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Abstract 

 

Master's thesis: "Features of the chemiluminescence activity of neutrophils 

in multiple myeloma depending on the stage of the disease" contains 48 pages of a 

text document, 11 illustrations, 2 tables and 50 references. 

MULTIPLE MYELOMA, NEUTROPHILIC GRANULOCYTES, 

NEUTROPHIL EXTRACELLULAR TRAPS, THE METHOD OF 

CHEMILUMINESCENCE. 

The purpose of the thesis: to study the features of the chemiluminescent 

activity of neutrophils in multiple myeloma depending on the stage of the disease. 

Objectives of the study: 

1. To study the features of spontaneous chemiluminescence activity of 

neutrophil granulocytes in multiple myeloma depending on the stage of the 

disease. 

2. To study the features of induced chemiluminescent activity of neutrophil 

granulocytes in multiple myeloma depending on the stage of the disease. 

3. To study the features of spontaneous and induced chemiluminescent 

activity of neutrophil granulocytes depending on the stage of kidney damage. 

The relevance of the thesis is that despite the modern methods of therapy, 

contributing to the increase in the duration and quality of life of patients with 

multiple myeloma, advances in the treatment of this disease are far from the level 

achieved with regard to other malignant tumors of the hematopoietic system. Early 

diagnosis of multiple myeloma may be a key factor in preventing the mortality of 

this dangerous disease. 
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