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OPUTUHAIJIBHAA CTATHA

CPABHUTEAbHbIA AHAAU3 NPUMEHEHUSI CUHTETUMECKUX U KCEHOTEHHbIX
OCTEONAACTUMECKUX MATEPUAAOB AN AYTMEHTALUUU AABBEOAAPHOTO
OTPOCTKA/ YACTU YEAIOCTEN NEPEA AEHTAABHOW UMNAAHTALLUEX NO
AAHHbIM AYHEBbIX METOAOB OBCAEAOBAHUS

TapaceHko C.B., Ceposa H.C., EpLuosa A.M.

€Ab HccAemoBaHHA. [loBbllieHHEe 3(P(EKTUBHOCTH A€YEHUs ITAIUEHTOB C dYa-

CTHUYHBIM U TOAHBIM OTCYTCTBUEM 3y0OB, HYKIAIOIINUXCH B KOCTHO-TIAACTUYECKHUX

omeparysx, IIyTeM IpUMeHEeHUs Ilepel NeHTaAbHOM HMIIAaHTAaIleHd CHUHTeTHYe-

CKHX U KCEHOTEHHBIX OCTEOIIAACTUYECKUX MaTePHAAOB I10[] KOHTPOAEM AYUEBBIX
METOIOB HUCCAEOBAHUL.

Marepuansr u metronasl. B nccaemoBanuy npuHsAu ydactue 32 manumeHrta (14 xeH-
H U 18 MysK4MH) B Bo3pacTe oT 25 n0 65 AeT ¢ AUarHo30oM: XPOHUYECKUH altuKaAbHbBIY I1e-
PHUOMOOHTHUT, XPOHUYECKUI HapPOAOHTUT BHE CTAIHUH OOOCTPEHUS, - ¥ KOTOPBIX IIOCAE OIepa-
OUU yOaAeHUs 3y0a IIPOBOAUAU AYTMEHTAIIHI0 AYHKHU KOCTHOMIAACTHYECKHUM MaTepUaAOM.
BceMm marmueHTaM IPOBOAVAN KOHYCHO-AYYEBYIO KOMITBIOTepHYI0 ToMorpadui (KAKT) Ha no-
U TIOCAEOIIEPAIIMOHHOM dTallax A€YeHUS.

Peayasrar. [To pesyapratam KAKT y marueHTOB rpynnsbl 1 (CHHTETHYECKHH KOCTHO-
naactudeckuii matepuaan (KIIM)) 6bIA0 OTMEYEHO YIOBAETBOPUTEABHOE COCTOSTHHE KOCTHOIIAA-
CTUYECKOTO MaTepHaAa, CPEeIHsIs IMAOTHOCTH HOBOOOPA30BAHHOM KOCTHOM TKAHU COCTABUAA
14904448 yCAOBHBIX €OHHHUII, IITUPUHA aAbBEOASIPHOTO OTPOCTKA,/ YaCTHU YEAIOCTH [0 Hadasa
A€YeHUs cocTaBasAa B cpegHeM 9,06+0,6 MM, ITocAe IPOBEAECHHOM ONeparuu yaaseHus 3yba
C OMHOMOMEHTHOH ITAACTHKOH AyHKU coctaBuaa 7,45+0,51 MM, uyTo coctaBuro 81% oT mep-
BoHadYaAbHOH mupuHbL. [lo pesyapratraMm KAKT y nanmenHToB 2 rpynnbl (KceHoreHHBIN KITM)
TakKe OBIAO OTMEYEHO YIOBAETBOPHUTEABHOE COCTOSHHE KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKOTO MAaTepHaaa,
CpenHsisd TTAOTHOCTb HOBOOOPA30BAaHHOTO OCTeOopereHepara B cpegHeM cocTaBuaa 18501370
YCAOBHBIX €QUHUI], IITMPHUHA aAbBBEOASPHOIO OTPOCTKA,/ YaCTH YEAIOCTU [0 HadaAad A€YEeHUsd
cocraBAsiaa B cpegHeM 8,32+0,53 MM, mocAe TTPOBENEHHOH oIlepallii yaaseHusa 3yda ¢ ogHO-
MOMEHTHOM TAACTUKON AYHKHU cocraBuaa 6,71+0,39 MM, yto cocraBuao 82% OT IIepBOHA-
YaAbHOM IINPHUHEI.

BeiBoawi. KAKT aBasgerca 3peKTUBHBIM METOOM OIEHKH ITPUMEHEHUS CUHTETHYe-
CKHX U KCEHOT'€HHBIX OCTEOIIAACTHYECKUX MaTEePHaAOB AT ayTMEHTAIIUU aAbBEOASPHOTO OT-
pocTKa/ JacTu deArocTedl rnepen NeHTAaAbHON MMIIAQHTAIlHEH.

KaroueBnie cAOBa: KOHYCHO-Ay4d€Bada KOMIIBIOTEPHAA TOMOI‘paCbI/IH, KOCTHO-
TIIAAQCTUYECKHUM MaTe€pHuaA, ayrMEHTAIllUAgd AYHKH, JC€CHTAaAbHad UMIIAAHTAIIHA.
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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF SYNTHETIC AND XENOGENEIC OSTEOPLASTIC
MATERIALS APPLICATION FOR AUGMENTATION OF THE ALVEOLAR PROCESS /
PART OF THE JAWS BEFORE DENTAL IMPLANTATION ACCORDING TO THE
RADIOLOGY METHODS

Tarasenko S.V., Serova N.S., Ershova A.M.

urpose. Increasing the effectiveness of patients’ treatment with partial and com- [\ Sechenov First
plete absence of teeth that require osteoplastic operations by applying synthetic yoscow State Medical
and xenogeneic osteoplastic materials before dental implantation under control of yniversity
radiology methods. (Sechenov University).
Materials and methods. The study involved 32 patients (14 women and 18 men) pmoscow, Russia.
aged from 25 to 65 years with the diagnosis: chronic apical periodontitis, chronic periodonti-
tis beyond exacerbation, in which after the operation of tooth extraction, socket preservation
with osteoplastic material was performed. All patients underwent cone-beam computed to-
mography (CBCT) at pre- and postoperative stages of treatment.
Results. According to the results of CBCT in the 1st group of patients (synthetic ma-
terial), a satisfactory condition of the osteoplastic material was noted, the average density of
the newly formed bone tissue was 1490 + 448 conventional units, the width of the alveolar
process / part of the jaw before the start of treatment was at average 9.06 = 0.6 mm. After
the operation of tooth extraction and socket preservation was 7.45 + 0.51 mm, which was
81% of the original width. According to the results of CBCT in patients of the 2nd group
(xenogenic material), a satisfactory condition of the osteoplastic material was also noted, the
average density of the newly formed bone was at average 1850 = 370 conventional units, the
width of the alveolar process / part of the jaw before the start of treatment was 8.32 + 0,53
mm on the average, after the operation of tooth extraction and socket preservation was 6.71
* 0.39 mm, which was 82% of the original width.
Conclusions. CBCT is effective method for evaluating the usage of synthetic and
xenogenic osteoplastic materials for augmentation of the alveolar process / part of the jaws
before dental implantation.

Keywords: cone-beam computer tomography, osteoplastic material, socket preserva-
tion, dental implantation.
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€I0CTATOYHOCTh 00BeMa KOCTHOH TKaHHU
B 00AaCTH MAQHUPYEMOTO A€YEHUS C II0-
MOIIBIO AE€HTAABHBIX UMIIAQHTATOB SIBAS-
eTcd aKTyaAbHOM IIpo0AeMOM COBpeMeH-
HoM mMmmaaHTOoAoruHu [1]. Ilo MHEHHIO HEKOTOPBIX
aBTOpOoB, He MeHee d4eM B 30% caydaeB mepen
YCTaHOBKOM MOEHTAABHBIX HMIIAQHTATOB TpebyeTcs
IIpOBEZ€HUE OIIEPATUBHBIX BMEIIATEABCTB C LIEABIO
ycTpaHeHus aeduiiura oobeMa asbBEOASPHOM KO-
ctH [2]. Yucao HaueHToB C YaCTUYHBIM U ITOAHBIM
BTOPUYHBLIM OTCYTCTBHEM 3y0OB U BBIPaKEHHOMH
aTpoduell arbBEOAIPHON KOCTH YEAIOCTEH COCTaB-
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ageT 69-70% ot ymcaa BceX OOABHBIX, OOpPaTHUB-
mIuxcd 3a opTromnenudeckod momomnibio [3]. Jocra-
TOYHBINA 00BEM KOCTHOM TKAHU HEOOXOAUM OAL TO-
ro, 4ToObl TapaHTUPOBATH MHOATOCPOYHBIH yCIexX
OEeHTaAbHOM MMIIAQHTAINH [4, 5].

KocTHasa TKaHb IpeacTaBAdeT COOOM IMOCTO-
SHHO U3MEHSIOIIHUUCI KOMIIAEKC CTPYKTYpP, KOTO-
PBI¥ CIIOCOGEH CaMOBOCCTAHABAWBATBECS W anall-
TUPOBAThCA K HOBBIM Harpy3kam. AAbBeOoAspHas
KOCTBh, IOAAEPKUBAIOIIAS 3yObl, IBASETCH OCOOEH-
HO XPYIKOH M AaOHABHOM M HAXOOUTCH B COCTOSI-
HUU TOCTOSHHOT'O H3MEHEHHs, ITOCKOABKY ITOCTPO-
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€HHEe ¥ PEMOJEANPOBAHHE KOCTH SBAAIOTCH (PH-
3MOAOTHYECKHUMH IIPOILIECCAMH, XapaKTePHU3YIOIIH-
MU OUHaMUYECKUH XapakKTep KOCTHOM TKaHU [0].
Bcaen 3a ymaseHmem 3y0OB Bcerma oOTMedaeTcs
TpexMepHas pe3opbiusa Koctu [7]. OcTaTodHBIM
aABBEOASIPHBIM OTPOCTOK IIOCA€ yaaseHUs 3y0OoB
obecrieynuBaeT OTpaHUYEHHBIH O00OBEM KOCTHOM
TKaHHU M3-3a IIPOMOAIKAIONIETOCH IIOCTEIIEHHOIO
paccackiBaHHus KOCTHOM TKaHH [8]. HaubGoabias
CKOPOCTH Pe30pOIINY KOCTHOM TKaHHU IIOCAE yaaAe-
HUd 3yOOB IIPHUXOAUTCS Ha ITEPBBIM I'od, B 0COOEH-
HOCTH B IEPBBIE TPU MecsIla II0CAe orepanuu [7].
B auTeparype BcTpedaroTcs gaHeble o norepu S0%
obbeMa KOCTHOH TKaHU OT IIepPBOHAYAABHBIX 3HA-
4eHHul B IIepBble 6 MecdlleB IIoCAe yAaseHUd 3yba
[4].

[ag yBeandeHHs oO0beMa aAbBEOASIPHOH KO-
CTU B 00AACTU TIAQHUPYEMOH MEHTAABHOM MMIIAQH-
Tanuu ObIAO pa3zpaboTaHO MHOTO METOOOB XHPYP-
TUYECKOTI'0 ACUEHUsI: IIPUMEHEeHNe KOCTHBIX OGAOKOB,
HalpaBAe€HHAas TKaHeBas pereHepallys, CHHYC-
AUPTUHT [IAS YBEAWYEHUSI pa3MepoB IpebHsS B 00-
AacTu OOKOBBIX 3y0OB BEepXHEH UEAIOCTH, a TaKiKe
CoxXpaHeHHe pa3MepoB IpebHS 3a cueT ayrMeHTa-
IIUU AYHKH YIAA€HHOTI'0 3y0a KOCTHOIAACTHIECKUM
MaTeprasoM [9]. HekoTopble aBTOPBI CIUTAIOT, YTO
coxpaHeHHe o0BbeMa TBepAbIX M MATKUX TKaHe#
IIocAe yaaAseHHs 3yba IIOTEeHIIMAABHO MOTYT CHU-
3UTHh NOTPeOHOCTE B 6oAee 3aTpaTHBIX OIlePAIlHIX
II0 YBEAWYEHHUIO IapaMeTPOB aAbBEOASIPHOH KOCTH
IIPU IIOATOTOBKE K AEeHTAABHOM uMIaautanuu [10].

[lag TIpemoTBpAallleHUsd Pe30opbIiuu M coxpa-
HEHHUsS aAbBEOAdIPHOM KOCTU OblA pa3paboTaH Me-
TO, OMHOMOMEHTHO¥ HMIIAQHTAIIUH, IIPU KOTOPOH
UMIIAQHTAT YCTAHABAHUBAETCS B AYHKY Cpa3sy II0CAe
yoaseHus 3yba. MaMeHeHHs BBICOTBI B KOPOHAAB-
HO-aIIMKaAbHOM HAIIPaBACHUH W UIUPUHLI B IIEY-
HO-sI3bIYHOM HAIIPaBA€HUH He MOXKeT OBITh
IIPEeOTBPAIIEHO IIOAHOCTBIO IIPH IIOMOIIM OIHO-
MOMEHTHOH MOEHTAABHOM MMIIAQHTAIIUU. [laHHLIHA
BUI OIIE€PAIlUN IT03BOASET AWIIL CHU3UTH YPOBEHB
pe3opbinu KocTHO# TKaHu [11, 12].

Bribop omTHUMaABRHOTO MaTepHasa [OAS ayT-
MEHTAIIUH KOCTHOTO AedeKTa II0CAE VAAACHUS 3y-
0a HeoOXOoaMMO HMPOBOAUTE C yYE€TOM psiaa (PakTo-
POB, BAULIONTNX Ha 3(PPEeKTUBHOCTL OCTEOIIAACTH-
KH: OCTEOMHIYKTUBHBIHM IIOTEHIIMAA MaTepHaaa,
JOOCTYITHOCTE €r0o IIOAydUeHHs, 0e30IIaCHOCTH IIPH-
MEHEHUsI, OMOCOBMECTUMOCTb, CKOPOCTH BACKYAS-
pu3anuu u MHOorHue npyrue [13].

[TpuMeHeHHEe ayTOT€HHBIX KOCTHBIX TpaHC-
TIAQHTATOB SIBASIETCSI «30A0TBIM CTaHIApPTOM» B
KOCTHOH maactuke [2, 6, 14, 15, 16]. OcCHOBHBIM
IIPEUMYIIECTBOM ayTOTE€HHOM KOCTH SIBASIETCS CO-
XpaHeHUe KOCTHBIX CTPYKTYP, TAKHMX KaK MHHepa-
ABI, KOAAATEHOBBIE U HEKOAAATEHOBbIE OEAKH BHe-
KAETOYHOTO MaTpPHKCa, a TaK¥Ke JKHU3HECIIOCOOHbIE
ocTeobAaCThI U KOCTHBIE MOP(OreHeTHu4decKue Oen-
ku [14]. OpgHako OpUMEHEHHE AayTOKOCTHBIX
TPAHCIIAQHTATOB COIIPOBOXKIAETCH HEOOXOOUMO-
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CTBIO CO3AaHHS MOIIOAHUTEABLHOH paHBI B 00AACTH
3abopa TpaHCIAAHTATA, a TaK¥XKe OOABIIUM YHUCAOM
OCAOXKHEHUH mnpu 3abope TpaHcmaaHTaTtoB [17],
HEIOCTATOYHBIM OOBEMOM IIOAYYEHHOTO TpaHC-
IIAQHTATa, a TaKKe HEeOOXOOMMOCTBIO aHEeCTe3HO-
AOTHYECKOTO IOCOOUS IpH 3abope TpaHCIIAaHTaTa
13 BHEPOTOBOT'O UCTOYHUKA [18], a Tak:Ke BhICOKAA
CTOMMOCTH TaKHUX orepanui [14].

[IprMeHeHHe KOCTHBIX 3aMEHHUTeAeH MOXKET
KOMIIEHCUPOBAaTh 3T HemocTaTKu [19], a Takke
CHHU3UTH IIPOAOAKHUTEABHOCTH omepanuu [20]. Ha
OaHHBI MOMEHT KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKHUM MaTepHaa,
KOTOpPBI# ObI 00AaJasn BCEMH XapaKTEPUCTUKAMHU U
CBOHCTBaMM ayTOTPaHCIIAAHTATOB, TaKHMH Kak
OCTEOr€He3, OCTEOMHAYKIIHA H OCTEOKOHIYKIIHS,
OTCYTCTBHE BOCIIAAUTEABHOH pEakIIMM U MeXaHH-
4ecKasl KOMIIETEHTHOCTh, OTCYTCTBYyeT [21].

AydeBas NMarHOCTHKA SBAFETCS HEOTHEMAE-
MOM 4acCThbIO COBPEMEHHOM CTOMAaTOAOTHH, a TaKXKe
NEHTAABHOM HMMIIAQHTOAOTHH, KOoTopas IIPHUMEHS-
eTCcsd Ha BCeX dTallaX CTOMATOAOTHYECKOTO A€UEeHUs
[9, 20]. ITocae mpoBeneHHS KOCTHO-IIAACTHYECKHUX
omepalnii B 00AaCTH IIAQHUPYEMOM YCTAHOBKH
[EHTAABHBIX UMIIAQHTATOB BasKHBIM acCII€KTOM Ae-
YeHHs [AIlUeHTOB C OTCYTCTBHEM 3y0O0B, a TaKxKe B
IIOCAEOIIEPAIITMOHHOM II€pHOLE SBAFETCS OLlEHKa
COCTOSIHHS KOCTHOrO pereHepara [22, 23]. Ilpu
aHaAu3€ KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX TOMOI'PAMM IIOCAE IIEPH-
ofla OCTEOMHTETPAIIMN HEOOXOIVMO OIIEHHUTEH ITOAY-
4eHHBIH 00BeM ocTeopereHepara, IPaBHABHOCTH
€T0 PAaCIIOAOKEHHsd, IIPHUAETaHHe K OKpyzKarolei
KOCTHOY TKaHMU, CTEIeHb U TEeMIIbI pe3opbiuu u
ocTeoreHesa, OTHOPOAHOCTb, OIITHYECKYIO IIAOT-
HOCTHb U CcTpPyKTypy KIIM B 3aBHUCHMOCTH OT €TO
BHa. BrpIgBAeHHE pPEHTI€HOAOTHYECKHUX IIpHU3Ha-
KOB HEYIOBAETBOPHUTEABHOH OCTeoHMHTerparyuu u/
uan pezopbiimm KIIM mo3BoaseT CBOEBpPEMEHHO
IIPOBECTH IIOBTOPHOE XUPYPTHUUECKOE BMeEIaTeAb-
CTBO U IpenyIpeqyuTh Pa3BUTHE OCAOKHEHHUH, B
TOM YHCAE€ Ha STale [OeHTAAbHOW HMIIAaHTAIUH
[23].

IMens ucciemosaumsa.

[ToBbimieHre 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTH A€YEHHUHd IIa-
OUEHTOB C YaCTUYHBLIM H IIOAHBIM OTCyTCTBHEM
3y00B, HYyXKIAIOIIUXCSI B KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKHUX
orepanuax, IIyTeM I[IPHUMEHEHHUs IIepen AeHTaAb-
HOH HMIIAQHTAIIHMEY CHHTETHYECKHX M KCEHOTeH-
HBIX OCTEOIIAACTHYECKHX MaTEPHaAOB IOl KOHTPO-
A€M AY4YEBBIX METOLOB HMCCAENOBaHUS.

Marepuanbl 1 METOOBI.

B mBamem wuccaemoBaHUH MBI IIPHUMEHIAU
CHHTETHYECKHH KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKHUH MaTepuaa
«Matri™ BONE» u KCEeHOT€HHBI!I KOCTHOIIAACTHUYE-
ckuit marepuaa «Bio-Oss».

«Matri™ BONE» nipencraBasier co60¥ KOMIIO-
3UIIUI0O CHHTETHUYECKHX 3aMeHHTeAel KOCTHOHU
TKaHHU ¥ KoArareHOBOH matrpuibl. KoasareH roay-
4eH OT CBHHEH, IIPOLIEAINHNX BETEePHHAPHYIO Cep-
TUPUKAIINIO, a TaK¥XKe ObIA TIOABEPTHYT 00paboTKe,
obecriegnBaroIel 1e3aKTUBAIIUI0 BUPYCOB U IIPH-
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OHOB. MHHepasH30BaHHAd 4acTh MaTepHAa COCTO-
ur wu3 cMecu rugporcuarnatura (FA) um -
Tpukasbiiipochara (B-TKP) B cooTHOmIEHHNHU
60:40. [JaHHBIM KOCTHOIAAQCTHYECKHN MaTepuas
IIpeCTaBACH B BHAe OAOKOB Pa3HOro pasMmepa C
3epHUCTOCTBIO rpaHya 80-200 MKM H 3€pHHCTO-
cteio rpauya 0,5-1 mm (puc. 1).

«Bio-Oss» mpezncraBasgeT coboi HaTypasb-
HBIM KOCTHBIM MHHEpPAA, KOTOPBIM IIOAYYAIOT H3
KOCTHOH TKaHH KpYIIHOI'O pOraToro CKoTa.
Geistlich Bio-Oss® pgocTyneH B BHAE TpPaHyA U
6AOKOB BellecTBa KOCTH. [[aHHBIH KOCTHOIIAACTH-
4YeCKHH MaTepuaa IIPEACTaBA€H B BHIE TPaHyA
pasHbIX pasmepoB (S u L). 'panyasr S umeroT pas-
Mmep ygacturl 0,25-1 MM, rpaHyabl L npencraBAeHBI
B nuarnasoHe 1-2 MM (pHc. 2).

B wuccaemoBanme Bomau 32 manumeHrta (14
JKEHINUH U 18 MyK4WH) B Bo3pacTe oT 25 mo 65
AET C AWMATHO30M: XPOHUYECKHWM AallMKaAbHBIA II€-
PHOLOHTHUT, XPOHHYECKHH ITapoOJOHTUT BHE CTa-
OUu ODOCTPEHUs, - y KOTOPBIX IIOCAE€ OIEpPAaIlUU
yoaseHus 3yba MIPOBOOUAM AYTMEHTAIIHIO AYHKU
KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKUM MaTepHasoM. IlalmeHTsl
CAyJafHBIM 00pa3oM paclIpeneAsAnuch Ha [OBe
TPYIIBI B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BHla MaTepuaaa, KOTO-
PBI¥ IPUMEHSIAH Y ITallueHTa.

Ha sTame nmaaHMpoBaHUA A€YEHHT BCEM Ila-
UEeHTaM I[IPOBOAVAH KOHYCHO-AYYEBYIO KOMIIbIO-
TepHylo ToMmorpaduio (KAKT) gueatoctreit mag olleH-
KH COCTOSHHS IlepHaIllMKaAbHBIX TKaHel, oIpese-
AEHUS IIapaMeTPOB aabBEOASPHOIO OTPOCTKa,/ da-
ctu 4gearoctu (ammapatr Galileos, Sirona). [Jaaee
BCEM IallMeHTaM, BKAIOUYEHHBIM B UCCA€LOBaHHE,
IIPOBOAVAM OIlEpPAIUIO yOAA€HUd 3y0a M ayrMeH-
TAIUIO AYHKH YIAA€HHOIo 3yba OMHUM H3 KOCTHO-
naactudeckux matepuasoB (KIIM): mocae mpoBe-
[EHUS SKCTPaKIUM 3y0a M TIIATEABHOI'O KIOpeTa-

Ka B AYHKY yaascHHoTo 3yba BHocuau KIIM, maasee
oTCAauBaAHU u MOOHMAHN30BaAT CAHU3HUCTO-
HAOKOCTHHUYHBIA AOCKYyT C BECTUOYASIPHOM TIIO-
BEPXHOCTH aAbBBEOASIPHOI'O OTPOCTKA,/ YacCTH YeAlo-
CTH, IIEPEKPhIBaAH AYHKY TaKUM 00pasoM, 4TOOBI
AOCKYT 0€3 HaTAXKEeHHs COIPHKACAACSI CO CAM3U-
cTolf O00OAOYKOM C a3bIYHOM/ HEOHOM CTOPOHEBI
AYHKH H B TaKOM IIOAOXKEHHUH (PUKCHPOBAAU €TO
Y3AOBBIMH IIIBaAMH.

[TanmmeHnTaM IIOoCA€ IIPOBEAEHHBIX BMeIa-
TEABCTB Ha3HAYaAW KypC aHTHOAKTepHAaALHOH Te-
panuu. IlocaeonepallMOHHBIN IIepHoAd Y BceX IIa-
ITUEHTOB IIPOTEeKaA GAATOIIPUATHO.

[To mpomecTBUM Ilepuona ayrMeHTaru (6
MecCHdIleB IIOCA€ IIPOBEAEHHOM oIlepaliyy) IallleH-
TaM IIPOBOIUAU IIOBTOPHOE Ay4Y€BOE HCCAEIOBaHUE
(KAKT), 110 maHHBIM KOTOPOT'O OIPENEATIAN COCTOSI-
HHE KOCTHOM TKAHU IIOCA€ KOCTHOIIAACTHUYECKOM
oIrepaluy, napaMeTpbl aAbBEOASPHOM KOCTHU He-
AIOCTH U IIAQHHPOBAAH OIIEPAIIHIO NEHTAABHON HM-
IIAQHTAIIUH.

PesynwpraTtel mcciaenoBaHuss m UX OOCYIK-
JeHue.

B wHamemM wuccaemoBaHUH MBI IIPOBOAUM
CcpaBHUTeABHBIN aHaaui aByx KIIM, oTanyaromiux-
C4 II0 CTPOEHHIO, XUMHUYECKUM CBOHCTBaM, CPOKaM
OCTEOMHTETPAIINH, CKOPOCTH Pe30pOIIuU U peHTTe-
HOAOTHMYECKOH CeMHOTHKe. [Iad OIIEHKH PEHTTEeHO-
AOTHYECKHX CBOMCTB CpaBHHBAaEMBIX MaTepHaAOB
MBI IIPOBEAH SKCIEPUMEHTaAbBHOE HCCAEIOBAaHUE.
F'maopaTupoBaHHbIE MAaTepPHAABl OBIAM HU3Y4YE€HBI C
IIOMOIIIBI0 KOMIIBIOTEPHOI'O ToMorpada (ammapar
Toschiba AQUILION ONE 640) B ofMHAKOBBIX pe-
KHMaxX ChEMKH.

«Matri™ BONE» - aT0 MaTepuaa C OZHOPOLI-
HOM CTPYKTYpPOHM, IIPEACTABAEHHBIH KOoMOMHAIIHEH
MEAKO- W KPYIIHO3E€PHHCTBIX TPaHyas, IIAOTHOCTH

Puc. 1 (Fig. 1).

Geistlich

- »
Bio-Oss
Spongious bone substitute
Granules 0.25mm-1mm / 0.5g  lcc

Puc. 2 (Fig. 2).

Puc. 1. Potorpadous.

YMNOKOBKA CUHTETUYECKOTO KOCTHOMAQCTUYECKOTO MATE-
puaaa «Maftri™ BONEY.

Fig. 1. Photo.
Packing of synthetic bone graft «Matri™ BONEy.

Puc. 2. Potorpacbus.

YMNOKOBKA KCEHOTrEHHOro
pPUAAd «Bio-Ossy.

Fig. 2. Photo.

KOCTHOMAQCTHMHECKOIro mdare-

Packing of xenogenic bone graft «Bio-Ossy.
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€r0 MO MOAaHHBIM MYABTUCIIMPAABHOM KOMIIBIOTEP-
Ho#t ToMorpacduu (MCKT) 265,6+ 379,4 HU (puc.
3).

Geistlich Bio-Oss® (rpaHyAbl KPYITHOTO pas-
Mepa) TIPeACTaBAsIeT COOOM TIAOTHBIM MaTepuhaas C
HEOAHOPOAHON KPYIIHO3EPHUCTON CTPYKTYpPOM, €ro
nmaoTHocts 1o ma"HHeiM MCKT  cocrasager
883,7+227,7 HU (puc. 4).

[To mpomecTBUU IepHOAa OCTEOMHTEpPTalnuu
BCEM IHallMeHTaM OBbIAO IIPOBEIEHO IIOBTOPHOE AY-
geBoe nccaenoBanmre (KAKT), Ha ocHOBaHHH KOTO-
poro 6blaa IIpoBeeHa OIIeHKAa CTEIIeHH OCTEOMHTe-
rpammuu  KIIM, DIAOTHOCTH BHOBB O0Opa3oBaHHOM
KOCTHOH TKaHH, COCTOSHHA OKpPYzKaIolleH «MaTe-
PHHCKOM» KOCTHOM TKaHH, I[IapaMeTpPOB AaAbBEO-
ASIpHOTO TpPeOHsI/ OTPOCTKA YEAIOCTH (LIIMPUHA,
BbICOTA) U OIIpefieAeHa BO3MOXKHOCTBH IIPOBENEHUS
B JAQHHOM y4acCTKE YEAIOCTH OEHTAaABHOM HMIIAQH-
TalluH.

[To pesyabTaTaM IIPOBEAECHHOH KOMIIBIOTED-
HOM ToMorpaduu y IalueHTOB I'pynmnbl 1 (CHHTe-
Tudeckuii KIIM) OblA0O OTMEYEHO YIAOBAETBOPU-
TEABHOE COCTOSHHE KOCTHOIIAACTHYECKOTO MarTe-
pHasa, TpaHyABbl €T0 IMAOTHO IPHAETAAH K CTEHKaM
AYHKH yIOaA€HHOro 3y0a, CTPyKTypa MaTepHasa
Oblaa OmHOpPOAHAd, OOHAKO OTMEYaAOCh HaAWYUe
HE3HAYUTEABHOIO KOAMYECTBA ITAOTHBIX Y4acTKOB
BHYTPH AYHKHU (OCTATKHU Hepe3opOHPOBaHHBIX I'pa-
HyA KOCTHOIIAQCTHYECKOIro MaTtepuaasa). CpenHada
IIAOTHOCTHb HOBOOOpPA30BaHHOH KOCTHOH TKaHHU CO-
craBuaa 14902448 ycaoBHBIX emunHull. [lupunHa
aAbBEOATIPHOI'O OTPOCTKa/ dYaCTH UYEAIOCTH [0
Hayaara A€UYEHHd cocTaBAsgra B cpenHeM 9,06+0,6
MM, IIOCA€ IIPOBEAEHHOH ollepalliu yoaseHud 3yda
C OZHOMOMEHTHOHN IIAAQCTHKOH AYHKH COCTaBHAA
7,45%x0,51 MM, yto coctaBuao 81% oT TepBOHA-
YaAbHOM IINPHHBEI.

Y mamueHTOB 2 Ipynnbl (KceHoreHHBIH KITM)

TakKe OBIAO OTMEYEHO IIAOTHOE IIpHAETaHUe
ocTeopereHepara K CTE€HKaM AYHKH YIAA€HHOTI'O
3yba, omHOponmHas crpykrypa KIIM. Martepuaa 3a
IIePHOJ OCTEOHMHTErpallMH y BCEX IIAIlMEHTOB 2
TPYHIIIBI HEe 3aMECTHACS IIOAHOCTBIO Ha COOCTBEH-
HYI0 KOCTHYIO TKaHb, O YeM MOXKHO CYIUTb TaKKe
110 HAAMYHIO TPaHyA MaTepHasa B AYHKaX yIaA€H-
HBIX 3y0OB, T'PAHUIIBI KOTOPBIX YETKO ITPOCAEIKH-
BaloTCs II0 JaHHBIM Ay4YE€BBIX METOLOB HCCAELOBA-
Hud. [TAOTHOCTE HOBOOOPA30BAHHOTO OCTEOpEreHe-
para B cpemHem coctraBuaa 18501370 ycAOBHBIX
equHun. [lupuHa asbBEOAIPHOTO OTPOCTKa,/ dYa-
CTH YEAIOCTH [0 Hadasa A€YEeHHd COCTaBAdAa B
cpeneMm 8,32+0,53 MM, IIOCA€ ITPOBEAEHHOU OIle-
panuu ymaseHud 3yba ¢ OMHOMOMEHTHOM ITAACTH-
KO AyHKHU cocTaBuaa 6,71+0,39 mm, 9TO cocTaBU-
70 82% OT TIepBOHAYAABHOMN IITHUPHHEI.

Y nmammeHTOB 00€MX TPyII  PEHTIEHO-
CEMHOTHYECKHE CBOHCTBA KOCTHO-IIAACTHYECKHX
MaTepHaAOB IIOCAE IIEPHOZIa OCTEOUHTETPAIUH CO-
OTBETCTBOBAAM XapaKTepHBIM OAd AaHHBIX KIIM,
IIPOTHUBOIIOKA3aHUN [Ad IIPOBENEHUS AeHTaABHOH
UMIIAQHTAIIUH  (KOCTHO-IECTPYKTUBHBIX M3MeEHe-
HUM) He OBIAO BBIIBACHO.

Knunuveckuit npumep (maumueHT U3 rpymn-
sl 1).

[Mamuentka H., 38 aer, ob6paTusach B KAU-
HUKY C XXaao0aMHu Ha paspylleHHe KOPOHKH 3yba
1.6 (puc. 5). IIpu ocMoTpe KOPOHKOBAS YacThb 3y6a
1.6 pa3pyllleHa, BU3yaAU3UPYyeTCcs KOPeHb, KOPEHb
pa3MardyeHHbIH, M3MeHeH B IBeTe. [Ipu mpoBeme-
Huu KAKT nmeprmanmKaAbHBIX O4YaroB [AECTPYKIINH
He OblAO BBIIBA€HO. [[lmpuHaA aAbBEOASIPHOTO OT-
pocTka B 06aacTH ymaseHHOTo 3y6a 1.6 cocTaBasgeT
11,89 MM (puc. 6). IlaimmeHnTKe OBIAO IIPOBELEHO
yaaseHue 3yba 1.6 ¢ OMHOMOMEHTHOH IIAAQCTHKOH
AyHKU cuHTetndeckuM KIIM «MatriTM BONE». Ye-
pe3 6 MecdIleB IIoCcAe OIlepalluy OblAa BBIITOAHEHA

Puc. 3 (Fig. 3).

Puc. 4 (Fig. 4).

Puc. 3. MCKT.

TMAPOTMPOBAHHBIM ~ AOPArMEHT  CUMHTETUYeCKoro  KIMM
«Matri™ BONE», NAOTHOCTb 265,6% 379,4 HU.

Fig. 3. MSCT.

Hydrated fragment of the synthetic bone graft "Matri™
BONE", density 265.6 £ 379.4 HU.

Puc. 4. MCKT.

TMAPATUPOBAHHLIM JPPArMeHT KceHoreHHoro KIMM «Bio-
Oss», NAOTHOCTb 883,7+£227,7 HU.

Fig. 4. MSCT.

Hydrated fragment of the xenogeneic bone graft "Bio-
Oss", density 883.7 + 227.7 HU.
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Puc. 5 (Fig. 5).

Puc. 6 (Fig. 6).

Puc. 5. KAKT. NMaHopamMHas peKOHCTPYKLLUS.
faumeHT H. AO HO4OAQ A€YEHMS.
Fig. 5. CBCIT. Panoramic reconstruction.

Patient N. before treatment.

Puc. 6. KAKT. MPR u kpocc-cekuus B ob6aacTu 3y6a
1.6.

MaupeHT H. A0 HOYOAQ AeveHus. LLUMpUHA QABBEOASIPHOIO
OTPOCTKA COCTABASET 11,89 mm.

Fig. 6. CBCT. MPR and cross-section in the area of the
tooth 1.6.

Patient N. before treatment, the width of the alveolar pro-
cessis 11.89 mm.

Puc. 7 (Fig. 7).

Puc. 8 (Fig. 8).

Puc. 7. KAKT. NaHopamMHas peKOHCTPYKLLUS.

NAOHOPAMHAOS PEKOHCTPYKLLMS, NALMEHT H. 6 mecs-
LLEB MOCAE MPOBEAEHHOM AYTMEHTALMM AYHKM 3yBa
1.6.

Fig. 7. CBCT. Panoramic reconstruction.

Panoramic reconstruction. Patient N., 6 months after
socket preservation in the area 1.6.

Puc. 8. KAKT. MPR u Kpocc-ceKkuus B npoekuum 3yba
1.6.

MaumeHT H. yepe3 6 MECHLLEB MOCAE MPOBEAEHHOM AYTMEH-
Taumm AyHKM 3y6a 1.6. LLUMPUHA QABBEOAAPHOTO OTPOCTKA
COCTABASET 8,92 MM.

Fig. 8. CBCT. MPR and cross-section in the projection
of the tooth 1.6.

Patient N., 6 months after the socket preservation in the area
1.6. The width of the alveolar process is 8.92 mm.

Puc. 9 (Fig. 9).

Puc. 9. ONTr.
MaumeHT H. Yepes 1,5 roaa NOCAE MPOBEAEHHOTO AEYEHMS.
Fig. 9. Ortopantomography.

Patient N. 1.5 years after the freatment.
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noBtropHag KAKT (puc. 7). Bria moaydeH mocra-
TOYHO ITAOTHBIH OCTEOpPEreHepaT, OAHOPOAHBIN 10
CTPYKType, OTMEYaAHCh He3Ha4YUTEAbHBbIE BKAIOYE-
Hus dvactui, KMII, maoTtHOCTE cocraBasiaa 1300-
1600 ycaoBHbIX enuHUIl. lllupuHa asbBEOAIPHON
gyacTu B obaactu 3yba 1.6 cocraBasgaa 8,92 MM
(puc. 8). IlanmenTKe Oblra IPOBEEHA YCTAHOBKA
[OEHTAABHOI'O HMIIAQHTATa B 00AAQCTH OTCYTCTBYIO-
mrero 3yoa 1.6 (puc. 9).

Knunuveckuit npumep (mamueHT w3 rpymn-
bl 2).
[MammmenTka B., 49 aet, oOpaTuasack ¢ :xkasrobamMu Ha
IIOABMXKHOCTE 3y0OB HUIKHEH YEAIOCTH, 3aTpym-
HEHHBIN ITpueM nuuy. [Ipu nmpoBeneHUN KAMHHUYE-
CKOTO OCMOTpa OBIAO BBIIBACHO: IIOABUIKHOCTE 3Y-
6o 3.3, 3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 TpeTbell CTEmeHH,

IIOTEPSA BBICOTBI AABBEOAAPHOM YaCTH HHUZXKHEHN 4de-
AIOCTH OKOAO % BBICOTBI aAbBEOASIPHOM YacTH (pHC.
10). Causucras ob60OAOYKA AABBEOASPHOM YacTH B
obractu 3yOOB OTeYHAa, BBIPAZKEHHOH THIlEpEeMHU
He orMmedaercsd. [lo mamueiMm KAKT nepumanukasb-
HBIX 04YaroB AECTPYKIIMH KOCTHOM TKaHH HE BBISIB-
aeHo. ITluprHa aABBEOAIPHON YaCTH B 00AaCTH 3y

6a 3.3 cocraBuaa 7,04 mm, 3yba 3.2 5,64 MM, 3yba
3.1 4,88 mwM, 3y6a 4.2 6,73 MM, 3y6a 4.3 7,71 mm
(puc. 11). Briao mpoBemeHo ymaseHue 3y6oB 3.3,
3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 ¢ OHTHOMOMEHTHOM IIAQCTHU-
KOH aAbBEOASIPHOM YaCTH HUIKHEN YEAIOCTH B 00-
AQCTH VOAAEHHBIX 3yOOB C IpHUMEHEHHEM KCEeHO-
reHHoro Mmarepuasa «Bio-Oss». Yepe3 6 MmecdnenB
IIOCA€ IIPOBEAEHHOH oOIepallu HMIIAQHTAIIUH
KOCTHOIIAQCTHYECKOI'0 MaTepuasa Oblra BBIITOAHE-

Puc. 10 (Fig. 10).

Puc. 11 (Fig. 11).

Puc. 10. KAKT. NaHOPAMHAA PEKOHCTPYKLLUA.
MNaumeHT b. AO HA4YAAQ AEHEHMS.
Fig. 10. CBCT. Panoramic reconstruction.

Patient B. before treatment.

Puc. 11. KAKT. MPR 1 kpocc-cekuusa B o6AacTu 3yba 3.3.

MauneHT b. AO HOYAAQ AEYEHMALLIMPUHA AABBEOASPHOM YACTH
cocTaBASET 7,04 MM.

Fig. 11. CBCT. MPR and cross-section in the tooth area
3.3.

Patient B. before treatment.; the width of the alveolar part is
7.04 mm.

Puc. 12 (Fig. 12).

Puc. 13 (Fig. 13).

Puc. 12. KAKT. NMaHOpAMHAS peKOHCTPYKLMUS.

MNMaumeHt b. 6 mecaueB NOCAE MPOBEAEHHOM Qyr-
MEHTALLMM AYHOK 3yO0B 3.3, 3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3.

Fig. 12. CBCT. Panoramic reconstruction.

Patient B. 6 months after the socket preservation in
the area 3.3, 3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3.

Puc. 13. KAKT. MPR 1 kpocc-cekuus B o6aacTm 3yba 3.3.

MNMaumeHT b. yepes 6 MecaLEB MOCAE MPOBEAEHHOW AYTMEHTO-
LM AYHOK 3y6oB 3.3, 3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3. LLUIMpUHA QABBEOASIP-
HOM YOCTM COCTABASET 6,27 MM.

Fig. 13. CBCT. MPR and cross-section in the tooth area
3.3.

Patient B. 6 months after the socket preservation in the area
3.3, 3.2, 3.1, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3. The width of the alveolar part is 6.27
mm.
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SAMEL
VRTERT

fopy LN 3

Puc. 14 (Fig. 14).

Puc. 14. ONII.

MauneHTt b. MOCAE YCTOHOBKM AEHTAAbHbIX MMMACHTATOB
HO HMXXHEM YEAIOCTU.

Fig. 14. Ortopantomography.

Patient B. after the dental implantation on the lower jaw.

Ha noBropHasa KAKT (puc. 12), o maHHBIM KOTO-
PO IAOTHOCTH KOCTHO# TKaHHU B 00AACTH TOACAI-
ku KMII cocraBuaa okoao 1700-2000 ycaOBHBIX
€NVHULL, WIHPHHA aAbBEOASPHOM 4YaCTU HUXKHEU
YEAIOCTH B 00AACTH yHAAEHHBIX 3yOOB COCTaBHAA:
3y6a 3.3 6,72 MM, 3yba 3.2 4,48 MM, 3y6a 3.1 3,96
MM, 3yba 4.2 4,64 MM, 3yba 4.3 5,9 mMm (puc. 13).
OTMeuaeTcss HaaM4Yhe BHOBL 00pa30BaHHOM KOCT-
HOM TKaHMW HEOAHOPOMHOH CTPYKTYPHhI, C BKAIOYe-
HuaMu dactull KIIM. 3amoAHeHHBbIE KOCTHOIIAA-
CTUYECKHM MaTepHaAOM AYHKH BBIIEAIAUCH Ha
doHe OCTaAbHBIX CTPYKTYP KOCTHOHM TKaHU. [laru-
eHTKe OblAaa ITPOBeZleHa YCTAHOBKA 8 IEHTAABHBIX
UMIIAQHTATOB Ha HUIKHe# deatoctu (puc. 14), Ha
JAHHBIH MOMEHT IIallMeHT HaXOOUTCH Ha aTalle
OPTOIENNYIEeCKOH peabuANTAIINH.
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