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explicitly defines rehabilitation processes for burn care.

Yomy ye gocaigrkenns BariauBe

e [MlepiaTpun4Ha peabinitauisa € Heob6XigHO, MPOTEe OXOMNJ1IeHHS
peabiniTauitHMMM Nocnyramm B YKpaiHi 3alInLLa€eTbCA HU3bKUM.

Why this study matters '
e Pediatric rehabilitation is essential, but service outreach in Ukraine
remains low.
e Burns are a suitable tracer condition because MOH Order N21869 '

e ONikKK - BAXXNNBUI ONA BiACNiOKOBYBaHHSA CTaH, OCKiNlbKM Haka3d MO3
YKpalH1 N21869 4iTKO BM3HaA4Ya€ npouecu peabinitauil Npn onikoBiy
TpaBMI.
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Why this study matters

e The study addresses two core questions: I
o How closely does NHSU-delivered pediatric burn rehabilitation align
with the Standard?
o Do observable processes meet proxies for early start and continuity?
Yomy ue gocaigkenns BakauBe ‘

e [locnig>XeHHSA BiONoBiOAa€e Ha OBa KNOY0BI MUTAHHA:

o V aKI Mipi peabiniTauia aiTen 3 onikamMmuy, 1Kka HagaeTbCS B
MeXKaxX nporpamm megn4Hunx rapaHTin HC3YVY, BignoBigae
BUMOram CtaHOgapTy?

o Y1 y3rog>KyroTbCs aKTU4YHO COoCTepEeXKyBaHIi npoLecu 3
KpUTepiaMmm paHHbOIro No4yaTtKy Ta 6e3nepepBHOCTI peabiniTauii?
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Study objective and logic

Goal:

Provide a system-level picture of pediatric burn rehabilitation in Ukraine - mapping the
rehabilitation pathway from emergency care and acute admission through surgery to post-
acute follow-up, and quantify how observed processes alignh with expected practice and
the requirements of MOH Order N21869 (06.11.2024), using NHSU data.

Mema ma nozika gocaigkenns

3aranbHa MmeTa:

CncTeMHO NpoaHani3dyBaTu opraHisauito peabinitTauil aoiTen 3 onikamMmu B YKpaliHi Ha BCiX eTanax
MapLUpYyTYy NauieHTa — Big eKCTPeHOI OonoMOru Ta rocnitanisauili o XipypridHoro nikyBaHH4a
Ta nicngarocTpol peabiniTauil — i, BUKOpucToBYyto4YM gaHi HC3Y, BU3HAYUTU, HACKINTbKIN
dPaKTUYHI npouecu BignoeBigarTb BUMoram Hakasy MO3 N21869 Big 06.11.2024.




Objective:

e To map the rehabilitation pathway through analysis of MOH Order N21869
e To quantify service uptake and recorded content
e To describe post-acute transition, service mix, and variation

Three analytical blocks:

3aBOaHHA:

e [IpoOaHani3dyBaT MapLIpPyT NauieHTa 3 BpaxyBaHHAM iHdopMaLil Yy Haka3di MO3 N21869.
e [TpoaHanisyBaT OXONneHHs peabiniTauinHUMKMN NocnyramMmm Ta OCO6MMBOCTI IX JOKYMEHTYBaHHA.
e OnNncaTtun nepexig 0o NicnarocTpol peabiniTauyii, CTPYKTYPY NOCNyYr Ta BapiaTUBHICTb IX HagaHHA.

Tpyn aHaNITU4YHI GNTOKU

OXonneHHAa nocnyramm NMepexin Ao NICNArocTpol BionoBIiAHICTb

Ta AOKYMEHTYBaHHSA peab6initauii Ta BUMOram
BTPY4YaHb CTPVYKTYpa nocnyr CtaHpapTy




Design:

Observational, retrospective cohort.

Core chain:

MOH Order N21869 -» document analysis + expert
review - expected rehabilitation processes -
NHSU-observable proxy indicators = descriptive
analysis

How rehabilitation was identified — two
iIndependent signals:

« NHSU rehabilitation packages (25 /53 / 54)

« NK-026-coded rehabilitation interventions
Data source

pseudonymised NHSU records: age, sex; burn
diaghoses; episode dates, durations,
inpatient/outpatient classification; NK-026
interventions; packages 25/53/54; types of
rehabilitation professionals involved, inferred
from the recorded rehabilitation interventions
etc.

Au3aiiH gocaigXkeHHs ma nigxig go
igenmudikauyii peabinimayii

Iou3anH pocnipg>XeHHN:

ob6cepBaLinHe peTpoCneKTUBHE KOropTHE OOCNiOXXeHHS.
OCHOBHa Nnorika gocnig)XXeHHA.:

Haka3s MO3 N21869 - aHani3a goKyMeHTa Ta eKcnepTHe
O6roBOpPEHHSA = BU3HAYEHHA OYiKyBaHUX peabiniTauinHmnx
npoueciB - popMyBaHHSA MPOKCIi-IHOMKATOPIB, AKIi MOXXHa
NpocTeXNT B paHnx HC3Y - onncoBuit aHanis.

0onsa ineHTudikauii peabiniTaulii BUAKOpPUCTOBYBav ABa
oKpeMi aXepena iHthopMaLir:

e peabiniTauinHi naketn HC3Y — 25, 53 i 54;

e peabiniTauyinHi BTpy4YaHHs, 3akogoBaHi BignoBigHoO 0o HK
026:2021.

O>xepeno naHux:

nceBOOHIMI30BaHi agMiHICTpaTMBHI 3anncu HC3Y, Wo
MICTUNN iIHOpPMaALLito NPO BIK | CTab NaLLiEHTIB, AiarHO3U
OniKiB, AaTn Ta TpMBaniCcTb eni3ofiB 4onomMmoru, Tun enisony
— CTalioHapHUN abo ambynaTtopHUN, BTpy4aHHA 3a HK
026:2021, nakeTun 25/53/54, rateropii 3any4eHmnx daxiBLiiB 3
peabiniTauil, BU3Ha4YeHi Ha OCHOBI 3apeeCTPOBaHUX
peabiniTauinHMX BTpy4YaHb TOLLO



Analysis:

Descriptive only — counts, percentages,
frequency ranking. Reported separately for
the full cohort and the inpatient subgroup,

then compared against expected processes
under Order N21869.

Ethics and governance:

e Pseudonymised data; secure, restricted-
access environment; no re-identification

e Protocol & Ethical approval

e Compliant with the Ukrainian legislation,
and international standards

Anani3, emuka ma
IHmepnpemayis

AHania:

OMMCOBUN — 4YaCTOTWU, BIACOTKU, PaHXXYBaHHSA 3a
4YaCcTOTOK. HaBegeHoO OKpeMO O NOBHOI KOropTu
Ta Niarpynu ctauioHapHMX navyieHTIB, Nicng 4oro
3iCTaB1eHO 3 OYiKyBaHUMMU npouecamMmu 3rigHo 3
Hakazom N21869.

ETUKa Ta ynpaBniHHA AaHUMMU:

e MCEBOOHIMI30OBaHI AaHi; 3axXuLleHe cepenoBuLle 3
Oo6MeXXeHUM OOoCTYNoM; MOBTOPHa ideHTudikauiqa
He 30INCHIOETbLCA

*MPOTOKOJ1 Ta eTUYHE CXBalleHHA

e BiOMOBIOHICTb YKPAaIHCbKOMY 3aKOHOOABCTBY Ta
MIDKHapOOHUM CTaHOapTam




Population

[lonyaqyis

NiarHo3u 3a MKX-10: Kopa T31 9K HenpsaMumn
T20-T30 NOKA3HUK TAXXKOCTI OniKiB

NMepion oxonneHnn aHanisaom: nucrtonap 2024 — nucrtonag 2025 poky




Sample structure Cmpykmypa Bubipku

inpatient sample (potentially
total sample of all harder cases and higher need of

5 660 patients with burns % 2 438 (43 070/ ] rehab)
“ - J 3arajnbHa BUOGIpKa “ - J ® C FocniTani3oBaHi NaUWi€EHTU
BCIX NaLi€HTIB 3 (NoTeHUWinHO TA)XYi BUNaaKu Ta

onikamm O6inbLua noTpeda B peadiniTauir)

Females (OKiHKW)
Age (BiK) 0-3 42.3%

44.7%

Age (BiK) 4-18
55.3% Males (HONnoBiKKN)

57.7%

*Further research focuses on a sample of inpatients

*NMoaanbluu aHaNi3 NPoBOAMBCA caMe Ha BU6GipLui rocnitaniaoBaHuUX NaLi€eHTIB



Burn diagnosis profile (T20-T30) in the NHSU dataset for inpatient sample /
Mpodinb giazno3i6 onikié (T20—T30) y nabopi ganux HC3Y cepeg 20cnimanigoBanux nayicHmi6

[OniKK Ta XiMIYHI YpaXkeHHS1 ...]

Top diagnosis/code combinations Other
P g / . T21+T2910.4%

[Burn and corrosion of ...]

HaunowupeHiwi giarHo3m / KOM6iHauil Kkoais * z 438
N =(,

3.3% T29
T20 26.5%
e T29 [ONiKK KiINbKOX AINAHOK Tina/multiple body regions]= 646 3.99,
BunapkiB/cases (26.5%) T26
e T23 [KNCTb Ta 3an'acTok/wrist and hand]= 269 (11.0%) 4.4% \
e T24 [KyNnblla Ta HMXXHSA KiHLiBKa (Kpim cTtonn)/ hip and lower limb,
except ankle and foot] = 241 (9.9%) 5T§?/o

o T21 [Tyny6/ trunk] =221 (9.1%)

e T25 [ rominkoBoOCTOMHUIX cyrno6 i ctona/ankle and foot] = 207 (8.5%) T22

e T22 [ NnneYye Ta BepxHA KiHUiBKa (KpiM KUCTI)/shoulder and upper 71%
mb, except wrist and hand] =172 (7.1%)

e T28 [iHLWI BHYTPIWHI opraHn/ other internal organs]= 143 (5.9%)

e T26 [ OKO Ta noro npupaTtkn/ contined to eye and adnexa] =108 8.5% T24

T21 9.9%

(4.4%) 9.1%

e T20 [ronoBa Ta wwus/ head and neck] = 94 (3.9%)

e T21 + T29 [Tyny6 + KinbKa OiNAHOK Tina/ trunk + multiple body
regions] = 81 (3.3%)

T23
11%



Severity and clinical Tsokkicmb cmany ma
profile KalHiYHUl npodinb

Key point: Ba>XnumBo:
Severe burns coded with T31 were rare TsKKI oniku, 3akopoBsaHi 3a T31, ]
in the current dataset, as this indicator 3ycCTplHanncs ay>xke piako, OCKIIbKK LEN
is not mandatory for reporting Koo He € 060B'A3KOBMM A1 3BITHOCTI

0.0030

0.0025

0.0020

0.0015

0.0010

0.0005

L0000 A

all sample (y Bciii Bubipuyi): 18/5660 cases inpatient sample (cepeg 2ocnimanizoBanux): 1/2438 cases



Rehabilitation uptake: the main message

Any rehabilitation recorded across burn treatment episodes

431/5'660 (7.61%) overall for all burn treatment cases (inpatient and outpatient)

268/2'438 (10.99%) among inpatients treatment episodes

OxonaeHna peabinimayiclo: kalouoBe noBigomaenns

Bbyab-Ka peab6initauia, 3acdpikcoBaHa NpoTArom enisoniB NiKkyBaHHA oniKiB

431/5 660 (7.61%) cepep ycix enisoniB NikyBaHHA onikiB (rocniTanizaoBaHUX Ta He
I rocnitaniaoBaHuXx)

268/2,438 (10.99%) cepep rocniTani3aoBaHMX NauUi€HTIB



Rehabilitation in the first treatment episode
Peabinimauis nig yac nepwo20 eni3ogy AtkyBanus

334/5,660 had rehab recorded in the first episode of all burn
treatment cases (inpatient and outpatient samples)/
nauieHTIiB Manu peabinitTayito nig 4ac nepLlloro enisony nNikyBaHHA

2.90%
8.61%

4 790/ 271/5,660 had =1 standard-list intervention in first episode /
° 0 oTpuManm xo4a 6 ogHe BTpy4YaHHSA 3i CTaHOAPTHOrO Nepeniky

210/2,438 among inpatient burn treatment cases/
rocniTaniaoBaHMX NayieHTIB Man NpUHaANMHI ogHe
peab6iniTauinHe BTpy4YaHHS

174/2,438 (7.14%) among inpatient sample /.
cepepn rocnitani3oBaHUX

4 6 8 10

Content availability (AOCTYNHICTb KOHTEHTY)

1.14%



Continuity proxy: 25/53 - 54

cases inpatient rehab through
70 packages (25/53)
e 4/70 (5.711%) cases transitioned from
Inpatient to ambulatory rehabilitation

Patients under packages 25/53 (n = 70)
the 5 most common diseases

e T29 - 17 (24.3%)

e T24 - 10 (14.3%)

e T23 - 8 (11.4%)

e T22 -7 (10.0%)

e T25 -7 (10.0%)

Patients with transition 25/53 » 54 (n =
4)

e T22 -1

e T21 + T22 -1

e T24 + T31 -1

e T22 + T29 -1

[lepexig go nicaszocmpoi peabinimauii

NMoKa3HUK 6e3nepepBHOCTI: 25/53 - 54

BUMNagKiB cTalioOHapHOI pea6iniTauii 3a
70 nakeramm (25/53)
e 4/70 (5.71%) BMUNaaKiB nepenLunn Ha
amMoéynaTopHYy peabiniTauito

Onga nauieHTiB 3a naketamu 25/53 (h = 70)
5 HanvacTIiWwunx piarHosiB

e T29 - 17 (24.3%)

e T24 - 10 (14.3%)

e T23 - 8 (11.4%)

e T22 - 7 (10.0%)

e T25 -7 (10.0%)

Ona nawieHTIB, Ki NepeuLlln Ha aMmoynaTopHy
peaé6initauito 25/53 - 54 (n = 4)

e T22 -1

e T21+T22 -1

e T24 + T31 -1

e T22 + T29 -1



Top post-acute services for inpatient:
Ton nicaszocmpux nocayz cepeg 2ocnimani3oBaHux:

13 990/ Consultation with a Physical and Rehabilitation Medicine (PRM) physician
X : KoHcynbTauif nikaps ¢isun4yHoi Ta pea6iniTauiiHoi MeanLNHN

13 290/ Physical therapist consultation
- o KoHcynbTauif pisM4HOro tepaneBTa

9 790/ Occupational therapist consultation
— o KOoHcynbTalifa eprorepaneBTa

8 390/ Therapeutic exercises (whole body)
= 0 NikyBanbHa pi3KynbTypa (A58 BCbOro Tina)

4 90/ Therapeutic exercises (back or neck muscles)
oJ /0

NikyBanbHa pi3KynbTypa (AN M'A3iB CNMUHU Ta LUNI)



Team composition (for inpatient sample)

Among cases wWith any rehabilitation recorded:

e 110/268 (41.04%) - had one rehabilitation specialist
e 106/268 (39.55%) - had two or more specialists

Cknag MAK (20cnimani3oBani e (e
naujicHmu)

Cepep, BUNaakiB, ge 6yna 3adikcoBaHa
peab6iniTauia:

e 110/268 (41.04%) - ogonH haxiseub 3
peabiniTauil
e 106/268 (39.55%) — OBa ab0 6inbLie haxiBLUiB

3 peabiniTauil TWO or more

specialists (oBa ab6o
6inbLue daxiBLuiB)
39.5%

One rehabilitation
specialist only (nuwe
oauH peab dhaxiBeLb)

1%




Proxy adherence to BignoBigHicmb Bumo2am Haka3y
MOH Order N21869 MO03 N21869 (npokci-oyinka)

Treatment episodes for NMponikoBaHI BUNaaKu cepepn
iInpatient sample rocniTanizoBaHuUX Nawli€eHTIB
(n = 2,438) (n =2,438)

IA

72 hours: O cases

3-7 days: 1 case (0.48%)

8-14 days: O cases

15-30 days: 6 cases (2.86%)

30 days: 34 cases (16.19%)



Answers to the research questions

1. Alighment with the Standard

Alignment appears limited.
Only a small proportion of children had:
e rehabilitation in the first episode (<9%)

e standard-list content in the first episode (~7%)
e any rehabilitation across the pathway (~11%)

BignoBigi Ha gocAigHuybki numanhs

1. BignoBIAHICTb CTaHpapTy

[1aHI cBig4YaTb NPO YaCTKOBY BiONoOBIOHICTb BUMMoram CtaHOapTy.
HeBenunka YacTuHa giTen mana:

e peabiniTauito Nig Yac nepworo enisony nNikyBaHHA (<9%)

e BTPYYaHHSA 3i cTaHOApPTHOro nepeniky (~7%)

e OYyOb-AKY peabiniTauito NpoTAromMm MapLipyTy nikyBaHHSA (~11%)



e Content availability in the available data was limited

2. PaHHIN No4YaToK i 6e3nepepBHICTb

e PAHHIM MOYAaTOK peabiniTauil dikcyBaBcA pigKo

e Mepexig 0o aMmbynaTopHOI peabiniTauil peecTpyBaBCcs HEYaCTO

e AeTani3alia 3aMiCcTy peabiniTayiMHUX BTpy4YaHb Y OOCTYMHUX
0aHNX 6yrna o6 MeXXeHOoHo

2. Early start and continuity proxies l
e Early start was rarely indicated
e Continuity into ambulatory care was rare '
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[Tumanng, wo nompebylomov noganvwo2o BuBuenns

e [lOTpebye YTOYHEHHSA YOMY O4 6iNbLUOCTI OiTen peabinitTayia He 3adikcoBaHa nifg 4ac
nepLioro enisony nikyBaHHA. NMOTOYHI pe3ynbTat cBig4aTb MNPO HU3bKNUN BUOVUMUN
PIBEHb PaHHbOIO NO4YaTKy peabiniTalil, ogHaK agMiHICTpaTUBHI OaHi He OO3BONAIOTb

BIOPISHUTK CnpaB)XHIO BIOCYTHICTb peabiniTauil Big IT BiIOTEPMIHOBAHOIO Nno4yarTky,

OOCTaTHbOIro JOKYMEHTYBAaHHSA abo anbTepHaTUBHUX HEPOPMalbHNUX MapLLUPYTIB

JOrW.




Research and system gaps

e There is a gap in understanding why continuity from inpatient to ambulatory
(outpatient) rehabilitation is so limited. The low 25/53 - 54 transition rate may

reflect referral barriers, discharge planning problems, family burden, geographic

Inaccessibility, lack of service availability, or weaknesses in package use and
coding.

[Tumannsg, wo nompebylomb noganvwo2o BuBuenns

e [TOTPEBYIOTb MOJanbLLUOro BUBY4EHHSA YNHHUKN, LLLO BNJIMBatlOTb Ha nepexif Bif
CTaLI,IOHapHOI 0O aMb6ynaTopHOI peabiniTauii. HeBMCcoKa YacToTa nepexoniB 3a
pyTOM 25/53 - 54 mo)Ke 6yTM NOB’sA3aHa 3 0OCOB6IMBOCTAMM HaMpaB/leEHHSA Ta

HAM BUMUNCKN, MOXXIMMBOCTAMMU CIM’l, reorpadivyHNMM 6ap’epamMu, a TaKOX
NMKOPUCTAHHA MaKeTiB | KogyBaHHA.




[Tumanns, wo nompebylomob noganvio2o BuBuexus

e Ponb ciMen | pornapanbHUKIB Yy peabiniTauinHOMY MapLUpyYTi NOTpebye
0OOAaTKOBOIO BMBYEHHSA. Y BUNaOKy OANTA4YMX ONiKIiB y4acTb CiM’l Mae oco6nunBe
3Ha4yeHHA, ogHak gaHi HC3Y He pgatoTb 3MOTrM OLUIHUTU PIBEHLb NPOIHAOPMOBAHOCTI
gornsaganbHUKIB, OOTPUMaHHA peKoMeHpaLlin, HagaBHI 6ap’epun, eMoLinNHe
HaBaHTa>XeHHA ab0 NPaKTUYHI TPYOHOLLI, MOB’A3aHi 3 noganbLUNM
CMoCTepEeXXeHHAM | Oornsagom.




[Tumanns, wo nompebylomob noganvio2o BuBuenus

e DYHKLIOHYBaHHA MynbTUgncuunnniHapHoOl KoMaHOn B yMoOBaXx pearnbHOI NMPaKTUKKU
NnoTpebye NoOaTKoOBOro BUBYeEHHSA. KinbKiCHI pe3ynbTaTh cBigdaTb MPO O6MEXEHO

3a0

DIKCOBaHYy y4acCTb OKPeEMMUX C

naxiBL,IB, OOQHaK He 0O3BOJIAKOTb BU3HAYUTU, YU Le

MOB’A3aHO 3 KAOPOBUMUN O6MEXXEHHAMWN, HEOAOCTATHLOK KOOPOMHALIE MK
cneuianictaMy, BUKOPUCTAaHHAM HedhopMalbHNX KOMaHOHUX Mogenen a6o
OCOO/MMBOCTAMM OOKYMEHTYBAaHHA HagaHOI OONMOMOrWn.




[Tumanng, wo nompebylomov noganvwo2o BuBuenns:

e Pe3ynbTaTu peabinitauil 3 nornany giten ta IXHiX poanH NoTpeobyoTb 0OOATKOBOIro
BMBYEHHSA. HasaABHI OaHi garoTb 3MOry BU3HaA4YUTU, AKI nocnyrm 6ynm HapgaHi, Ta
3adpikcyBaTM OKpeMI YCKNagHEeHHSA, oaHaK He OXONJIoTb OUiIHEHI NauieHTaMn U

poOouHaMu pesynbTtaTh. 30KpemMa, BOHN He OO3BONAKTb OUIHUTU piBEHb 60110,

PYHKLUIOHYBaHHA Ta y4aCTb OUTUHU Y NOBCAKOEHHOMY XKUTTI, 32a00BOJNEHICTb

‘PUMaHOIO OOMOMOror, 0oCBIia CTUrMaTmaadil, CTaH NCUXIYHOro 300OpPoB’a Ta

PHEHHA A0 HaB4YaHHS.




Suggested aims of the qualitative phase

1. Explore barriers and facilitators of
early rehabilitation
2.Understand continuity and drop-off
points
o Why some children do not
transition into post-acute
rehabilitation
o What happens at discharge and
during referral to ambulatory care
3.Examine the lived experience of
rehabilitation
o How children and families perceive
the rehabilitation process
o What burdens, expectations, and
unmet needs they report

Hacmynhi kpoku:

3anponoHoBaHI 3aBOaHHA AKICHOIo etany
gocnig>XeHH4a
1.AocniguTn 6ap’epu Ta CNPUATINBI YUHHUKMU
PaHHbOIO NoOYaTKy peaoéiniTauil
2.0LIHUTN 6e3nepepPBHICTb MapPLLUPYTY Ta
TOYKW UOro nepepmBaHHSA
o 3’AcyBaTu, HOMY YaCcTMHa OiTen He
nepexoaonTb 0O NICAArocTpol peabiniTauil
o gocnignTn npouec nnaHyBaHHSA BUMUCKN
Ta HanpaBlieHHSA Ha aM6ynaTopHYy
peabinitTawito
3.0ocnigpuTtn peanbHMUN OOCBIQ NPOXOAXKEeHHS
peaoiniTauil
o 3’AcyBaTW, AK OITW Ta IXHI pOAUHU
cCnpunmaroTb npolec peadinitawii
o BUBYUTU TPYOHOLLI, OMIKYBaHHA Ta
He3a[Oo0BOJMEeHI NOTPedtun OiTen Ta IXHIX
poOvH



4.Clarify team functioning and
coordination
o How specialists collaborate in real
care settings
o Whether multidisciplinary work is
structured, formalized, or
(in)consistent
5.ldentify documentation and coding
Issues
o Whether services are delivered but
not recorded
o Which parts of rehabilitation are
hardest to capture in NHSU data

Hacmynhi kpoku:

4.YTOYHUTUN OCOOGNNBOCTI PYHKLLIOHYBaHHSA
Ta KoopaunHauil KomaHau
o OOCNIONTN AK cneuianicTu
CniBNpaLlooTb Y pealbHUX YMOBaX
HagaHHS OOMNOMOTK
o BU3HAYUTU, HACKINBbKUA
MynbTUgncumnniHapHa poé6oTa
CTPYKTYpOBaHO, dopManizoBaHoOo
Ta (He)nocnigoBHOLO
5.BUABUTU TPYAHOLLI, NOB’A3aHI 3
OOKYMEHTYBaHHAAIM Ta KoAoYBaHHAM
o 3’AcyBaTW YN HAOAOTbCA NMOCNYIK, AKI
He Bigo6paXkaroTbCA Y AOKYMeHTauil
o BU3HA4YUTU, AKi CKNagoBi peabiniTalil
HancknagHiwe 3adpikcyBaTu Ta
Bigo6pa3ntn B gpaHnx HC3Y




The study was conducted through the cooperation of the Charity Foundation “Patients of Ukraine,” the NGO “Health Sciences
Research Foundation”, the Norwegian Institute of Public Health (NIPH), and Sunnaas Rehabilitation Hospital. Financial
support from the Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation (Norad) to the "Institutional Health Collaboration with
Ukraina, UKR-24/0022" is gratefully acknowledged. The contents of this presentation are the sole responsibility of the
authors and do not necessarily reflect those of the Government of Norway

Aochigkenns 6yno npoBegeno y cniBnpaui baazogiiino2o dougy «Mauicumu Ykpainu», I'0 «Pyng gocaigikens y cdepi Hayk npo
3gopoB’a», HopBe3vkozo incmumymy 2pomagcuko2o 3gopo8’s (NIPH) ma Peabinimauiiinoi Aikapni Sunnaas. BucnoBalocmo
wupy Bgaunicmb HopBe3jvkomy azenmemBy 3 po36umky cnipo6imnuymBa (Norad) 3a dinancoBy nigmpumky npockmy
«Institutional Health Collaboration with Ukraine, UKR-24/0022». 3micm uiei npe3enmauii € Bukalounolo BignoBiganvnicmio
aBmopiB i ne 0608'a3koBo Bigobparkae odiuiiny nojuuilo Ypsagy HopBeazii.



	REHABILITATION PATHWAY  FOR CHILDREN WITH BURNS IN UKRAINE
	РЕАБІЛІТАЦІЙНИЙ МАРШРУТ  ДЛЯ ДІТЕЙ З ОПІКАМИ В УКРАЇНІ
	Why this study matters
	Чому це дослідження важливе
	Study objective and logic
	Goal:
	Provide a system-level picture of pediatric burn rehabilitation in Ukraine - mapping the rehabilitation pathway from emergency care and acute admission through surgery to post-acute follow-up, and quantify how observed processes align with expected practice and the requirements of MOH Order №1869 (06.11.2024), using NHSU data.


	Мета та логіка дослідження
	Загальна мета:

	Objective:
	Three analytical blocks:
	Service uptake and recorded content
	Post-acute transition and service mix
	Proxy adherence to the Standard

	Завдання:
	Три аналітичні блоки
	Охоплення послугами та документування втручань
	Перехід до післягострої реабілітації та структура послуг
	Відповідність вимогам Стандарту

	Study design and how rehabilitation was identified
	Дизайн дослідження та підхід до ідентифікації реабілітації
	Analysis, ethics, and interpretation
	Аналіз, етика та інтерпретація
	Population
	ICD-10 T20–T30

	Популяція
	n=5,660
	Sample structure
	Структура вибірки
	n*=2,438 (43.07%)
	Burn diagnosis profile (T20–T30) in the NHSU dataset for inpatient sample /  Профіль діагнозів опіків (T20–T30) у наборі даних НСЗУ серед госпіталізованих пацієнтів
	Найпоширеніші діагнози / комбінації кодів [Опіки та хімічні ураження …] Top diagnosis/code combinations  [Burn and corrosion of ...]
	T29 [опіки кількох ділянок тіла/multiple body regions]= 646 випадків/cases (26.5%)
	T23 [кисть та зап'ясток/wrist and hand]= 269 (11.0%)
	T24 [кульша та нижня кінцівка (крім стопи)/ hip and lower limb, except ankle and foot] = 241 (9.9%)
	T21 [тулуб/ trunk] = 221 (9.1%)
	T25 [ гомілковостопний суглоб і стопа/ankle and foot] = 207 (8.5%)
	T22 [ плече та верхня кінцівка (крім кисті)/shoulder and upper limb, except wrist and hand] = 172 (7.1%)
	T28 [інші внутрішні органи/ other internal organs]= 143 (5.9%)
	T26 [ око та його придатки/ confined to eye and adnexa] = 108 (4.4%)
	T20 [голова та шия/ head and neck] = 94 (3.9%)
	T21 + T29 [тулуб + кілька ділянок тіла/ trunk + multiple body regions] = 81 (3.3%)



	n*=2,438
	Severity and clinical profile
	Key point:
	Severe burns coded with T31 were rare in the current dataset, as this indicator is not mandatory for reporting


	Тяжкість стану та клінічний профіль
	Важливо:

	Rehabilitation uptake: the main message
	Any rehabilitation recorded across burn treatment episodes

	431/5,660
	(7.61%) overall for all burn treatment cases (inpatient and outpatient)

	268/2,438
	(10.99%) among inpatients treatment episodes

	431/5,660
	268/2,438
	Охоплення реабілітацією: ключове повідомлення
	Будь-яка реабілітація, зафіксована протягом епізодів лікування опіків

	Rehabilitation in the first treatment episode
	Реабілітація під час першого епізоду лікування
	5.90%
	8.61%
	334/5,660 had rehab recorded in the first episode of all burn treatment cases (inpatient and outpatient samples)/ пацієнтів мали реабілітацію під час першого епізоду лікування
	210/2,438 among inpatient burn treatment cases/   госпіталізованих пацієнтів мали принаймні одне реабілітаційне втручання

	4.79%
	7.14%
	271/5,660 had ≥1 standard-list intervention in first episode / отримали хоча б одне втручання зі стандартного переліку
	174/2,438 (7.14%) among inpatient sample /.           серед госпіталізованих
	Перехід до післягострої реабілітації:
	Показник безперервності: 25/53 → 54
	випадків стаціонарної реабілітації за пакетами (25/53)
	Для пацієнтів за пакетами 25/53 (n = 70) 5 найчастіших діагнозів
	Для пацієнтів, які перейшли на амбулаторну реабілітацію 25/53 → 54 (n = 4)


	Post-acute transition:
	Continuity proxy: 25/53 → 54
	cases inpatient rehab through packages (25/53)
	Patients under packages 25/53 (n = 70) the 5 most common diseases
	Patients with transition 25/53 → 54 (n = 4)

	Top post-acute services for inpatient:
	Топ післягострих послуг серед госпіталізованих:
	13.99%
	13.29%
	9.79%
	8.39%
	4.9%
	Team composition (for inpatient sample)
	Among cases with any rehabilitation recorded:

	Склад МДК (госпіталізовані пацієнти)
	Серед випадків, де була зафіксована реабілітація:

	Proxy adherence to MOH Order №1869
	Відповідність вимогам наказу МОЗ №1869 (проксі-оцінка)
	Treatment episodes for inpatient sample   (n = 2,438)
	Проліковані випадки серед госпіталізованих пацієнтів  (n = 2,438)

	Answers to the research questions
	1. Alignment with the Standard

	Відповіді на дослідницькі питання
	1. Відповідність Стандарту

	2. Early start and continuity proxies
	2. Ранній початок і безперервність
	Research and system gaps
	Питання, що потребують подальшого вивчення
	Research and system gaps
	Питання, що потребують подальшого вивчення
	Research and system gaps
	Питання, що потребують подальшого вивчення
	Research and system gaps
	Питання, що потребують подальшого вивчення
	Research and system gaps
	Питання, що потребують подальшого вивчення:
	Next steps:
	Наступні кроки:
	Next steps:
	Наступні кроки:
	The study was conducted through the cooperation of the Charity Foundation “Patients of Ukraine,” the NGO “Health Sciences Research Foundation”, the  Norwegian Institute of Public Health (NIPH), and Sunnaas Rehabilitation Hospital. Financial support from the Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation (Norad) to the "Institutional Health Collaboration with Ukraina, UKR-24/0022" is gratefully acknowledged. The contents of this  presentation are the sole responsibility of the authors and do not necessarily reflect those of the Government of Norway
	Дослідження було проведено у співпраці Благодійного фонду «Пацієнти України», ГО «Фунд досліджень у сфері наук про здоров’я», Норвезького інституту громадського здоров’я (NIPH) та Реабілітаційної лікарні Sunnaas. Висловлюємо щиру вдячність Норвезькому агентству з розвитку співробітництва (Norad) за фінансову підтримку проєкту «Institutional Health Collaboration with Ukraine, UKR-24/0022». Зміст цієї презентації є виключною відповідальністю авторів і не обов’язково відображає офіційну позицію Уряду Норвегії.

