Kenpanna); nis cpaBHeHMST BeJMUYMHBI OCTATKOB MOAEJIEN
NporHosa npumeHsm aucnepcnonnbrii anaans (ANOVA).
Crarucrruecknil aHaIM3 TPOBOAMUIIM C UCIIOJb30BAHUEM
aspika nporpammuposanus R (sepcus 4.1.2), bubnuorexn

«glmnet», «caret», «MASS», «DAAG», «Boruta».

Pesyabrarsr

Bepositublit guarnos «cencuc» ycranosuau y 95 us 202
(47 %) 6onbHbBIX (MOTOKUTETBHBINA PE3YAbTAT PU OLEHKE
1o 110601 13 wkau). Vs aux no mxasne SIRS — y 77 (81 %),
no qSOFA — y 31 (33 %), no MEWS — y 65 (68 %).
Baxrepuemus Boiasienay 22 (23 %) us 95 Gonbubix «cen-
tnueckoi» rpynnst uy 19 us 107 (18 %) — «necenrn-
geckoii» rpynmnet (* = 0,6, p = 0,43). Vcxonnbie nanubie
202 nabmonennii no 19 napamerpam conepskanu 3838 sna-
YeHUi, UX XapaKTepPUCTUKA MpescTasieHa B Tabaune 1.

[1pu cenexuu npeuKTOpPOB cencuca HauboJsiee BaskHbI-
MU /ISl IMATHOCTUKU BTOTO MaTOJOTMYECKOrO COCTOSHU S

— number of patients (%) for categorical variables; median (minimum, maximum) — for quantitative variables.

okagasuce: Y/, YCC, remneparypa rena, auacrommye-
ckoe u cucrosndeckoe A/l, yposens cosHanmst mo mka-
Jie Kombl [ 11a3ro, runokcemus:, CHUKEHME TeMIa Juypesa
u CPB. Ortu nokasarenu ucrnosbszoBaau NpHU CO3JaHUU
Mopenu soructudeckoit perpeccun. Ha srane obyuenus
MOJENM NMPUMEHUJIU MeTO/ MOCJef0BaTeIbHOro orbopa
MOLIANOBOM JIOTMCTUYECKOU perpeccuu, nocpeacTBOM Ko-
Toporo us 9 npeaukropos s GpUHATBHON Moaea OblIN
Boiopansl 6: Y/, UHCC, napyenue tremna auypesa, cu-
cronnueckoe A/l, remneparypa Tesa u ypoBeHb CO3HAHMS
o 1mIKaJie Komel | masro B 6annax (taba. 2).

YpaBHeHME OrMCTUYECKOM perpeccum:

logit(p) = —36,11 — 0,38 x (aucsio 6anI0B MO MIKATE KOMBI
I'nasro) — 0,02 x (cucronnuecxoe A/l) + 0,67 x (remnepa-
typa reaa) + 0,06 x (HCC) + 0,567 x (U1) + 1,61 x (camske-
Hue Temna auypesa, rae | — na, 0 — ner)

CornacHo ypaBHEHMIO perpeccuu, MeAuaHa BeEpOST-
HOCTH Cerncuca BO BCeH BbIOOpKe OOIBHBIX COCTaBU-
aa 0,38 (0,079-0,921). [dauusie BepositHOocTM Hambouee
CUJIBHO KOPPEJIMpPOBaJM ¢ OaJJIbHON OLEHKOH Mo mKa-
ae MEWS, B menbmei#i crenenu — mno mkaaam SIRS
u qSOFA (ra6a. 3).

JononnurensHO ObLIM TOCTPOEHBI e111e 1B MOJIEJIH JIOT U~
CTUYECKOU PErpecCUM C MEHBLUIMM KOJMUYECTBOM Mapame-
tpoB (coorBercTBenno mkanam SIRS u qSOFA), nepsas
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Tabnuua 2. [NpenykTops, BOweaLwMe B MOAENL NPOrHO3A CENCHUCa
Table 2. Predictors included in the sepsis prediction model

Mpeanktop / Predictor ouw / Or 95% 0N / 95% CI p
YpoBeHb cosHanus no wkane kombl Masro / Glasgow Coma Scale 0,68 0,51-0,86 0,003
Cucronuueckoe ALl / Systolic blood pressure 098 006-1,00 0,1
Temneparypa tena / Body temperature 197 1,27-3,14 0,003
YCC / Heart rate 1,07 1,04-1,1 <0,001
Yp / Respiratory rate 1,77 1,5-2,18 < 0,001
CHuxeHue Temna guypesa / Decreased urine output 5,01 1,14-23,8 0,036

Mpumeuanue: Ol — otHoweHue waHcos, I — posBeputenbHbIt MHTEPBA.
Note. OR — odds ratio, Cl — confidence interval.

Tabnuua 3. Koppenauus nokasarenen wkan MEWS, SIRS, gSOFA ¢ seposTHOCTbIO cencuca no mopen NorncTMyeckom perpeccmu
Table 3. Correlation of MEWS, SIRS, gSOFA scores with the probability of sepsis according to the logistic regression model

*

Cucrema ouenkmn / Evaluation system T p
MEWS 0,71 <0,001
SIRS 0,6 <0,00]1
qSOFA 0,57 <0,001
Mpumeuanue: * — koadpdpuunent paHroeon koppensaumn Kenpanna.
Note. * — Kendall rank correlation coefficient.

13 KOTOPBIX BKJIIOYAJIa B C€0sl MCXOHbIE 3HAYEHUS TEMIIe-
parypst Tena, Y1 u UHCC, Bropass — ypoBeHs cosHaHus
no wkasne [nasro, cucronnueckoe Al u YJ1. Cpasnenue
omnbok nporHosupoBaHust (OCTATKOB) CO3[AAHHBIX MO-
nesedl MOCPeaCTBOM AVCIIEPCMOHHOIO aHAJM3a BBISBUIIO,
gro cxomHas co mkagod MEWS manauansnas momess,
copeprkaast 6 NpeIUKTOPOB, OKa3aJach CTATUCTUYIECKU
sHauumo Gousee Tounoii (p < 0,001).

Ob6cy>xaenune

B nocnepuune 30 ner mpoumcxomur HempepbiBHasi 9BO-
JTIIOIMST METOMIOB JMATHOCTUKU CerCcUca. «30JO0THIM CTaH-
AapTOM» IMO-IPEXKHEMY OCTAaeTCsl dKCIEPTHOEe BpauebHoe
MHeHUe, a MJeajbHO-TOYHOI AMAarHOCTUYECKOH MOe U
1o HacTosIero Bpemenu He cymectsyer. OTuactu 210 06-
YCJIOBJIEHO MEHSIIOLLENCS KOHLEMIMEN ONpeNeeHns] A1-
arHosa «CericHuc» OT I'eHepaJM30BaHHOM BOCHAJIUTEJIbHOU
peaxuuu (xpurepun SIRS), no oprannoit Hegocrarouno-
cru (wkanst SOFA nu qSOFA) u ganee — x xpurepusam
OLEeHKHU ero paHHero npeaynpexaenns (wkaast NEWS,
NEWS2 u MEWS) [15]. O6mas nuarsoctudeckas meH-
HOCTb MX IIPUMEHEHUS] OCTAETCsI HEBBICOKOM, & pe3yJibTa-
THI MOTYT 3HAYMTEJIbHO OTJIMYATHCS y PA3HBIX KATErOPUH
6onbubix. Vcnonbsosanme mkansr qSOFA B kauectse
[MOTEHIUAJBHOIO MHCTPYMEHTA CKPUHUHIA CEINCHCA M3-
y4aJIOCh B MHOIOYHCJIEHHBIX MCCJIEJOBAHUSX, & Pe3YJib-
TaThl OLIEHKM €€ IO0JIE3HOCTH OKa3arCh IPOTUBOPEYMBBI.
Ilokasano, uro npumenenune qSOFA nna panneit upentu-
dburanuu nucdyHkmm opranos, BoI3BaHHOH nHpeKIMEH,
aBssieTcss bosnee crnenMPUIHBIM, HO MEHEE 4yBCTBUTEJb-
HBIM, YeM HaJU4Me ABYX U3 ueTbipex kpurepueB SIRS
[16]. Onpeneneno, uro Toasko 24 % undunmupoBaHHbIX
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6onbubix umenn ouenky qSOFA 2 wnm 3, Ho Ha sTux
6onbubIx npuxoausaock 70 % nHebmaronpusTHBIX HCXO-
nos [17]. Hannuaue nonosxxurensuoro peayasrara qSOFA
JIOJI>KHO HACTOPOXKUTh Bpada B OTHOLIEHWU BEPOSITHOCTHU
Cerncuca, HO MCIOJIb30BATh ATy IIKAJLy B Ka4eCTBE €IMH-
CTBEHHOH HelleJ1eco00pasHO, yIUTHIBAs €€ HUSKYIO 1y BCT-
BUTEJBHOCTD.

B nacrosiieit paboTe yBeamuuiIn crekTp aHaJIU3Upye-
MBIX [TOKa3aTeJei C yu4eTomM 0COOEeHHOCTe OHKOTeMaTOoJIO0-
rMYecKUX OOJBHBIX, /71 KOTOPBIX NPAKTUYECKU He pas-
paboraHnbl crenuaausuposaHuble wkaisl [18], Braouns
B MOZleJIb HE TOJIBKO IOKasaTesan Haubosiee pacmpocTpa-
nvennbix wkaia qSOFA, SIRS u MEWS, o u apyrue, na-
tTodusnosornyecku obocHoBaHHble KpuTepuu (Tabu. 1).

B pesyabrare cosnanus Mogem JOruCTUYECKO perpec-
CUM NOJLy4eHbl NPeAUKTOpHI cencuca (rabs. 2), KoTopsble
oxasanuce uaeHtnaHbl kpurepusm wxanast MEWS. C no-
MOLIBI0 MHOTO(AKTOPHOIO aHAJIN3a He YCTAHOBJEHO MPO-
FHOCTHYECKOM 3HAYMMOCTH TAKMX MapKEPOB CMCTEMHOIO
socnasienust, kak CPB u npokansuuronun. Beicokas ad-
dextusnocts mkanst MEWS npu auarnocruke cencuca
HoKasaHa y pasHbIX KaTeropuii 6obHBIX: GOJBHBIX C MH-
dbexunonnbix ocnoxuenusx B yposoruu [19], COVID-19
accouunposanHoi nueBmonuu [20], y nosxmnibix 60bHBIX
[21] u y GonbHBIX C KpOBOTEUYEHMEM U3 BEPXHUX OTHEJIOB
>KeJLYJOYHO-KULIEYHOro Tpakra [22], uro nemoncrpupyer
BO3MO>KHOCTb €€ LIUPOKOrO MPUMEHEHUS B KIMHUYIECKON
npakruke [23].

BasxHoCTh CBOEBpeMEHHOM roCnMUTAIU3AUU OOJBHBIX
cenncucom B OUT puxrtyer HeobxommmocTh ero paHHein
AMATHOCTUKM IOCPEJACTBOM TPUITEPHBIX cucrem [24],
B 0COOEHHOCTH y OHKOI'eéMAaTOJIOrMYeCKUX 0osbHbIX [25].
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IIpumenenne mkansr MEWS, kak camocrosarensno, Tax
Y B COYETAHUU C APYTUMHU MIOKABATESIMH, IPOAEMOHCTPH-
POBaJIO BBICOKYI0 9(PEeKTHUBHOCTb y TIeMaTOJOrMYECKUX
6onbubIx [26, 27]. [lanbHelimee coBepLIeHCTBOBAHME Ma-
PaMeTpOB 9TOM CUCTEMBI OLleHKHU (yMeHbIIeHVEe NHTEepPBa-
JIOB, KOPPEKIUsl 3HAYeHU I OaslIbHON OLleHKH) MOYKET Mo~
BBICUTB €€ JMarHOCTUYECKYI0 IieHHOoCTh [13].
YMmeHblIeHME KOIMYECTBA IOKasaresed AJIst yHnpolle-
HUS MOJIeJIU MUATHOCTUKU cercuca (1o aHaJOTUM CO IIKa-
aamu SIRS u qSOFA) okasanoce neaddexTuBHBIM.
IlepBonauansuas mopens, cxomHast co wkanoir MEWS
U BKJIouaBLIasi B cebs 6 mapameTpoB, ocTaBajach CTaTH-
CTUYECKU 3HAYMMO OoJiee TOYHOH, MO CPABHEHUIO C MPO-
creimu mopensimu (ANOVA, p < 0,001). ITonyuennsie pe-
3yJIBTATHl COIVIACYIOTCSI C HEAABHUMH HCCJIEJOBAHUSIMU,
MOKas3aBIINMHU, 4TO WKaJbl paHHed guarnoctuku (NEWS
u MEWS) npesocxopsar SIRS u qSOFA B nporuosuposa-

HHWHM NCXOJO0B CeIiCcruca [28, 29]
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HoBbim 1 nepcniekTMBHBIM HanpaBJIeHUEM AaIbHENILIETO
nosbimenuss 3¢eKTUBHOCTH CKPUHUHTA CENCcHUca SBJIS-
eTcss mamMHHOe oOyueHue. B meraananuse pesysnbraTos
7 KIMHAYECKUX UCCIJIEAOBAHUH 110 IIPOrHO3MPOBAHUIO HO-
30KOMMAJIBHOIO cercuca ¢ Briodenuem 42 623 GonpHbIX
M. Islam u coasr. [30] moxasanu, 4o 0OBeAMHEHHAS T1IO-
manab nox kpusoit (pooled area under receiving operating
curve, SAUROC) nis moneseit mammHHOro o0y ueHus co-
crasnaa 0,89 (95% J1U: 0,86—0,92); uyscTBuTEenBHOCTD —
81 %; cnenuduuanocts — 72 %, uTo ObLIO 3HAUUMO BBILLE,
yem SAUROC puis rakux TpagviuoOHHBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB,
kak SIRS, MEWS u SOFA. [lanbneiimue usbicKaHUs
B 9TOH 00J1aCTH, BEPOSITHO, CMOTYT yayumuTh adpdexTus-
HOCTb JAMArHOCTUKHU CEeNcuca B PeaJibHOM KJIMHHUYECKOM
NpaKkTHUKe.

Takum obpazom, mkana MEWS sasnsercsa 6onee nogxo-
ASLMM WHCTPYMEHTOM JAMATHOCTUKU CENCUCA y FeMaTro-
nAoruueckux 6osbubIx, yem mkaasl SIRS u gSOFA.
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