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Â ñòàòò³ ïðåäñòàâëåí³ ïîð³âíÿëüí³ ðåçóëüòàòè çàñòîñóâàííÿ ðàííüîãî ïðîòåçóâàííÿ òà áèí-
òóâàííÿ êóêñè ó õâîðèõ ç ì³ñöåâèì ï³ñëÿàìïóòàö³éíèì áîëåì. Âñòàíîâëåíî, ùî ðàííº ïðîòåçó-
âàííÿ ñïðèÿº íîðìàë³çàö³¿ áàëàíñó ð³âí³â ïðîçàïàëüíèõ öèòîê³í³â, ïðèãí³÷óº òðîô³÷í³ ðîçëàäè â
àìïóòàö³éí³é êóêñ³, ïðîô³ëàêòóº ðîçâèòîê òà ïîäàëüøèé ïåðåá³ã áîëüîâîãî ñèíäðîìó.
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 1
 (M m)

SpO2

54,09±3,27 59,36±2,84 38,23±1,26

 6 9,77±1,01* 90,36±1,82* 61,73±1,14*
-

 (n=22)

81,05±1,93 60,7±9,04 65,14±6,2
53,2±2,69 57,2±2,21 37,96±1,13

 6 15,2±0,89*# 74,24±2,00*# 52,12±1,09
(n=25) 69,95±2,09 33,18±5,33 39,66±4,54

55,83±2,12 59,5±2,00 38,75±1,21

 6 24,17±1,72*#^ 68,33±1,95*#^ 47,5±0,89
-
-

 (n=11)
56,94±2,21 15,17±1,75 23,46±3,14

: 1. * -  <0,05  “ ”;
2. # -  <0,05  “ ”;
3. ^ -  <0,05  “ ”.
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 2
   (M m)

, , %
10,54±0,26 -

 2 6,95±0,26* 33,91±2,05 (n=22)
 6 5,69±0,27* 43,5±2,09

10,16±0,24 -
 2 6,65±0,2* 34,18±1,95

-
 (n=25)

 6 6,75±0,13*# 33,04±1,47
10,31±0,42 -

 2 8,13±0,16*#^ 19,67±3,76-
 (n=11)  6 8,9±0,15*#^ 12,32±3,34
: 1. * -  <0,05  “ ”;
2. # -  <0,05  “ ”;
3. ^ -  <0,05  “ ”.
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, ,
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 43,5%. , 

 10-20%, 
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).
-6 

 6 
. -6 

, -
, 
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 3
-6  ( )    (M m)

-6, 
 6 , %

- 10,89±0,23 6,54±0,17 39,54±1,72
-

 (n=22) 12,6±0,25§ 5,69±0,23*§ 54,73±1,71
- 10,89±0,23 7,01±0,16 35,02±1,86

 (n=25)
12,02±0,23§ 6,38±0,22*#§ 46,48±2,1

- 10,59±0,25 8,54±0,26 18,92±2,97
-
-

 (n=11)
12,13±0,3§ 8,1±0,23*#^ 32,96±2,07

: 1. * -  <0,05  “ ”;  2. # -  <0,05  “ ”;  3. ^ -  <0,05
 “ ”; 4. § -  <0,05 -6 .
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 4
 ( - )    (M m)

, 
 6 , %

90,73±2,18 63,67±2,18* 29,41±2,41-
 (n=22) 109,05±2,29§ 69,86±2,35* 36,06±1,52

91,17±2,01 73,14±2,58*# 19,71±2,29 (n=25)
106,38±2,32§ 78,45±2,54*# 25,68±2,56
90,65±2,43 80,72±1,98*#^ 10,82±1,16-

 (n=11) 106,67±3,36§ 87,33±3,25*#^ 17,36±3,79
: 1. * -  <0,05  “ ”;  2. # -  <0,05  “ ”; 3. ^ -  <0,05

 “ ”; 4. § -  <0,05 .
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Summary
EARLY PROSTHETIC TREATMENT IN PREVENTION AND THERAPY OF POST-AMPUTATION PAIN SYNDROME
Bessmertny Yu.A.
Key words: pain syndrome, amputation stump, prevention, early prosthetic treatment.
The paper represents the comparative data regarding to the early prosthetic treatment and bandaging of amputation stamp in patients
with topical post-amputation pain. It has been found out the early prosthetic treatment results in the balancing of anti-inflammatory
cytokine level, inhibiting trophic disorders in amputation stump, prevention  the development of pain syndrome.
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