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Summary
ROLE OF ENDOVIDEOLAPAROSCOPIC TREATMENT OF HERNIA OF THE ESOPHAGEAL DIAPHRAGMATIC OPENING.
Pavlovskiy M.P., Popyk M.P, Plahtin O.D., Gavrysh Y.I., Bilyk V.I.
Keywords: diaphragmatic hernia, esophagitis,  laparoscopical plastic
Under our supervision there were 69 patients with hernia of the esophageal opening of diaphragm. All of them were operated on. The
method  of the operative treatment of diaphragmatic hernia and the renewal of locking function of cardia were performed both by the
opened operation access and by laparoscopy. In the postoperative period there were no relapses of the esophagitis and diaphragmatic
hernia, both were confirmed by radiologic and endoscopic methods.
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Ïðîàíàë³çîâàíî ðåçóëüòàòè ³ìïëàíòàö³¿ ñ³ò÷àñòèõ àëîòðàíñïëàíòàò³â â 60 ëàáîðàòîðíèõ
òâàðèí – ùóð³â ë³í³¿ Â³ñòàð. 30 òâàðèíàì  âèêîíàíà ³ìïëàíòàö³ÿ ïîë³ïðîï³ëåíîâèõ ñ³òîê, 30
òâàðèíàì – êîìïîçèòíèõ ïîëåãøåíèõ ñ³òîê ç âåëèêèìè ïîðàìè. Âèâ÷åí³ îñîáëèâîñò³ ïåðåá³ãó
òêàíèííî¿ ðåàêö³¿ íà ³ìïëàíòàö³þ ñ³òîê îáîõ òèï³â. Çàñòîñóâàííÿ êîìïîçèòíèõ åíäîïðîòåç³â
çìåíøóº çàïàëüí³ ïðîöåñè â ä³ëÿíö³ ³ìïëàíòàö³¿ ñ³òîê òà ïîçèòèâíî âïëèâàº íà øâèäê³ñòü
ðåãåíåðàòîðíèõ ïðîöåñ³â òà ÿê³ñòü óòâîðåíî¿ ñïîëó÷íî¿ òêàíèíè.
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Summary
TISSUE RESPONSE DESCRIPTION ON POLYPROPYLENE AND COMPOSITE  ALOTRANSPLANTATS  IMPLANTATION.
Chetverikov S.G., Vododiuk V.Yu., Sivokoniuk O.V., Chekhlov M.V.
Key worlds: incisional ventral hernia, alotransplantats, tissue  response.
There were analyzed the results of implantation of meshes to the 60 laboratory animals, which were rats of Wistar line. It was performed
the implantation of polypropylene meshes for the 30 animals. It also was performed the implantation of  composite "relieved" mesh with
large pores for the 30 animals. We study the features of tissue reaction after implantation for both types of meshes. Using of composite
endoprosthesis reduces inflammation in the area of implantation of mesh and  impacts positive to the speed of regeneration processes
and makes connective tissue more biologically compatible.


