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(1- , n=50) (2- , n=56) (3- , n=20)

, 14,5+0,1 14,6+0,1 10,4+0,1 11,2+0,2* 7,5+0,1 7,9+0,1

, 95+3,1 85+2,3* 121+2,2 103+1,7* 144+3,6 117+2,7*
, 95+2,1 100+1,6 80+1,7 86+3,6* 65+2,2 75+2,4*

, - - 4,2+0,5 - 7,6+0,3 4+0,2*

 1 18+0,3 17,5+0,4 28+0,4 25+0,8* - -

FiO2,% /100 - - 0,45+0,02 0,37+0,01* 0,66+0,01 0,63+0,01

SpO2 94+0,2 96+0,2* 89+0,3 94+0,2* 84+0,3 89+0,3*
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Summary. Based on the analysis of 126 transports wounded complex

valued as accessible and informative criteria for assessing the severity of the
condition of the wounded. With their help assess the status wounded are governed
by the tactics of intensive therapy in preparation for transport and solve the
issue of portability.

Keywords: gunshot wound; transportability criteria, medical evacuation
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