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IOCBII BETEHHS IIOCTEMBOJII3ALIITHOTO CUHIIPOMY Y MAI[IEHTOK
I3 MIOMOIO MATKH

MeTa pgocnigpkeHHA — ONTUMI3yBaTV BeAEHHSA Nic/sionepauinHoro nepiogy y nauieHToK i3 MIOMOK MaTtky nicns emo6onizauii
maTkoBux apTepiii (EMA).

Marepianu ta metogu. [NpoaHanizoBaHO KNiHiYHY AOKYMeHTauito 32 nauieHToK i3 MiOMOK MaTku, SKi 3a3Hasim EMA B ogHil
i3 NpyBaTHMX KNiHiK Kneea Ta nepebyBann Mif, HALLMM CMOCTEPEXEHHAM Yy MicisonepauiiHomy nepiogi. CepefHiii Bik nawuieHToK
cknaB (39,75+2,19) poky. 3He60M0BaHHA BigbyBanock 3a BU60OpOM nauieHTkn: 28,125 % (n=9) nauieHToK obpanun enigypasnbHy
aHecrtesito (E[A), 21,875 % (n=7) — BHYTPIiLLHbOBEHHY cepadito Ta y 50 % (n=16) EMA BUKOHYBaU1 Nif, BHYTPILUHLOBEHHUM Hap-
KO30M 3i CMOHTaHHNM AMXaHHSM. YCi nauieHTKn y cTauioHapi B nicnsionepauinHoMy nepiogi 3 MeTol 3He60/110BaHHSA OTpMyBaIn
TpMMenepuauH, napaleramon, gekcketonpodeH, Ana aHtubakTepianbHOT Tepanii npusHavasin MeTpoHigason Ta LedypoKeum.
[na ambynatopHOro nikyBaHHs ycim nauieHTkam npu3Hadasiv TabneToBaHi METPOHIAa30/ Ta LedypoKCHM, TPUBANICTb MPUAMAHHSA
cknagana 10 gHis. 13 MeTO 3HE60/OBAHHSA NaLieHTKaM NPOMNoHyBasiv pekTasibHi Cyno3unTopii 3 AnknogeHakom abo Tabnetosa-
HWIA NIOPHOKCKKaM YK iBynpoddeH, 3a/1eXHO Bif NPosiBiB 60/1b60BOr0 cMHAPOMY. [ns npodpinakTukn BUCXIAHOT iHCpeKUiT nauieHTKn
oTpUMyBasIM BariHasibHi cynosuTopii 3 Lactobacillus acidophilus 2 pasu Ha TwXAeHb NpoTArom 1 micaus.

Pe3ynbTatu gocnigpxeHHsa 1a ix o06roBopeHHs. lMicna EMA cepefHii nokasHuk 60110 3a YMCNOBOK PEVTUHIOBOD LLIKAI00
6onto (Big 1 go 10) Ha 2-ry goby nicns EMA cknas (4,06+£0,59) 6ana. CepegHsa TpuBanicTb rocnitanisauii nicna EMA cknana
(2,5£0,25) gHsA, a 28,12 % (n=9) nauieHTOK BMMYyLLEHI Oy/iM NpoBeCTM BAOMA A0 3 A40AATKOBUX AHIB 3 METOK peabinitauil.

BucHoBku. EMA Mae rapHi nokasHuky nepeHoCcMMOCTi Ta KOpOTKi TepMiHu peabinitauii. TpmanicTb rocnitanisayi Ta peabinitaui
nicna EMA cniBMipHa 3 Takot npv slanapocKoniyHin onepauii. 3a40BiNbHUI piBeHb 60/1bOBOr0 CUHAPOMY [AOCAraeTbLCHA NpoBe-
AeHHam EMA nig 3aranibHMM BHYTPILLHbOBEHHNM HapKo30M abo enigypasibHOK aHecTesieto, a ambynaTopHa aHTMbioTKoTepanis
(o 10 gHiB), npoTu3anasibHa Tepanist 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM BariHa/IbHMX Ta NepopasibHNX NPO6IOTUYHMX NpenapartiB 3abe3nevyoTb
NpPoiNaKkTUKy CenTUYHMX ycknagHeHs nicns EMA Ta agekBaTHe 3HEOG0/HOBAHHS.

KniouoBi cnoBa: em6onisaLlis MaTKoBKX apTepili; MioMa MaTkun; noctembonizaliiHiii CUHAPOM.

OnbIT BEAEHUA MOCTAIMBO/IU3ALNOHHOIO CUHAPOMA Y MALMEHTOK C MMOMOW MATKI

Lenb uccnegoBaHus — ONTVMW3MPOBaTh BeAeHWEe MOCNeonepaLoHHOro nepuoga y naumMeHTok ¢ MMOMOIM MaTtku nocrne
amM6onM3auUmmn MaTouHbIx aptepuii (AMA).

Matepuanbl u meToabl. [TpoaHaIM3npPoOBaHO K/IMHUYECKYO JOKYMEeHTauMo 32 naumMeHToK C MMOMOW MaTKu1, NOABEPrLUMXCA
OMA B 0[HOI 13 YaCTHbIX KIMHUK KneBa, KOTOpble HaXOAWIMCh MOA, HalwyM HabnofeHeM B NOC/ieonepauoHHOM nepuoae.
CpepfHuii Bo3pacT naumeHTok coctasun (39,75+2,19) roga. O6e36011BaHme NPOUCXOANO0 NO BbIGOPY naumeHTkun: 28,125 % (n=9)
nauMeHToK BbIbpanu anuaypasnbHyo aHecTesnto, 21,875 % (n=7) — BHyTpMBEHHYIO cegaunio n B 50 % (n=16) DMA npoxoguna
nof, BHYTPUBEHHBLIM HAPKO30M CO CMOHTaHHbIM [blXxaHueM. Bce naumeHTky B cTaumoHape B Noc/ieonepaumoHHOM rnepuoge C Le-
Nbto 06e360/1MBaHNA NOAyYaIM TPUMENEPUANH, napaueTamosn U AeKCKETONPogeH, a aHTnbakTeprasibHy Tepanuio cocTaBunm
MeTpOoHWAa30/ 1 Ledypokeum. 15 ambynaTopHOro fie4eHns BCem nauveHTkam HasHavyamcb TabneTmpoBaHHbie METPOHMAA30/
1 LedypoKCUM, NPOAO/MKNTENBHOCTL NprMemMa cocTasnsna 10 gHeir. C uenbio 06e360n1vBaHUsS NauyeHTkam npegaranvcb pek-
TaslbHble CyNNO3NTOPUN C AUKIOheHaKOM UM TabNeTUPOBAaHHbIM TOPHOKCUKaM, U NbynpodeH, B 3aBUCMMOCTI OT NPOsIBAEHN
601eBoro cuHapoma. [ npochnnakTyki BOCXoasaLein MHAIEKLMI NaLMeHTK1 NoNyYany BarnHasibHble cynnosutopum ¢ Lactobacillus
acidophilus 2 pa3a B Hegento B TedeHne 1 mecsua.

Pe3ynbratbl uccnepoBaHus U Ux obeyxaeHue. NMocne SMA cpeaHuii nokasartenb 6011 N0 YNCN0BOV PeTUHIOBOM LKane
60nm (0T 1 pgo 10) Ha 2-e cyTkM nocne onepauun coctasun (4,06+0,59) 6anna. CpeaHsas NPOAO/MKUTENBHOCTb rocnMTann3aunm
nocne 3MA cocrtasuna (2,5+0,25) gHsA, a 28,12 % (n=9) nayneHTOK BbIHYXAEHbI OblM NPOBECTM AOMa A0 3 AONOHUTENbHbIX
[Hel ¢ uenbio peabunuraumn.

BbiBogbl. OSMA 1MeeT XopoLume nokasaresivm NnepeHoCUMOCTH U KOPOTKME CPOKM peabunutaumn. MpofomxkuTensHOCTb rocnuTta-
nusauum n peabunutaumm nocne AMA conocTaBrMa C TakoBOI NPK 1anapocKonMUYeckoli onepawun. YA0BNeTBOPUTENbHBI YPOBEHb
60M1eBOro cMHApPOMa AocTuraeTcs nposefeHneM AMA nof o6LyM BHYTPUBEHHBIM HAPKO30M MW aNuAypasibHOW aHecTesnei, a
ambynartopHas aHTMbunoTkoTepanus (8o 10 gHeit), NpOTMBOBOCNA/IMTE/IbHASA Tepanusi C UCNONb30BaHNEM BarMHaslbHbIX 1 Nepo-
panbHbIX MPOGUOTUYECKMX NPenapaToB 06ecneynBaoT NPoUIaKTVKY CENTUHECKNX OCNOXHEHWIA 1 afeKkBaTHOE 06e360/1MBaHNE.

KnioueBble cno.a: 3M6on|/|3au,v|;| MaToYHbIX apTepvu?l; MMUomMa MaTku; I'IOCT3M6OI'II/I3€:1LI|I/IOHHI>II‘/JI CMHAOPOM.

EXPERIENCE OF MANAGEMENT OF POSTEMBOLIZATION SYNDROME IN PATIENTS WITH UTERINE FIBROIDS

The aim of the study — to optimize the management of the postoperative period in patients with uterine fibroids after UAE.

Materials and Methods. The clinical documentation of 32 patients with uterine fibroids who underwent UAE in one of the
private clinics in Kyiv and were under our supervision in the postoperative period was analyzed. The mean age of patients was
(39.75+2.19) years. Anesthesia was chosen by the patient — 28.125 % (n=9) patients chose epidural anesthesia, 21.875 % (n=7)
— intravenous sedation and 50 % (n=16) of UAE was performed under intravenous anesthesia with spontaneous breathing. All
patients in the postoperative period received trimeperidine, paracetamol, and dexketoprofen for analgesia, and metronidazole and
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cefuroxime were given as antibacterial therapy. For outpatient treatment, all patients were prescribed tableted metronidazole and
Cefuroxime, the duration of admission was 10 days. For the purpose of pain relief, the patients were offered rectal suppositories
with diclofenac or tableted Lornoxicam or Ibuprofen, depending on the manifestations of the pain syndrome. To prevent ascending
infection, the patients received vaginal suppositories with Lactobacillus acidophilus 2 times a week for 1 month.

Results and Discussion. After UAE, the average pain score on the numerical pain rating scale (1 to 10) for 2 days after UAE
was (4.06+0.59) points. The average duration of hospitalization after UAE was (2.5+0.25) days and 28.12 % (n=9) of patients were
forced to spend up to 3 additional days at home for rehabilitation.

Conclusions. UAE has good tolerability and short rehabilitation time. The duration of hospitalization and rehabilitation after UAE
is comparable to that of laparoscopic surgery. Satisfactory level of pain is achieved by performing UAE under general intravenous
anesthesia or epidural anesthesia, and outpatient antibiotic therapy (up to 10 days), anti-inflammatory therapy with vaginal and

oral probiotic drugs and prevention of septic complications.

Key words: uterine artery embolization; uterine fibroids; postembolization syndrome.

BCTYI. Em6onisauis matkoBux aptepin (EMA) — ue
CyAVHHa onepaldisi, cnpsiMoBaHa Ha MaJsi0iHBa3nBHY peayk-
Ljil0 po3mipiB MioMaTO3HMX BY3/1iB. He3Baxatoum Ha Te, Lo
EMA nponoHyeTbCA K afibTepHaTuBa rictepekTomii 3 1995
POKy, Lsi onepauis yepe3 ynepesXeHHs Ta HeoOXigHICTb
creujasibHOI anapaTtypuy € HecnpaBea/IMBO HEMonyIsiPHO
cepep nikapis Ta NaLieHTOK.

[aHi LoA0 NOPIBHAHHS Pi3HNX METOAIB NiKyBaHHSA MiOMU
3 EMA € goBoni cynepeunmeiMn. Hessaxaroum Ha Te, Lo
3arasiom EMA onucyeTbcs sik 6e3neyHunii MeTog, 3 KOPOTKO-
TPMBA/IOK rocniTanisauieo Ta HU3bKUM PIBHEM YCKIaAHEHb
[1-3], Manyonda . et al. 3a3HauatoTh, L0 SKICTb XUTTS NicAs
KOHCepBaTUBHOT MioMekToMiT (KM) 6yna BULLOH MOPIBHSAHO
3 EMA, Ta nnwe 7 % XiHoK, siki 3a3Hanim KM, notpebysanu
[00aTKOBYX OMepaTuBHMX BTPy4YaHb NOPIBHAHO 3 16 %y rpyni
EMA. YacToTa nepu- Ta nicnsionepauiiHnx ycknagHeHb oyna
04HaKoBO B 060x rpynax [4]. 3 iHworo 60ky, Yoon J. K. et
al. gemoHcTpytoTb 10,4 % pusKKy ycknagHeHb, Lo noTpe-
OyHOTb peiHTepBeHLii NPOTArom 5 pokiB cnocTepexeHHs [5],
a 3aBAsAkn EMA 5K MiHIMYM Y %3 NauieHTOK MOXHA YHUKHYTU
rictepekTomii [6, 7]. HaBiTb Npu HasiBHOCTI MiOM Be/IMKO-
ro posmipy (=10 cm y giameTtpi Ta/abo npu 06’emi MaTku
>700 cm®) EMA [103B0ONSIE BUKOHATN e(DEeKTUBHE OpraHo36e-
piratoue nikyBaHHsS1 3 HU3bKMM PiBHEM ycknagHeHb [8—10].
CTOCOBHO CcTyp60oBaHOCTI Woao Bnaney EMA Ha chepTuib-
HICTb, iICHYIOTb MEePEeKOHNMBI AaHi, wWo EMA He BnvMBae Ha
oBapiasibHWIA pe3epB Yy XiHOK, monogwmx 40 pokis, MPO Lo
CBiAUYNTb BiACYTHICTb 3HAYHOI 3MiHW piBHS AMI i ®CIT Ta
[OOMnepiBCbKMX NokasHukie nicis EMA [10-15].

BapTo 3a3HaunTK, Wo SAKicTb npoBegeHHss EMA Ta Big-
CYTHICTb HeLiNIboBOT eMbosii3aui (MioMeTPIs UM AEYHNKOBOT
apTepii 3a HasBHOCTi aHacToMO3iB) [16] 3aneXxunTb Bif HaBU-
YOK CYZIMHHOrO Xipypra Ta po34i/1bHOI 34aTHOCTI aHriorpada.

LLIBnAKiCTb po60TK CYAMHHOrO Xipypra BU3Havae TpuBa-
NicTb NepebyBaHHs Nif PeHTreHIBCbKMM BUNPOMIHIOBaHHSM,
LLIO TaKOX BaXX/TMBO A/151 30EpeXeHHS OBapiaslbHOro pesepBy
nauieHTKu.

Hapasi BiACyTHi YiTKi KepiBHMLTBA i3 BeAeHHs nicasione-
pauiiHoro nepioay nicnsi npoBeaeHHs EMA. Y gesikux ny6ni-
Kauisix, npucesiueHnx EMA, naeTbes HaBiTb NPO BiACYTHICTb
noTpedu B aHTMOBIOTMKOTEpanii B Nic/isionepawiiHoMy nepiogi
[17, 18], wo, Ha Hally AYMKY, € K/H0UYOBMM (DAKTOPOM Micns-
onepawjiiiHMX yCKIagHeHb, ON1caHnx B 3apybixkHin nitepatypi.

Mwn BBaXXaeMo, L0 NpoBefeHHss EMA noTpebye TakTu-
K/ BefEeHHS CMiBpO3MIpHOro nanapockoniyHiin onepadii y
cTauioHapi Ta nposioHroBaHoro (4o 10 AHiB) NpM3HaYeHHs
aHTMbakKTepianbHOI Tepanii A5 AOCATHEHHST Halikpalnx
pe3ynbTaTiB Ta NPogiNaKTUKL YCKIagHEHb.

META OOCNIAKEHHSA — onTumisyBaTy BeAeHHs nicns-
onepawiiHoro nepiogy y naujeHToK i3 Miomoro MaTtkm nicnst EMA.

MATEPIA/IN TA METOAW. My npoaHanisyBasn KAiHiuHy
[OOKYMeHTaL,ito 32 naLieHTOoK i3 MiOMOK MaTKu, siKi 3a3Han
EMA. EMA BuKoHyBann Ha aHriorpadi Philips Allura Xper
FD20, BMKOpUCTOBYBa/IM NEPEBaXKHO ChepuyHi emobonun.
MposiBn 60/1bOBOTO0 CUHAPOMY OLiHIOBa/IN 3a YMCMOBOIO
penTrHroBoto wwkanow 6onto (YPLUB) mig yac nikapcbkux
obxogiB..

CepepgHili Bik nauieHTok cknaB (39,75+2,19) poky. Y 68,75 %
(n=22) BunagakiB nawieHTKn 3BepTanincb 4o EMA 3 npusoay
AMK-M, i3 HUX Mmanu BTOpuHHE 6e3nnigaa 13,6 % (n=3) Ta
9,09 % (n=2) XBOpPWX 3BEPHYNNCb AN1si NOBTOPHOI EMA i3
npuBoay pesackynspusauii. 31,25 % (n=10) nawieHToK 06-
panun EMA yepe3 HasiBHICTb CUMMTOMIB CTUCHEHHS Ta30BUX
opraHiB. 3He60/110BaHHSA BigbyBasoCh 3a BNaCHMM BUGOPOM
nauieHTkum: 28,125 % (n=9) nauieHTok o6pasnin enigypanbHy
aHecTesito (EQA), 21,875 % (N=7) — BHYTPilLHbOBEHHY
cepauito Tay 50 % (n=16) EMA BigbyBanacb nig BHyTpiLL-
HbOBEHHUM HaPKO30M 3i CIOHTAHHUM AUXaHHSIM.

PE3YNILTATU AOCIAWKEHHA TA IX OBFrOBOPEHHS.
CepepgHin nokasHmk 6onto 3a UPLWE (Big 1 go 10) Ha 2-ry
[o6y nicna EMA cknas (4,06+0,59) 6ana. Okpim 60/160B0r0
cuHapomy, 21,87 % (n=7) nauieHTOK BigMiyann HygoTy Ta
y 15,62 % (n=5) Gynu ckapru Ha ANCKOMJIOPT Npu ceyo-
BUMYCKaHHI Y1 YacTi NO3MBKN A0 CevyoBUMNycKaHHs, 28,12 %
(n=9) naujieHTOK BigMiYaM TPUBOXHICTb Ta MCUXOMOTIYHWI
[AMCcKoMpOopT, MOB’A3aHWI i3 60/1b0BMM CMHAPOMOM. CepeaHs
TpuBanicTb rocnitTanisauii cknana (2,5+0,25) gHs.

3a AaHMMKM ONWUTYBaHHSA MaUiEHTOK B YCHIn chopmi npu
amMOy/iaTOpHOMY CMOCTepPEXeHHi, 28,12 % (n=9) nauieHToK
BMMYLLEHI OyNn NpoBecTV BAOMA A0 3 A0AATKOBUX OHIB 3
MeTol peabinitauii.

Yci nauieHTKM y cTauioHapi B nicasionepauiiHomy nepi-
0Aj 3 METOK 3HEOO/BAHHA OTPMMYBa/IM TPUMENEPUANH,
iHQUY3iMHMIA NapaueTamMon Ta iH'eKLiiHNIA 4eKCKETOMPOMEH,
a ins aHTMbaKTepiasibHOI Tepanii npu3HadYany iHy3iiHi Me-
TpOHiga3on Ta uedypokcm. st aMbynaTopHOro JlikyBaHHS
yCiM navjieHTKam npusHavasivm TabneToBaHi METPoHiga3on Ta
uedypokcum, TpmBanicTb NpuiiMaHHs ckiagana 10 gHis. 13
METOH 3HEBO0MH0BaHHS NaLjiEHTKaM NPONOHYBaIN PeKTasIbHi
Cyno3nTopii 3 ANKIodheHakoM abo TabneToBaHuii TOPHOKCK-
Kam 4m ibynpodheH, 3a/1eXHO Bifg, NPOsiBiB 60/1bOBOr0 CUHAPO-
My. 15 npochinakTukyM BUCXiAHOT iHQPEKL,iT naLieHTKn OTpu-
MyBau/In BariHasibHi cyno3uTopii 3 Lactobacillus acidophilus
2 pasu Ha TWXKAEeHb NPOTAroM 1 MicsAus. YCi nauieHTKn Masm
TeneoHHMIA 3B’A30K i3 NiKyHUMM FiHEKO/I0rOM Ta CYAUHHUM

Xipyprom.
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Y nogasnblUoMy NauieHTOK 3anpoLlyBasiv Ha Bi3nT Yepes
1, 3, 6, 12 micauiB nicna EMA anst MOHITOPUHIY pO3MmipiB
MaTKn Ta MiomaTo3HOoro By3na/is.

BUCHOBKW. 1. Em6oni3aLisi MaTkoBMX apTepiin — ue
Cy4YacCHUn MeTof, Mas10iHBA3NBHOTO MiKyBaHHSA CUMMMTOMHOT
MiOMUW MaTKu, Lo Npu BigNnoBiAHOMY iHChOpMyBaHHI Ta KomM-
NAaEHCI 3i CTOPOHU NALEHTKN, a TAKOX PETE/IbHOMY BEAEHHI
nicnsionepaujiiHoro CMHAPOMY Mae A06pi NOKa3HUKK nepe-
HOCUMOCTI Ta KOPOTKi TepMiHM peabiniTauji.

2. TpuBanicTb rocnitanisauii Ta peabinitayii nicns EMA
criBMipHa 3 Takow Mpv NnanapockomniyHili onepauii Ta Ha-
6araTo MeHLla 3a lanapoTOMHy.

3. 3a40BiNbHUI piBEHb 60/IbOBOr0 CUHAPOMY Aocsra-
€TbCsi NpoBegeHHAM EMA nig 3arasibHMM BHYTPILLHbOBEH-
HMM HapKo30M abo enigypasbHOK aHecTesier 3aMiCTb
MiCLEeBOI aHecTesiT AiNSHKM NYHKLiT CTerHoBoi apTepii, wo,

CMUNCOK NITEPATYPU

1. Uterine artery embolization: background review, patient
management, and endovascular treatment / A. Dehbozorgi,
A. Frenette, A. Alli [et al.] // J. Radiol. Nurs. —2020. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jradnu.2020.07.007.

2. Moss J. Uterine artery embolization for heavy menstrual
bleeding / J. Moss, A. Christie // Women's Health. — 2016. —
Vol. 12 (1). - P. 71-77.

3. Keung J. J. Uterine artery embolization: A review of current
concepts / J. J. Keung, J. B. Spies, T. M. Caridi // Best Pract.
Res. Clin. Obstet. Gynaecol. — 2018. — Vol. 46. — P. 66-73.

4. Uterine-artery embolization or myomectomy for uterine
fibroids / 1. Manyonda, A. M. Belli, M. A. Lumsden [et al.] //
N. Engl. J. Med. — 2020. — Vol. 383 (5). — P. 440-451.

5. Five-year clinical outcomes of uterine artery embolization
for symptomatic leiomyomas: An analysis of risk factors for
reintervention / J. K. Yoon, K. Han, M. D. Kim [et al.] // Eur. J.
Radiol. — 2018. — Vol. 109. — P. 83-87.

6. Uterine artery embolization versus hysterectomy in the
treatment of symptomatic uterine fibroids / A. M. de Bruijn,
W. M. Ankum, J. A. Reekers [et al.] // Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol.
Surv. — 2016. — Vol. 71 (11). — P. 653-655.

7. McLucas B. The effectiveness of combined abdominal
myomectomy and uterine artery embolization / B. McLucas,
W. D. Voorhees // Int. J. Gynecol. Obstet. — 2015. — Vol. 130
(3). — P. 241-243.

8. Uterine artery embolisation for women with giant versus
non-giant uterine fibroids: a systematic review and meta-analysis /
O. Llewellyn, N. R. Patel, D. Mallon [et al.] // Cardiovasc.
Intervent. Radiol. — 2019. — Vol. 43 (5). — P. 684—693.

9. Uterine artery embolization in the treatment of symptomatic
leiomyoma: effect on ovarian function, clinical symptoms and its
complications / M. R. Babaei, S. A. Moghaddam, K. Farajnejad,
A. Rajabzadeh // Int. Med. Med. Inv. J. — 2019. — Vol. 4 (3).

REFERENCES

1. Dehbozorgi, A., Frenette, A., Alli, A., Ash, R., & Rohr, A.
(2020). Uterine artery embolization: background review, patient
management, and endovascular treatment. J. Radiol. Nurs.,
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jradnu.2020.07.007.

2. Moss, J., & Christie, A. (2016). Uterine artery embolization
for heavy menstrual bleeding. Women's Health, 12 (1), 71-77.

3. Keung, J.J., Spies, J.B., & Caridi, T.M. (2018). Uterine
artery embolization: a review of current concepts. Best Pract.
Res. Clin. Obstet. Gynaecol., 46, 66-73.

KPiM 3HWXEHHS PiBHSI CTpecy Big nepebyBaHHS B yMOBax
onepavuiiHoi, € NoYaTkoBMM eTanom 3He6O0/II0BaHHS.
EdekTMBHNM € 3HEOO/1IOBAHHSA 3@ NPUHLMNAMN KOHTPOSIIO
6010 — PYTMHHE NPU3HAYEHHS BiANOBIAHNX IHTEHCUBHOCTI
60/1t0 aHaIbIETUKIB.
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