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PE®EPEHTHHI AHAJII3 HIOBHOI'O MATEPIAJIY «PWL» TA IIIOBKY
HPU IKIPHO-M’A30BUX 3’€EJHAHHAX

Anomauin

YV npeocmaeneniti cmammi Hasedeno pezyiomamu  OOCHIONCEHHs, WO NPUCBAYEHE
NOPIBHAHHIO eheKMUBHOCMI 080X MUNI6 WIOBHUX Mamepianié - noinimepnozco mamepiany PWL
(nonieaneponakmoH, MmoHoginamenm), pospoonenoco HBO «biononimep», m. Ilonmasa, ma
MPaouyitino2o WKy - NPU YUUBAHHI WKIPHO-M S308UX PAH, 30Kpema npu onepayisx 3 00Cmynom
yepes cepeOUHHUL po3piz uepeenoi cminku. 11i0 yac nposedenus XipypeiuHo2o 6mpy4aHHs 0cooIusy
yeazy Oyno npudineno xapakmepy 3a20€HHA nicasgonepayitinoi panu. Bcmanosneno, wo pecenepayis
MKAHUH WISIXOM NEPEUHHO20 HAmA2Y 8i00Y8aNach 3HAYHO epekmusHiue y 2pyni meapuH, AKUM O
ywueanus o6yno euxkopucmano humxy PWL. 3oxkpema, y 90% eunaoxis y yiu epyni cnocmepieanocs
HOpManbhe 3a20€HHS Oe3 yckaaoueHsb. Hamomicms npu 3acmocysanni kKomOinayii kemeymy ma
UIOBKY NOKA3HUK 3A20€HHS NEpBUHHUM Hamscom cmanosus auwe 70%. Lle ceiouums npo suuyy
bionoeiyny inepmuicmo noaimepnoco mamepiany PWL, wo 3menwye imosipHicmv 6UHUKHEHHS
3ananvHuUx ycKiaoHensb. Yacmoma eusaenenus AicamypHux 3apocmkie (03HaxKa peaxyii opeamizmy Ha
CMOPOHHIU Mamepian) npu 3acmocy8anHi mpaouyiiHo2o woeKy 0yia 608i4i GuUU0I0, HIXHC Npu
guxkopucmanni PWL. 'V 30% meapun, skum YwusauHs npoGOOUNOCL UWIOBKOM [ Kemeymom,
cnocmepieanucs cepuosni YCKIaOHeHH s, 30KpeMd HACHOEHHS UiBi68 Ma HeCNPOMONCHICIb 3A20€HHS,
Wo He peccmpysaiucs y sunaoxy euxopucmanus PWL. JJocnioscenns maxooc noxazano, wo exice 3
0py2020 Nicia0nepayitinozo OHsA Y MEapuH, AKUM 0Y10 Npo8eO0eHO YUUBanHs panu Humkoio PWL,
3HAYHO 3MeHWy8anacy excyoayisa 3 panu. Lle 3yM0611068a10 3HUKHEHHS 3ANANLHO20 HAOPAKY i
CHPUSATIO WBUOULOMY 3POCIAHHIO MKAHUHHO20 Oeghekmy. Menwi eupadicena micyesa peaxyis Ha
WLOBHULL Mamepian y C8010 uepay CNpUsLa 3a2albHOMY NOIINULEHHIO NICTII0NEpayitiHo20 nepiooy.

Taxum uunom, ompumaui pe3yiomamu 008005iMb, WO BUOIP UWOBHO20 Mamepiany Mae
NpUHYUNOGe 3HaAYeHHs 0. nepebicy nicAAonepayiiHo2o nepiody ma KiHYe8o2o pe3yibmamy
xXipypeiunozo empyuanns. PWL € nepcnekmugnoio anvmepHamugoro mpaouyiuiHum WOoEHUM
mamepianam, oCKilbKu 3abe3neuye MeHuty KilbKicmb YCKAAOHeHb, NPUUBUOULYE NPoYeC 3a20EHHS
ma 0eMOHCMPYE BUCOKY DIOCYMICHICMb 13 MKAHUHAMU OP2AHIZMY.

Knwuoesi cnosa: xipypeis, onepayitini panu, 3a20€HHA pam, NOLIBANEPOIAKMOH.

Beryn. Bubip moBHOro Marepiany € KIHO4OBUM (aKTOPOM, SIKMW BU3HAYa€e
yCHiX XIPypriYHOrO0 BTPYYaHHsS, OCOOJWMBO TpHU 3’€THAHHI MIKIPH Ta M A31B, 1€
MOTPiOHI BOJHOYAC MIIHICTH, €TACTUYHICTh Ta 6i0cyMicHICTh [1 — 4]. [IloBK, sik oauH
13 HaWOIBII TMOIIMPEHUX IIIOBHUX MaTepialliB, MPOJIOBKYE BHKOPUCTOBYBATHCH
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3aBASKA TapHIM KEPOBAHOCTI Ta TOMIpHIM BapTocTi. OmHaK JesAKi JOCIHIHKEHHS
BKa3yIOTh Ha 3/IaTHICTb BUKJIMKATU MMOCWICHY TKAHUHHY PEaKIliio, KaiaspHy
IIPOHUKHICTH Ta MIJBUIICHUHN pu3uK 1HDeKin [ 5 — 7, 27, 32]. HatomicTh CUHTETHYHI
IIBM HOBOTO IMOKOJIHHS, 30KpeMa MOJIeCTepH 3 MOJIMEPHUMHU MOKPUTTAMU (THUITY
«PWLy - polyester with lubricant), po3poOneHi At 3HUKEHHS 3aNalbHOI B1AMOBIIL,
MIKpPOOHOI aaresii Ta 30epekeHHsT (I3UKO-MEXaHIYHUX BJIACTUBOCTEH HAa TPHUBAIMM
gac [1, 8 — 10, 22]. Taki mBU AEMOHCTPYIOTh CTaOUIbHI MOKA3HUKH MIITHOCTI TPH
HATATY Ta MEHIINY 4YacTOTy YTBOPEHHS MIC/soNepaliiHuX yckiagHeHb [19].
[TopiBHsmpHUN aHANM3 3a ydacTio PWL-HUTOK moOka3zaB BHIUN piBEHb TKAaHUHHOI
PE3UCTEHTHOCTI Y MOPIBHSAHHI 3 IIOBKOM Y M’SI30BO-LIKIPHUX 3’€IHAHHAX, 3 MEHII
BUPQXEHOIO TPaHYJSIINHOI0 pEaKIi€el0 Ta HUXKYAM pIBHEM OakTepiaJbHOTO
oOcimeninus [14 — 18]. Okpemi naHi BKa3ylOTh Ha MEpeBary Cy4acHHUX IIOBHHUX
MarepiaiaiB y Tall€HTIB 3 BHCOKMMHU (DAKTOpAMU PHU3HKY PO3BUTKY TKAaHMHHHUX
iHpekuii. Ilpy BUKOpUCTaHHI MOJIIECTEPHUX HUTOK 13 MOKPUTTAM, 3HAYHO PiAllIe
¢bikcyeTbest yTBopeHHs (iOpO3HUX KaIlCy 1 TraHTChKUX KIITHH, IO CBIAYUTH PO
BUCOKY OIlOCYMICHICTb. Y KOHTEKCTI PO3BUTKY Cy4YacHOi BETEpUHApPHOI Ta
EKCIIEpUMEHTAILHOT XIpyprii Bce OUIBIIOro 3HaUeHHsS HaOyBae 0OIpyHTOBaHUN BHOIp
IIIOBHOTO Marepiainy, Mo 3abe3nedye MiHIMaIbHy TKAaHUHHY pEaKilito, HamiiHy
(ikcariro paHu Ta mBHKe 3aroeHus [15, 11, 13, 6].

BiTun3HsIHI ~ OCHIJDKEHHS OCTaHHIX pPOKIB, BKa3ylOTh Ha IepeBaru
BUKOPUCTAHHA CUHTETUYHUX a0COpPOLINHUX MaTepialiiB HOBOTO MOKOJIIHHA, 30KpeMa
noniBaneponakTony (PWL), y nopiBHSHHI 3 TpaJAULIMHUMH, TAKUMH SIK OBK. PWL
Ma€ BHIILy O10CYMICHICTB, CIIPUSE IIBHIIOMY 3MEHIIIEHHIO €KCyallii Ta 3amajibHOro
HAOpsAKY, 3HW)KY€ WMOBIPHICTP PO3BUTKY HOPHIL 1 3abe3meuye Kpamly SKiCTb
3arO€HHSI paH MOPIBHSIHO 3 MOBKOM [5, 12, 30, 7].

XapakTepucTUKa WIIOBHOTO Marepiady Mae I[IHUPOKI BaplaliiiHl Mexl Ta
BKJIto4ae Oarato mapametpiB [20 — 25]. OgHUM 3 OCHOBHHMX MapaMeTpiB IIOBHOIO
Marepialy € BIUIMB OChOBOTO CKPyYyBaHHS Ha pyHHYBaHHS IIIOBHHUX BY3JIB.
BCTAHOBJICHO, 110 MaKCHUMaJIbHE HABAaHTAXEHHS Ha PYWHYBaHHS 3MEHIIUJIOCS Y
BY3JIax, 3aB'sI3aHUX y KIHIIEBUX METIISAX, IO MICTIThH OUIbIIIE CKPYYyBaHb, IS IEIKUX
TUIIB Ta po3mipiB mBa. 3 4 ckpyuyBanusmu, 0-PDO, 1 PDO ta 2-0 Nylon manu
OLIbIIly WMOBIPHICTh PYWHYBAaHHS y BY3Jll, HIK BYy37Hd 3 0 CKpy4uyBaHHSMHU. Y Cl IIBH,
mo Mictatb 10 ckpydyBanb, okpiMm 3-0 Monoderm, manu Oibllly WMOBIPHICTH
pyiiHyBaHHS y By3J, HDK By31M 3 0 ckpyuyBaHHsAMH. KiTbKICTh CKpydyBaHb Y
KIHIIEBIM METI1 MOKE He 30UIbIIYBaTH PU3UK PYHHYBaHHS y BY3Jli, OJHAK, BOHA MOXKE
3MEHIIUTH MaKCUMaJlbHE HaBaHTAKEHHSI HA pyHHYBaHHSA, 0COOJIMBO 31 30UTbIIEHHSM
po3Mmipy 1mBa [31]. Bei TunmM By3JiB CYyTTE€BO BIUIMBAIOTh HAa MOYATKOBE 3yCHIUIA Ta
BUJIOBKCHHS IIIOBHUX MaTepiaiiB, a TAaKOXX BIUIMBAIOTh HA 3YCHIIIS Ta BHIIOBKCHHS,
IpH SIKAHX PO3PHUBAIOTHCS BY370BI TeThi. OIiHKa BIUIMBY THIY BHKOPHUCTAHOTO
Marepiany, KoH(pirypaiii By3jga Ta BUKOPUCTaHHS JOJATKOBOIO KUAKA HA 3YyCHJIUIS
pO3TATyBaHHS TpU pPYWHYBaHHI, BHUJOBXKEHHS Ta CHOCiO pyHHYBaHHS pi3HUX
KoH(irypariii JTiHIHHUX MIBIB Ta BY3JOBUX MIOBHHUX meTenb [16, 17]. BecranoBieHo
3HAYHI BIMIHHOCTI B MIITHOCTI By3Jla Ta HaBAaHTAXXEHHI HA PO3PHUB MK PI3HUMU
TuriamMu MBiB. [Ipu mopiBHSHHI MIITHOCTI, HA PO3PHUB, KOB3HUX BY3JIIB 3 MIIHICTIO Ha
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po3puB By3miB 3-1-1 3 BUKOpPHCTaHHSM HEWJIOHOBUX IIOBHUX MarepiamiB 10-0
BCTAHOBJICHO, 1[0 CEPE/IHS CHJIa, 10 MPU3BOAMIA 10 PyWHYyBaHHsA By3ia 3-1-1 ta
KOB3HOTO By37a, ctaHoBuia 0,71 Ta 0,64 H Bianosiguo (P = 0,048). V HeltoHOBUX
moBHUX Martepianax 10-0 By3os 3-1-1 Mae cTaTUCTUYHO 3HAUYIE OUIBITY MIIHICTD
Ha pO3TAr, HDK KOB3HUI BY30Jl, B YMOBaX, KOJM BOHHU DPYHHYIOTHCS BHACIIJIOK
po3puBy abo posmirytyBaHHs [12, 18]. IIpu nmopiBHSIHHI pi3HUX IMIOBHUX MaTepiaiiB 3
kaniopom 3-0 (1moBk, nmoiteTpadTOpeTUICH, MOJIMPOIiIEeH, MoJiecTep, MOJIrIaKTHH
910, momirmikoaeBa KUCIOTA, MOJITVIEKAIPOH 25, MOJIIIOKCAaHOH) BCTAaHOBJIECHO, IO
MOJTIIIOKCAHOH OTPUMAaB HAWBHUIII 3HAYCHHS MIIHOCTI Ha PO3TAT Ta BHUIOBKCHHS,
noJITeTpaTOPETUIICH TMPOJEMOHCTPYBAB HAMCTAOUIbHINIY MIIHICTH Ha PO3TST
HaBITh NIPU HAWHMKUOMY 3Ha4YeHHI [29].

[TigGip moOBHOrO MaTepiany 3aJMIIAETHCS CKIAJHUM 3aBAaHHAM. [lepm Hix
NpUiiMaTH OOIPYHTOBAHE PILIEHHS, HEOOX1THO BPaXxOBYBaTH BIAMIHHOCTI B MILIHOCTI
Ta cTabIILHOCTI MK IIOBHUMH MartepiajaMu Ta MeTojaMu. [lepeBaru BUKOpUCTaHHA
MOJII/IIOKCAHOHY ~TOJISiTa€ 'y  BHUCOKIA MIIHOCTI Ha PO3TAT, HE3AJIEKHO Bij
BUKOPUCTOBYBAHOTO  METOJy IIBIB, a MOJITETpapTOPETHWIEH JIEMOHCTPYE
JOBrOTpHUBATY CTaOUIBHICTH [19 — 21].

IcHyroui Ha CHOTOAHI TpaJUIIiHI  XIPYypridHI HUTKH TMOTPEOYIOTH
yAOCKOHaJIEHHsI (PI3UYHUX Ta O10JIOTIYHUX BIACTUBOCTEH, 110 OyJIO HAMU BUSIBICHO
iJ] Yac MOPIBHAHHS Cy4acHOTO IIOBHOro marepianry PWL 3 TpaaumiiiHuM IIOBKOM.
OTpuMaHHI HaMH pe3yJbTaTH JOBOASATH IO IIOBHUN Marepial MOXE CYTTEBO
BIUIMBATH HA PE3YJbTATH XIPYPriYHOIO BTPYYAHHS Ta MOXE OyTH OJIHIEIO 3 IMPHUYMH
MiCJISIONEepalitHUX YCKIaHEHb.

Mera mnpoBectu pedepeHTHUI aHami3 MIOBHOrO Marepiay «PWLy 3
HaTypaJlbHUM IIOBKOM 3a PSIOM KIIHIYHUX Ta MOPQOJIOTIYHUX MOKA3HHKIB TMpHU
IIKIPHO-M S30BUX 3 €JTHAaHHSIX 3 METOI BU3HAYEHHS JIOLUJIBHOCTI BUKOPHUCTAHHS
cydyacHoro wmartepiany y xipyprii. OOrpyHTyBaTH JOLIJIBHICTh 3aCTOCYBaHHSI
a0COpOIIITHOr0 CHHTETUYHOTO IIOBHOTO MaTepialy JUisl YITUBAaHHS IIKIPHO-M S30BUX
paH y CBUHEM.

Buxjaa ocHoBHOro marepiaay gociimkenHsi. Kimaigal gocimipkeHHs Oyiu
npoBefieHi B niepiof 3 2023-2024 pp. Ha 6a31 ceunohepmu OOIT Xynoneit c. Musbini
[TontaBcekoro paiiony. s MOpIBHSUIBHOTO aHali3y IIOBHOrO matepiany PWLy
(momiBaneposakToH, MoHO(TamMeHT, BupooHuirea HBO «biomomimepy, [Tonrasa) ta
IIOBHOTO Matepiaidy 3 IIOBKY JJIS 3aKPHUTTS IIKIPHO-M’SI3€BHX paH MICHS KacTpaiii
MOMICHUX CBHHOK TOpoau Benuka Oima Ta I[Derpen, Bikom 2 wicsmi. bymo
chopmoBano 11Bi rpynu TBapuH (n=20) no 10 roxiB y KoxHI{, sKuM OyJia mpoBeaeHa
OBapiOEKTOMisl 3 JIAIApOTOMIEI0 Yepe3 BEHTPAJIbHY YacCTHUHY YEpPEBHOI CTIHKH.
TBapuHam mepmioi (KOHTPOJIBHOI) TPYNMH Ha HIKIPYy HAKJIAJalW BY3Jd 3 HIOBKY, a
TBapUHAM Jpyroi (IOciaHOT) rpynu Hakiaganu HUTKU «PWLy (mosiBaneposakToH,
moHodinamenT HBO «bionomimepy, m. [lontaBa). Panu aepo3oibHo 00po0siin yemi
CIpeeM, Ta amio-cipeeM. TBapuH (hiKCyBajdu Ha CIUHI 3 KyToM Haxwuiy B 45°. Ilig
HIKIpYy MO O1Iii JiHIT HA PIBHI OCTaHHBOTO cocka BBoAWIM 1o 20-30 M 0,25%-Boro
PO34MHY HOBOKAIHY.
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[Totim ckampmenem mo OUTiH  JiHIT po3’€AHYBalIM MIKIPY, MiIIIKIPHY
KJIITKOBUHY Ta CYXOXXWJIbHI IUIACTUHKM M’SI31B Ha BIJICTaHb 5 ¢cM. UepeBHY CTIHKY
BHUBOJIWJIM TIHIIETOM, BUBOAIINA B paHy Ta PO3CiKadu HOXKHUISAMH. [[oTiM BBOAMIN B
YepeBHY MMOPOXHUHY BKa3IBHUU Ta cepefHId MNaiblll JBOi PYKHM Ta 3HAXOAMIU
S€YHUK Ta BUBOJWIM Ha30BHI. Ha 3B’S3Ky s€yHUKA HaKJIaJaad TeMOCTATUYHHMA
maneT. TakuM ke YMHOM 3HAXOMMJIM 1HIINHA A€YHUK. [111 KOKHUN IMHIET IT1IBOININ
JiraTypy Ta INepeB’si3yBalid 3B’SI3KM SIEUHUKIB, a TOTIM 3pi3aiu ckajbnenem. Pany
YepeBHOI CTIHKM 3aKpHBAJIM JBOIOBEPXOBUM IIBOM: MEpIINil Oe3lnepepBHUI OB
HaKJaJald Ha O4YepeBUHY 3 (aciisiMu, Apyruil BY3JIUMKYBaTHUM — Ha IIKIpY Ta
NnoBepeXHEBY (hacIIiio 3 MIIUIKIPHOIO KIITKOBUHOI. Y Micisionepaniiiuii nepion (10
MOMEHTY 3HATTS IIIBiB) BPaXOBYBaJIMA 3MIHHU JIOKAJTLHUX TTOKA3HUKIB: CTaH KPaiB paHU
Ta OTBOPIB MPOKOJILHOTO KaHATY HABKOJIO JITraTyp, HAsSBHICTh CKOPUHOK Ha paHax, iX
KOJIp Ta CTymiHb ekcyaamii. KpiM Toro BpaxoByBaiM HasBHICTb IOYEpPBOHIHHA,
JIOKaJdbHE TIJABUILEHHS TEMIIEpaTypH, HASIBHICTh 3amajlbHOrO0 HAOpAKY, HOro
KOHCHUCTEHIIIIO Ta OOJNIOYICTh TMpH majbnaiii. Po3Mmip 3amaibHOro HaOpAKY
BUMIPIOBAJIM 3a JIOIOMOTOKO JIHIMKKM 3 IiHOW mnoauiku 1 mMm. OTpumanuit
EKCIIEpUMEHTAJIFHUN MaTepial ONpalbOBYBAJIM CTAaTUCTUYHO 3 BHU3HAYCHHSIM
cepeanboro apudmeruynoro (M), Ta iioro moxudku (m).

ExcnepumeHTanpHe JOCHIIKEHHS, Ha MOJENl OBapieKTOMIi CBUHI 3
BUKOPUCTAaHHSM CEPEAHBOTO pO3pi3y, MOKa3ajo, U0 3ar0€HHS paH 0yJio KpaluMm 3
BUKOPUCTAHHSAM CHHTETHYHOIro IIOBHOro Mmarepiay PWL (momiectep 3
MOKPUTTAM), HDK B KOMOIHAIli KETryTy Ta IIOBKY. 30KpeMa, 3aro€HHS paH
MEPBUHHUM HATATOM crioctepiranocs y 90% tBapun y rpyni PWL nopisasino 3 70%
y rpynax KeTryty Ta moBky. Lle moxe o3nadatu, mo PWL € Oinbin 6101HEpTHUM 1
10 peakilli TKAaHWHU MEHIII BUPaKeH1 Ticis iMIuTaHTanii (tadm. 1).

Tabmuus 1
IlepeOir 3aro€HHs micjasionepaiiHuX paH
loBHuii maTepian
Toxkasmme KerryT Ta moBk PWL
3aranpHa KUIBKICTb TBApUH 10 100% 10 100%
3aro€HHs paH 3a IEPBUHHUM HaTSITOM 7 70 9 90
3aroeHHs paH 3a BTOPUHHUM HaTATOM 3 30 1 10

o crocyerbes micasonepalifHUX YCKJIaJHEHb, MU BUSIBHJIM, 110 TBapHUHH,
SKAM HaKJIAJW [IBU KETTYTOM 1 MIOBKOM, MaJH O1IbII BUCOKY YacTOTY JITraTypHOI
¢icrymu (30 % mporu 10 % y rpymi PWL), a Takox ycKkiIagHEHb, TaKUX SK
HeCTIpOMOXXHICTh mBa 10 3aroeHds (10 %) 1 nHarHoenns (20 %), ski He
coctepiraymcss B rpymi PWL (tabn. 2). ITlopiBHSHHS pi3HHX MaTepiaiiB
XIpypriyHoro JOCTYNy BHSBUJIO HACTYNHI 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI. Y TBapuH, [
3aCTOCOBYBaJIM KETryT 1 IIOBK, BIACOTOK 3aro€HHs OMNEpaliiHUX paH MpHU
nepBuHHOMY Hatary crtaHoBuB 70 %, a B rpymi PWL — 90 %. Orxe,
JIarHOCTYBaHHA JIraTypHOI HOPHWIIl 4Yepe3 pEeakiilo Ha I[IOBHUM Marepial
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3ycTpivanacs BABIYl yacTime, HiX y rpymi PWL. Kpim toro, y 30 % uux TBapuu

BUHUKIA YCKIATHEHHS, SKi
HECIPOMOYKHICTD IIBiB 1 HATHOEHHS.

He Oynu 3adikcoBaHi B

IHIIUX BUIIAJAKaX

Taomung 2
Yacrora nmicjasionepaniiHuX yCKJIAJTHEHb
IloBHu# MaTepiaJ
IMoxkaznnk
KeTryT Ta HIOBK PWL

3arabHa KiUIbKICTh TBAPHH 10 100 10 100
Peakiiisi Ha MOBHUH MaTepian (JIiraTypHi HOPHIILi) 3 30 1 10
HecrpoMoKHICTh IIBIB 1 10 - -
HarnoeHns miBiB 2 20 - -
HeoOXiaHICTh 3HATTS IBIiB TaK TaK

HaitBummii  BiACOTOK mMiCsSONEpaiiHNX YCKJIAIHEHb CIIOCTEpIraBcs IpU
HaKJIQJICHH] CEepPEIUHHOTO IBa, MPUYOMY CTIHKM MAaTKH Ta YEPEBHOI MOPOKHUHU
3’€JIHyBaJId KETTYTOBHMH, a IIKIpy — IMIOBKOBUM IIOBHUM MaTepiajioM. 30Kpema,
Oynu BUSIBJEHI peakiii TBapuH Ha moBHUK wMatepian: y 10% TBapun Oyno
JI1arHOCTOBAHO He3aroeHHs paH, y 20% — HarHoeHHs JmiHii mBa. BonHouac
BUIIIEBKA3aH1 YCKJIQJHEHHsI BUHUKAIM 1 nipu 3actocyBanHi [IBJI, ane nume y 10%
TBapWH, y BUIJISIAL JIITaTypHUX HOPHWIb, 110, Ha HAIly TyMKYy, MOB’si3aHE HE 3
npoOjieMaMH C€aMOI'o IIIOBHOTO Marepiajly, a 3 HeIOCTaTHhOIO BEHTHJIALIEIO
onepaniitHoi panu. [lopiBHsJIbHA OIlIHKA TMAII€HTIB, $KI BUKOPHUCTOBYBAJU
KOMOIHAI[i}0 KETTyTOBUX 1 INOBKOBUX IIBIB Ha 3aBEpIIAJIbHOMY €Taml omnepari,
MoKaszaja, II0 YacToTa JIraTypHHMX CBHILIIB Oyja OJHAKOBOK Yy MAII€HTIB, fKi
BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIM Pi3HI IIOBHI MaTepiajy, aje 4acToTa HECIIPOMOXHOCTI IIBIB OyJia
Buioro (10%) 1 HarHO€HHS MIBIB TakoX O0yJsio BuiuM (20%).

OTxe, Ha BIOAMIHY BiJ 3aCTOCOBAHOTO IIOBHOTO Mmatepiany PWL TOBK,
HaKJIaJIeHUH Ha TIKIPHY OMepaliiHy paHy noTpioHo Bupanatu. [lpu mpomy, ciin
BpPaxoOBYBaTH 3aKjafeHy OUIBIIY IX MEXaHIYHY MIIHICTh Yy MOPIBHSHHI 13 IIIOBKOM,
KA 3yMOBJIIO€ MEHIITY UMOBIPHICTh PO3BUTKY HECITIPOMOKHOCTI IIBIB, III0 CTOCYETHCS
HacamIepes] MeliaHHOTO AocTymy. OTpuMaHi HaMH pe3yibTaTH Y3TOKYIOTHCS 3
nanumu Nguyen et al. (2023), skl moka3aiau, 110 MOJIIECTEPOBI IIOBHI Marepiaiu 3
AHTUMIKPOOHUM HOKPUTTSAM JIE€MOHCTPYIOTh 3HaYHO MEHIITY 4acTOTy
niciasonepaliiHuX 1HQeKid Ta Kpaimie 30epexeHHs CTPYKTYpu TKaHUH, HIXK
HaTypaibHl HUTKH [20]. KpimM TOro moBK € OLIbII pEaKTOreHHUM MaTepiajioM uepes
BUCOKHI BMICT O1JIKOBUX KOMIIOHEHTIB, SIKI MOXYTh BUKJIMKATH IMYHHY BIIAIOBIb.
i pe3ynbratu cmiBnaaamTh 3 BUcCHOBKamMu Kumar & Thomas (2022), siki BKa3yrTh
Ha IJBUIICHY WMOBIPHICTh KOJIOHI3AIlil MIOBKY OaKTepisIMH 4Yepe3 HOTO BHCOKY
KaMmuUISIPHICTH Ta BiJICYTHICTh aHTHOAKTEpiaibHUX BiacTuBocTel [10, 12].

BucHOBKHM Ta mnepcneKTHBHM MOJAJIbIIMX AOCJHiIKeHb. BcTaHoBieHo, 110
pereHepaitiisi paH NEPBUHHUM HATATOM CIOCTepirajacsl 4acTille IpU BHUKOPHUCTAHHI
moBHOro marepianry PWL. Yactka TBapuH 13 3aro€HHSIM OMEpaliifHOI paHu 3a
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NEPBUHHUM HATSITOM y BUIIAJKy 3aCTOCYBAaHHS KETTYTy Ta IIOBKY ctaHoBuia 70%, a
IpY BUKOPHUCTaHHI moBHOTO Matepiany PWL —90%. PWL.Y 30% TBapun
CHIOCTEpirajgn YCKIAgHEHHs, sIKi He Oynu 3adikcoBaHl B IHIIUX BHUMAAKaX —
HECIIPOMOXHICTh 3arolOBaHHs IIBIB Ta iX HAarHoeHHs. JloBeneHO, HIO0 IIOBHHM
matepian PWL mae MeHITy eKCylallilo paHH, 10 Y CBOIO YEpry, CHpPHUSIE IMIBUIKOMY
3MEHIIICHHIO 3allaJIbHOTO HAOPSAKY Ta 3pOCTaHHIO Ae(EKTY.
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REFERENT ANALYSIS OF “PWL” AND SILK SUTURE MATERIALS IN
SKIN-MUSCLE JUNCTIONS

Abstract

The presented article provides the results of a study dedicated to comparing the
effectiveness of two types of suture materials—a polymeric material, PWL (polyvalerolactone,
monofilament), developed by NGO “Biopolymer,” Poltava, and traditional silk—for suturing skin-
muscle wounds, particularly in operations with access through a median incision of the abdominal
wall. During the surgical procedure, special attention was paid to the nature of postoperative
wound healing. It was established that tissue regeneration by primary intention occurred
significantly more effectively in the group of animals where the PWL thread was used for suturing.
Specifically, in 90% of cases in this group, normal healing without complications was observed. In
contrast, when a combination of catgut and silk was used, the primary intention healing rate was
only 70%. This indicates a higher biological inertness of the polymeric material PWL, which
reduces the likelihood of inflammatory complications. The frequency of ligature granuloma
detection (a sign of the body's reaction to a foreign material) when using traditional silk was twice
as high as when using PWL. In 30% of animals whose wounds were sutured with silk and catgut,
serious complications were observed, including purulent suture infections and healing failure,
which were not registered in cases using PWL. The study also showed that as early as the second
postoperative day, animals whose wounds were sutured with PWL thread had a significant
reduction in wound exudation. This led to the disappearance of inflammatory edema and promoted
faster tissue defect growth. The less pronounced local reaction to the suture material, in turn,
contributed to the overall improvement of the postoperative period.

Thus, the obtained results prove that the choice of suture material is of fundamental
importance for the course of the postoperative period and the final result of a surgical intervention.
PWL is a promising alternative to traditional suture materials, as it ensures fewer complications,
accelerates the healing process, and demonstrates high biocompatibility with the body's tissues.

Keywords: surgery, surgical wounds, wound healing, polyvalerolactone.
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