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such method enables to reduce the mortality level and complications development
compared with conventional methods, which demands further studying the
problem. The system of providing specialized surgical care for the severely injured
implies performing a single-stage operative intervention, sometimes significant
one, even in cases of patients in critical condition.

Objective. The research aims at determining indications for the use of
damage control method in surgery at severe abdominal cavity injuries. Studying
is based on analysis of scientific literature.

Methods. There were analyzed treatment outcomes of 146 severely injured
patients with dominant abdominal cavity injury. The patients accounted 11% of the
total number of patients with combined injuries that were treated in clinics of SI
"Ukrainian Scientific and Practical Center for Emergency Care and Medicine of
Catastrophe at MOH of Ukraine."

Results. During first 6-24 hours from the time patients were admitted to hos-
pital the state of the injured could be estimated as unstable and critical. Despite
immediately started resuscitation 43 patients died including 17 patients during the
operation (damage control technique) and 19(20,1%) patients in post operative
period. Average period of hospital treatment in the main group was 7, 4 + 0, 2 days
and 9,4 0,5 days in control group. The mortality in the main group reduced by 5.4%.

Conclusions. Our study proves the validity and expediency of using damage
control technique during treatment of severely injured patients in critical state.
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AHANI3 EQEKTUBHOCTI 361J1bLUYBAJIbHOI
MAMOMNACTUKN B PAHHbOMY MEPIOAI

CMNOCTEPEXEHHA
HauioHanbHa mMeauyHa akagemisi nicnAAUMNNOMHOI
ocsitu imeHi N.J1. lynuka,
KWiBCbKMW MiCbKMW LLeHTP NNacTU4YHOI MiKpoxipyprii
Ta ecCTeTUYHOI MeauumnHu «Lleptyc»

BcTtyn. 36inblyBanbHa Mamonnactuka ogHa 3 HambinbLly YacTux onepadin
LLIO BUKOHYETLCS 32 €CTETUYHMMM NOKa3aHHSMMU.

Merta. [poBecTv aHani3 pe3ynsrartiB eCTETUYHOI 30inbLUyBaribHOT MaMOMNMaCcTUKU
B paHHbLOMY Mepiodi CNOCTEPEXEHHS Ta OLIHUTY ePEeKTUBHICTb LIMX OnepaLwiii.

Martepian i meTogu. Y po6oTi npoBeaeHa oLiHka edpeKTUBHOCTI 30inbLUyBanbHOT
MaMONJacTVKM 3a pesyrbrataMmm 06CTEXXEHHS Ta fikyBaHHs1 556 naujieHToK.

PesyniraTu. [Jo6pi pe3ynsratv nepByHHOI 36inbLLyBarnibHOI MamMOMIacTVKL BUSIBIEHI
y 391 nauieHTrm (70,3%), 3a0BinsHi - y 114 (20,5%), a HesapoBinsHUN —y 51 (9,2%).
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BucHoBku. EHOoNpoTe3yBaHHA MOMOYHMX 3ano3 Aae B OinbLlUOCTi BUNaakKis
NO3UTUBHI pe3ynbTaTi. 3HayHa KinbKiCTb HE3a40BINIbHUX pe3ynbTaTiB onepawii Bu-
Marae NpoBeAeHHS AeTanbHOro aHaniay ix NPUYMH Ta Po3pobkn ePEeKTUBHUX LLMS-
XiB MPOMIiNaKkTmKu.

KnroyoBi crnoBa: eHoonpoTe3yBaHHs rpyaen, 36inblLuyBanbHa MamonnacTvka

BCTYN

36inbwyBanbHa MamonnacTuka ogHa 3 Hanbinbll YacTux onepauin, Wwo
BMKOHYETLCS 32 ECTETUHHUMM NOKa3aHHAMMU. Y nyGnikauisix, NpUCBAYEHNX pe3yrb-
Tatam ecTeTUYHOI 36inbLUyBanbHOI MamMoONMacTUKN, CTBEPAXKYETLCS, WO 3HAYHa
BinbLUICTb XiHOK 3a40BOMNEHa pesynsratamv onepauiv, i ue B 3Ha4Hin Mipi nokpa-
MO SKiCTb iXHboro xuTTsa [1-3, 9]. OgHak, yce yacTilwe 3'aBnAiTbCA HayKOBI
po60TM NPO 3HaAYHy KiNbKICTb yCKNagHEeHb Yy mnicnsonepadiinHomy nepiogi, siki
noTpebytoTb BUKOHAHHSA MOBTOPHMX onepadin [4-8]. Tomy Haspina HeobxigHiCTb
NpOBeAEHHSA HayKOBOrO AOCHIAXEHHS LWLOA0 eeKTUBHOCTI Ta OOUiNbHOCTI BUKO-
HaHHSA eCTETUYHOI 306iMbLUyBanbHOT MaMOMNACTUKMN.

MeTa po6oTtu. MpoBecTn aHani3 pesynsraTiB €CTETUYHOI 36inbLuyBanbHOT
MaMOnacTuku B paHHbOMY Nepiofi CnocTepexeHHs Ta OLUiHUTU e(PEeKTUBHICTb
LMx onepawin.

MATEPIANN | METOOU

OcHoBy pob0Ty cknanu pesynsrati 06CTEXEHHS Ta NikyBaHHA 556 nauieHToK,
SIKUM BMKOHYyBaracsi ecteTuyHa 36inbLuyBarnibHa MaMonnacTika y KniHiui «Kuiscbkui
MiCbKUIA LeHTP MIacTUYHOI MiKpOXipyprii Ta eCTeTUYHOI MeauumMHUy 3a nepiog 3
1996 no 2010 pp.

OujiHka pesynbraris 36inbLUyBanbHOT MaMONIacTUKM NMPOBOAMIIACS 3a TPbOX-
HanbHo cuctemoto Ta GasyBanacs Ha [ABOX CKIMagoBuX pesyrbrarty — Cyo eKTUBHOMY
CNPUNHATTI (eCTeTMYHa ouiHKa) i 06’€KTMBHUX KPUTEPIAX (PO3BUTOK YCKNaAHEHb).
Mpu uboMy BUAINANM Taki napameTpu:

1. JoGpui pesynerart:

* MOBHE 33[10BONIEHHSA €CTETUYHMUM pesynbsTaToM onepallii, Sk 3 60Ky naujieHTkw,
Tak i 3 6oky xipypra;

* BiJCYTHICTb YCKNagHeHb.

2. 3ap0BinbHUIA pesynerar:

* YACTKOBE 3a[10BONEHHST ECTETUYHUM pPe3yrTaToM onepaLii, ik 3 60Ky nauieHTku,
Tak i 3 6oky xipypra;

* HE3HaYHi eCTETUYHI YCKNaAHEHHST: 3MILLEeHHSs iMnnaHTaTta Ao 1 cm, MiHiMansHa
acumeTpist / XBUNACTICTb LUKIPHUX NMOKPUBIB / BTOPUHHUIA NTO3 / NpoMaLyBaHHS
npoTe3y, 3anuLIKoBa TyOynsipHICTb, KancynspHa KoHTpakTypa 3a Baker | i Il cTyneHs.

3. HesapgosinbHui pesynerar:

* HE3aJ0BOMEHHSI ECTETUYHNM Pe3ynbTaToM onepaldii, Kk 3 60Ky naLieHTKu,
Tak i 3 6oky xipypra;

* 3HAYHi ECTETUYHI YCKNaAHEeHHs: 3MileHHs iMnnaHTaTa binbwe 1 cm, Bupa-
XeHa acumeTpisl / XBUNACTICTb LUKIPHUX MOKPUBIB / BTOPMHHMIA NTO3 / npoMauy-
BaHHs NpoTesa / TyOynsapHicTb, KancynspHa KoHTpakTypa 3a Baker Il i IV cTynens,
poTauis iMnnaHTaTa, po3puB iMNNaHTaTa, yTBOPEHHS MOABINHOI CKNaakv, AuHa-
Mi4Ha gedopmadisa rpygen;

* YCKMNaZHEHHs, WO CYNpOBOAXYIOTb Oyab-sKy XipypridHy onepauito (rema-
TOMW, CEPOMMU, IHPEKUiNHI yCcKNnagHeHHs, 60rb0BMIN CUHOPOM Ta iHLWa comaTuyHa
CMMMNTOMAaTUKa, PO3XOPKEHHS LUBIB Ta iH.)
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Pesynbrar oLiHIoBaBCst OKpeMO K NaLiEHTKOLO, Tak i Xipyprom. Y TUX BUNaaKax, Konu
AymKa He 36iranacs, OLI,iI-_i_Ky nauieHTKM BBaXkanu npiopuTeTHOHO.

PE3YIILTATU TA IX OBIrOBOPEHHA

OuiHka paHHiXx pesynbTaTiB NepBUHHOI 36inblUyBanbHOI MamMo MNNacTUKK
nposoaunacsa npoTarom 6 micauis nicns onepadii. Y Len nepioq, 3aB4sku nicnsio-
nepauinHomy HabpsiKy, rpyam 36epiranu BUCOKE MONOXEHHS, MaCKy4mM CrPaBXHIO
¢dopmy Ta Barato HeraTMBHMX MOMEHTIB, WO Nif Yac MigCyMKOBOro aHanisy
BMPaxarnocs npesantoBaHHSAM Jo6pux pesynbratis, gocsarHyTux y 391 (70,3%)
nauieHToK, Y TON Yac sK 3af0BiNbHUIA pe3yrnbTat BcTaHoBneHo y 114 (20,5%),
a He3apoBinbHUN —y 51 (9,2%) nauieHTkn. MNpw ubomy y S51nauieHTkn3 Hesano-
BiNbHUMW pesyrnsTatamm peectpyBanacs sk 1, Tak i GinbLue npyuimH, BCboro — 69 NpudmH.

CTpyKkTypa He3afoBiNbHUX pe3ynbsTaTtiB npegcTasneHa B 1abn. 1 (BigHOCHI
3HaYeHHs1 pO3paxoBaHi NO BiAHOLLEHHO 40 3aranbHOi KiNbKOCTi NePBUHHMX NaLi-
€HTOK). 3 HMX 00’ekTMBHUMM Bynun: paHHsa rematoma — 18 (3,2%); paHHs cepoma
—7 (1,6%); onHamivHa gedopmadis rpyaen — 11 (2%), panHs iHdekuis — 5 (0,9%);
HefoCcTaTHSA KopekLis TyOynspHoi gecdopmaii — 5 (0,9%); noggiiHa cknagka — 9
(1,6%); acumetpia — 8 (1,4%). Cyb6’ekTBHEe He3ad0BOMIEHHSI HOBOK POPMOLO
rpygen BigmiyeHo y 6 (1,1%) nauieHToK (BiAHOCHI 3Ha4YeHHs1 po3paxoBaHi Mo
BiQHOLLEHHIO A0 3aranbHOI KiNbKOCTI NauieHTOK. TakMmM YMHOM, HaW4yacTilow
NPUYNHOK HE3adOoBINbHOrO pe3ynsraTty NepBMHHOI 36iMbLUyBaneHOI Mamonna-
CTVKM B paHHbOMY nepiogi 6yna rematoma, sika Bia3HadeHa B 18 (3,2%) Bunagkax.

PesynbraTtn gocnigXeHHs cigyaTtb Npo Te, WO B paHHbOMY nepioAi cnocre-
pexeHHst B 6inbLloCTi XiHOK - 37 (72,5%) 3 He3aA40BINbHUM pe3ynbTaToM 3ape-
€CTPOBaHO MO OAHIN npuymHi uboro pesynestaty, y 10 (19,6%) — 2 npuumnHn
He3agoBineHoro pesynetaty i y 4 (7,9% ) — 6inbwe 2 npuyvH. Hanvacriwoto
KombiHaLliel cepea nauieHTok 3 ABoma i Binblue NpuyYnHaMm He3a[4oBINIbHOIO
pesynbraTy 6yno noeaHaHHs AMHaMIYHOT AedhopmaLii M yTBOPEHHSA MOABINHOI
cknagku —y 5 xiHoK, AeLwlo pigLle Bia3Havanacs KoMoGiHaLis remaToMm 3 iHgeKLjieo —

y 2 naujieHTok. PewuTta kombiHauin 3ycTpivyanucsa B OOQUHUYHUX ananKax.T 6
abnuuys
MpuynHKN He3aaOoBINLHUX pe3ynbTarTiB 36inbLyBanbLHOT
MaMonnacTUK1 B paHHLOMY nepiodi B Naui€HTOK,
onepoBaHUX y HaLWiN KMiHiLi

[MpuynHa He3apoOBINb- KinbkicTb BUnagkie | % 4o 3aranbHOI KiNbKOCTI
HOro pes3ynkraTty NepBUHHUX NMaui€eHTOK

PaHHsa cepoma 7 1,6

PaHHa remaToma 18 3,2

I lnHamIvyHa gegpopmalida 1 2

rpynen

PaHHs iHeKuis 5 0,9
HepocTaTHs kopekuis 5 0,9

TybynsipHoi gedopmaldlii

['logBiviHa cknagka 9 1,6
ACMMETPIS 8 1,4
Cy0’eKTMBHE He3a40BO- [§] 1
NeHHS

CbOT0 >XIHOK/MPUYMH 51/69 9,2/12,4
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Mpu aHanisi KNiHIYHNX NPOSIBIB HE3AJ0BINbLHUX Pe3ynbTaTiB NepBUHHOI 36inb-
LIyBanbHOi MaMonnacTukn 6ynm BusBneHi pisHi ocobnmeocTi, npoTte Ans opmy-
MOBaHHA NEBHMX BUCHOBKIB MOTPiOHe MpoBeAeHHSA NofarnbLIoro nornMbneHoro
CTATUCTMYHOIO aHarnisy.

BUCHOBKMU

EHponpoTesyBaHHA MONMOYHUX 3ano3 fae B GinblIOCTi BUNaaKiB NO3UTUBHI
pesynbrat. OfHak, NMOPIBHAHO 3HAYHAa KiNbKiCTb HE3aOBINMbHUX pe3ynbTaTiB
€CTETUYHOI 30inbLUyBanbHOI MamMoNnacTuK/ BMMarae NpoBeAeHHs AeTarnbHOro
aHanisy ix NPMYnH Ta po3pobKM ePEKTUBHUX LUMSIXIB NPOMINAKTUKN.
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B.4. MuHyyk
AHanus achcpeKkTMBHOCTU yBEnNu4YnBarLLen

MaMMOMJIacCTUKU B paHHEM nepuoae HabnaeHus
HaumoHanbHaa meguUMHCKas akageMusi NocneguniioMHOro
o6pasoBaHua umenu MN.J1. Wynuka,
KneBcknii ropoackon LeHTP NiacTUYeCKOW MUKPOXUPYPIu 1
acTteTnyeckom meguumnHbl «LLEPTYC»
BBegeHue. YBennymnpawuas mammMonnactmka ogHa n3 Hambornee 4acTbix
onepaumﬁ, 4YTO BbIMOJTHAETCA MO 3CTETUHECKNM MNOKa3aHUAM.
Ll,enb. l‘lpoeecm aHanus pesynbratoB 3CTETUYHOMN yBeJ'II/I‘-WIBaIOLIJ,eIZ MaMMO-
NracTUkv B paHHeM neproae HabrnoaeHns 1 oueHUTb 3eKTUBHOCTL 3TVX onepaLiyii.
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Marepuan u metogbl. B pabote npoeeneHHas oLieHka adhdpekTUBHOCTY yBENU4-
BatOLLIelt MaMMOTNacTUKM Mo pesyrsratam 0bcrenoBaHms 1 nedeHns 556 naumeHTok.

PesynkraTbl. Xopoluve pesynsrarbl NepBUYHON MamMoniacTUK/ YyCTaHOBIEHbI B
391 naumeHnTkun (70,3%), yooenerBoputensHble - B 114 (20,5%), a HeygoBneTBo-
putenbHbii — B 51 (9,2%).

BbiBoAbl. QHAONPOTE3MPOBaHNE MOSMOYHbIX Xene3 gaeT B 60nbLIMHCTBE
cry4aeB NoNoXuTenbHble pesynbraTbl. 3HauUTeNbHOE KONMYEeCTBO HEYAO0BMNETBO-
puUTenbHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB onepaummn TpebyeT NpoBeAeHVs AeTalnlbHOro aHanmaa nx
NPUYMH 1 pa3paboTkun apPEKTUBHBIX MyTeN NPOUNaKTUKN.

KntoueBble crnoBa: 3HOOMPOTE3VPOBaHME IPyav, yBENMUmMBatoLLasi MaMmMoniactvka.

V.D. Pinchuk
Analysis of breast augmentation efficacy in early

postoperative period
Shupyk National Medical Academy of Postgraduate Education,
Medical Center “Tsertus” Kyiv City Center for Plastic

Microsurgery and Aesthetic Medicine

Introduction. Breast augmentation is one of the most common surgeries that
are performed for aesthetic reasons.

Objective. To analyze results of aesthetic breast augmentation in the early
postoperative period of observation and evaluate effectiveness of such operations.

Materials and methods. The paper focuses on evaluating effectiveness of
breast augmentation which is based on the results of examination and treatment
of 556 patients.

Results. Primary breast augmentation with good results was observed in 391
patients (70.3%), satisfactory - in 114 patients (20.5%) and unsatisfactory — in 51
patients (9.2%).

Conclusions. In most cases breast augmentation results are positive. The
number of unsatisfactory operations require detailed analysis of reasons and
developing effective preventive methods.

Key Words: endoscopic breast augmentation, mammoplasty.
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