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Summary 
G. I. Ilnytskij, G. V. Radush  

INFORMATION AND MATHEMATIC TECHNOLOGIES OF DIAGNOSTIC 
MODELS OF PULMONARY TUBERCULOSIS IN CONDITIONS OF 

EVIDENCE-BASED MEDICINE  
According to literature data  the possibilities of newest information 

technologies in conditions of evidence-based medicine (EBM) were studied. The 
peculiarities of EBM and criteria of estimation of diagnostic and therapeutic process 
according to informative parameters were elaborated. Diagnostic algorithm of 
pathology of bronchopulmonary system in the cases of tuberculosis and nonspecific 
pulmonary inflammation, based on informative bank of evidences according to own 
attempts, clinical, laboratory indices and analytic results were determined. 
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