3. 3anponoHoBaHa KOHLENLis
BUKOPUCTaAHHA penanapockonil
Ta po3pobrieHi anroput™Mu ii 3a-
CTOCYBaHHS NpWU pi3HMX BuAax
iHTpaabgomiHanbHMX nicnsione-
pauiiHnX ycknagHeHb nanapo-
CKOMiYHKMX onepauin.
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MHINHO-CENTUYHI YCKNAOHEHHSA
B NNAMAPOCKOMIYHIA XIPYPIII FOCTPUX
3AXBOPIOBAHb OPIrAHIB YEPEBHOI MOPOXHUHU

JIbBIBCbKUIM HaLiOHaANbHUN MeanYHUN yHiBepcuTeT iMmeHi [aHuna ManuuybKoro,

JlbBiB, YKpaiHa
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FHOWMHO-CEMNTUYECKUE OCNOXXHEHUA B NTANAPOCKOMUYECKON XUPYPIMU OCTPbIX
3ABOJIEBAHUI OPFAHOB BPIOLLUHOM MONIOCTU
JIbgo8cKul HayuoHasbHbIU MeduyuHeKul yHusepcumem umeHu [aHuna anuukoeo, Jlbeos, YkpauHa
lMpoBeaeH aHanM3 rHOMHO-CENTUYECKNX OCMOXHEHU Y 284 naumeHTOB C OCTPOK abaoMMHanbHONM na-
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TOMOrMen, BO3HUKLLMX MOCIe NanapocKonMYecknx N KOHBEHLMOHHBIX OnepaTUBHbIX BMeLlaTenscTs. Yac-
TOTa OCIOXHEHWUI Oblra JOCTOBEPHO HIKE Y BOMbHbIX, ONepupoBaHHbIX nanapockonuyecku, — 5,0 n 10,7 %
cooTtBeTcTBeHHO (p<0,05). NccnegoBaHnemM NoATBEPKOEHO, YTO MOBLILLEHHBIN YPOBEHb NEVKOLMTAPHOTO
nHgekca nHTokeukaumm (> 3,0) n numdponenus (< 1,1 r/n) ABNATCA 06BLEKTUBHBIMW NPEeAnKTOpamu pas-
BUTUSI THOVHBIX OCMOXXHEHUI 1 abAOMUHANBHOIO Cencunca nocse KOHBEHLMOHHBIX 1 NanapoCKOnMYecknx
BMeLLaTenbCTB y 60MbHbIX C OCTPbIMKU 3a60NeBaHNAMM OpraHoB GPHOLLHOW NOOCTU.

KniouyeBble cnoBa: ocTpasi abgomuHanbHas xvpypruyeckas natonorusi, onepaumMoHHoe neyeHune,
FHOMHO-CEeNTUYECKNE OCTIOXHEHNS.
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V. Yu. Fedorov

SEPTIC COMPLICATIONS IN PATIENTS WITH ACUTE DISEASES OF THE ABDOMINAL
CAVITY AFTER LAPAROSCOPIC SURGERY

Danyla Halytskyy Lviv National Medical University, Lviv, Ukraine

Background. Mini-invasive interventions are effective and safe treatment of surgical diseases,
while minimizing the impact of surgical aggression on the human body. After conventional surgery
incidence of septic complications are higher as compared to laparoscopic surgery. At the same time
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remains relevant search criteria of predict septic complications in abdominal surgery. Prognostic values
of endogenous intoxication and immune status of the body are poorly understood in laparoscopic and

convention surgical treatment of acute diseases of the abdominal cavity.

The aim of the study was to find predictors of septic complications after laparoscopic and
conventional operational interventions in patients with acute abdominal pathology.

Methods. We analyzed septic complications in 284 patients with acute abdominal surgical diseases.
All patients were divided into two groups: the first (I) — 164 patients who were operated conventionally
and second (Il) — 120, who were operated laparoscopically.

Results. The incidence of complications was significantly lower in patients operated laparoscopically
— 5.0% against — 10.7% (p<0.05).

Conclusions. The study stated that elevated levels of leukocyte intoxication index (> 3.0) and
lymphopenia (< 1.1 g/l) are objective predictors of septic complications and abdominal sepsis after
conventional and laparoscopic surgery in patients with acute abdominal pathology.

Key words: acute abdominal surgical pathology, operative treatment, purulent-septic compli-

cations.

BcTyn

ManoiHBa3uBHi BTpy4YaHHs €
edeKkTMBHUM | Be3NeYHM MeTO-
OOM IiKyBaHHS HU3KN 3aXBOpPHO-
BaHb, L0 3MEHLUYOTb BMNIIMB Xi-
pYprivyHOI arpecii Ha opraHiam nto-
avHn [2]. Tlicna KOHBEHLUiMHUX
XipypriyHMX BTpyYaHb 4actoTa
FHINHO-CENTUYHUX YCKNaAHEeHb
(FCY) craHoBuTb Big 3 A0 25 %,
Hepigko caratoum 40 % [1; 2].
Micns nanapockonivyHux onepa-
Ui BoHa He nepesuwye 3,5 %,
TsDKKi popmun TCY cnocTepira-
toTbCs He GinbLue Hix y 0,5 % Bu-
nagkis [2]. BogHovac aktyanb-
HUM 3anuwiaeTbCsa NoLyK npo-
FTHOCTUYHUX KPUTEPIIB PO3BUTKY
FCY B abgomiHanbHin xipyprii.
[MpOrHOCTUYHE 3HaAYeHHsA napa-
MEeTpIB eHOOreHHOI iHTOKCHKaLiT
Ta iIMyHHOro CTaHy opraHiamy 3a-
NULWIAETBLCA HEAOCTaTHLO BUBYE-
HUM MpKU NnanapockoniyHoOMy W
KOHBEHLiMHOMY XipypriiHOMY
NiKyBaHHI rOCTpMX 3axXBOPIOBaHb
OpraHiB YepeBHOI NOPOXHUHM.

MeTa gocnifXeHHs — noLuyK
npegukropis CY nicnsa nanapo-
CKOMIYHUX i KOHBEHLiMHUX one-
pauiiH1X BTpyYaHb Yy MaLieHTIB
3 rocTpoto abgomiHanbHOW Na-
TONorieto.

MaTepianu Ta meToau
pocnipgkXeHHA

lMpoaHani3oBaHo pesynbTaTn
nikyBaHHA 284 xBopuX, onepo-
BaHux y Il xipypriyHomy Biggi-
neHHi JlbeiBcbkoi OKIT 'y 2010—
2013 pp. 3 roCTpoOO XipypriyHOH
abaoMiHanbHOW0 MaToMOTiIeEl:
roctpum xoneuymnctutom (MX) —
111 (39,1 %) xBOpUX, rOCTPUM
anenamumtom (FTA) — 70 (24,6 %),
rocTpum nankpeatmtom (M) —
69 (24,3 %), nepdopauinnHo

P

BMpPa3Koto LWyHKa abo aBaHaa-
ystunanoi knwku (MNB) — 34
(11,9 %). Y 100 (62,9 %) xBopux
BUSABIEeHO abaoMiHanbHUI cen-
cuc (AC). Ycboro NCY BUHUKNK
y 24 (8,4 %) nauieHTiB: HarHOEH-
HA nicnsonepauinHux paH — 13
(4,6 %), iHTpaaboomiHanbHi ab-
cuecn — 7 (2,5 %), NnepuUToHIT —
4 (1,4 %). PenanapoTtomii y 38’513-
Ky 3 NCY BukoHaHo 5 (1,7 %)
xBopum. Nomepnu 2 xBopux
(nicnsonepauinHa netanbHICTb
— 0,7 %). B o6ox Bunagkax oc-
HOBHOK MPUYMHOK CMEPTi BU-
3HaHO noniopraHHy HepocTaT-
HICTb CEMTUYHOIO reHesy.
KinbkicTe nenkounTis i nimgo-
uMTiB obumncnoBann MeTogom
CBITNOBOI MIKpOCKONIi y Kamepi
lopseBa. Buxogsaum 3 nenkouyu-
TapHOi hopMynn po3paxoByBa-
nn nerkounTapHU iHOAEKC iHTOK-
cukauii (J1ll) Kanbd-Kanidga.
CtatnctuyHmin aHanis nposoau-
nn y nporpami Statistica 6.0. OT-
pyMaHi pesyrnbTat NpeacTaBreHi
Yy BUMNAAI cepeaHboro apudme-
TUYHOrO. BiporigHicTe pisHWULi no-
MK MOKa3HUKaMn y pPi3HUX rpy-
nax pospaxoByBanu 3a MeToaa-
MU Kci-kBagpaTa Ta CTblogeHTa.

Pe3ynbTatn gocnigkeHHsA
Ta iX 0GroBopeHHA

Y BignNoBiAHOCTI 3 METOK O0-
CNigXeHHs, ycix xBopux 6yno
noAinieHo Ha ABi rpynu — nep-
wy — 164 naudieHTun, sikux one-
pOBaHO KOHBEHLINHO, Ta Apyry
— 120, skux onepoBaHo nana-
pockonivHo. Y nepLuy rpyny ysi-
nwnm 18 (10,9 %) xsopux Ha X,
M — 44 (26,8 %), A — 85
(51,8 %) i B wnyHka abo aBa-
Haguatinanol knwkn — 17 (10,3 %).
MHINHO-CeNTUYHI yCcKnagHeHHs
possuHynuck y 18 (10,9 %) na-
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LieHTIB: HArHOEHHS nicnaonepa-
UinHuXx paH — 10 (6,1 %), iHTpa-
abgomiHanbHi abcuyecn — 5
(3,0 %), neputoHiT — 3 (1,8 %).
HassHicTe AC KoHCTaToBaHO
y 18 (10,9 %) nauieHTiB.

JlanapockoniyHo (gpyra rpy-
na) 6yno onepoaHo 98 (81,6 %)
xgopux Ha X, M — 7 (5,8 %),
A — 15 (12,5 %). MHiliHO-
CENTUYHI YCKNaaHEHHsI PO3BUHY-
nucb y 6 (5,0 %) nauieHTiB: Ha-
FHOEHHSA nicnsionepauinHnx paH
— 3(2,5 %), inTpaabgomiHanbHi
abcuecn — 2 (1,6 %), NnepuToHiT
— 1 (0,8 %). HasBHicTb AC KOH-
ctaToBaHo y 6 (5,0 %) nauieHTiB.

["HiHO-CEeNTUYHI yCKNagHeH-
Hs1 pO3BMHYNMCSA Ha 5—11-11 aeHb
(y cepegHbomy — 6,3%1,1) nic-
nga onepawii.

[Mpu NOpiBHAHHI rpyn ycTa-
HOBMEHO 3HauYyLLO MEHLUY 4vac-
TOTy nicnsgonepadinHux I'CY, a
TaKOX KOPOTLLY TpMBanicTb BTPY-
YaHHA W iICTOTHO HWXKYMIA Bigco-
TOK BUMYLLEHUX perianapoToMii
y rpyni XBOpux, onepoBaHnx na-
napockoniyHo (tabn. 1).

[poBeneHe gocnigXeHHs BU-
ABUNO 3HaYyLLy pisHuLo Mixx J1II,
NenkounTo30M N abComnTHO
KinbKicTio nimcpounTiB y nauieH-
TiB i3 [CY Ha 5-i geHb nicna-
onepadiviHoro nepiogy (tabn. 2).

OpepxaHi pesynbtaTtn CBia-
YyaTb NPO BUCHAXEHHS iIMyHOpe-
rynauii Ta weuake dopmMyBaHHS
iMyHOcynpecii nig BnNJMBOM iH-
TOKCKMKaLlil, BHACsigoK Yoro pos-
BUHYBCS1 Cencuc, npo Lo nos.i-
JOMUNN 1 iHWI asTopu [3; 4].

BucHoBKM

1. MHiMHO-cenTUYHI ycknag-
HEHHS1 BUHWKaIOTb 3HauyLLe MeH-
LLIe Y XBOPUX i3 TOCTPUMU 3aXBO-
PIOBaHHAMW OpraHiB yepeBHOT
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Tabnuuys 1

FHinHO-CenTUYHI yCKNagHeHHsA, penanapoTomii
Ta TpuBanicTb onepadii y nauieHTiB i3 roctpumm
3axBOPIOBAHHAMU OpraHiB YepeBHOI NOPOXHUHU, Y%

Cnoci6 onepaduii
MoKa3HuK nanapo- nanapo- p
TOMHUA, CKOMIYHUA,
n=164 n=120
HarHoeHHst paHu, % 6,1 2,5 <0,05
IHTpaabgomiHanbHuI abeuec, % 3,0 1,6 <0,05
MepuToHIT, % 1,8 0,8 <0,05
PenanapoTowmii, % 2,4 0,8 <0,05
TpwuBanicTb onepadii, X8 110 62 <0,05
Tabnuys 2
TNenikouuTapHum iHAEKC iIHTOKCUKaLil,
abcontoTHa KinbkicTb niMcounTis i nenkoumnTis
Yy XBOPMX i3 rHiHHO-CENTUYHUMMU YCKNagHEeHHAMM
Cnocib onepauii
MokasHuk - — p
nanapoTOMHUIA | nanapoCKOMNiYHNIA
JlenkouyunTu, r/n 11,0 8,3 <0,05
Jll 52 3,0 <0,05
JlimdouuTn, r/in 0,7 1,1 <0,05

NMOPOXHWHWN, ONepoBaHMMK Na-
napockoniyHo — 10,7 i 5,0 %
BignosigHo (p<0,05).

2. MNpegukTopamn po3BUTKY
FHIMHO-CENTUYHNX YCKITaAHEHb Y
nanapoCKOMiYHi YPreHTHIn Xi-
pyprii € nigemweHnn JTll Kanbd-
Kanidpa (> 3,0) Ta 3HMmKeHHs ab-
COMKTHOI KiNbKOCTI NiMcoumTiB
(< 1,1 r/n).

3. JlimoneHia y xBopux i3
nicnaonepauinHUMm rHiiHo-cen-
TUYHUMMU YCKNAaQHEHHAMMU Npu
rocTpMxX 3axBOPHOBAHHAX Op-

raHiB YepeBHOI MOPOXHUHM CBId-
YUTb NPO HAaSABHICTb iIMyHOCY-
npecii.
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ATPOIEHHI YWWKOOXEHHA
MPU NAMAPOCKOMIYHUNX OMNMEPALIAX

IBaHO-PpaHKIBCbKMIA HaLiOHaNbHNIN MEAUYHNIA YHIBEPCUTET, IBaHO-PpaHKiBCbK, YKpaiHa,
LleHTpanbHa Micbka KriHiYHa nikapHs, IBaHO-PpaHKiBCbK, YKpaiHa
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ATPOIEHHbIE NMOBPEXAEHUA NMPU NANAPOCKOMUYECKMX ONEPALIUAX

UeaHo-®paHKo8CKUl HaUUOHa bHbIU MeOUUUHCKUU yHusepcumem, MeaHo-®paHKo8CK, YKkpauHa

LlenmpanbHas 2opodckasi knuHudeckasi 6onbHuua, MleaHo-OpaHKOBCK, YkpauHa

Cpeam oCnoxXHeHW nanapoCcKOMUMYeCcKnxX onepawmin ATPOreHHbIe NoBpexaeHns Bctpeyatotes B 0,3—
3 % cny4aesB. Llenb nccnepoBaHus — M3ydeHne ATPOreHHbIX MOBPEXAEHMI NPY NanapoCKONMYeCcKnX
onepauusx. B knuHuke ¢ 2010 no 2014 rr. nposefeHo 1659 nanapockonuyecknx BMelLaTenbCTB Ha
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