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Pesiome

Lienb. MpoBecTn cpaBHeHne 3GpHeKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHEHWS Pa3HbIX BULOB opToneanye-
CKMX KOHCTPYKLMIA MPU NPOTe3MpoBaHNM NocieonepaumoHHbix AedeKToB BepxHeii ve-
NOCTU B AUHAMUKE.

MaTtepuanbl u meTogbl. B nccnegosaHuy npuHany yyactme 80 naymeHTos. B 3aBucumo-
CTU OT MPUMEHAEMOrO MeTOAA NPOTE3VMPOBAHMUA NaLUMEHTbI Obifvi pa3aeneHbl Ha YeTbipe
rpynnbi: B rpynne 1 (23 naymeHTa) HeMnocpeACcTBEHHOE MPOTe3MPOBaHMNE NPOBOAUIOCH
TPAAVLMOHHON KOHCTPYKLMen npoTtesa, KoTopas 6bina MCMonb30oBaHa NauMeHTamun B
oTaaneHHom nepuoge; B rpynne 2 (18 nayneHToB) NPYMEHANOCH HEMOCPeACTBEHHOE
nocneonepaLioHHoe NPoTe3npPOoBaHe NPOTE30M C NMPO3payHbIM 6a3VCOM 1 OTAANIEHHOE
npoTe3npoBaH1e Mpu NOMOLLY Nosoro o6Typupytowero npotesa; B rpynne 3 (15 naym-
€HTOB) CMOJIb30BASICA ABYXITaMHbIN METOA OTAANIEHHOTO NPOTE3MPOBAHUA C U3rOTOB/E-
HVeM BpemMeHHOW pa3obLiatoLiei Kanmbl v Mooro 06Typupytowero npotesa; B rpynne 4
(24 naumneHTa) paHHee 1 OTAaNEHHOE NPOTe3MPOBaHME He MPOBOAMIOCh.

Mpu oueHke 3PpHEKTUBHOCTM HEMOCPEACTBEHHOIO W OTAANIEHHOrO MNPOTE3VPOBaHMA
OblNIM CNOSIb30BaHbI ClIeAyloWMe KPUTEPUM: OLeHKa 3CTETUYECKOro OMTUMYMa nua,
OLleHKa CTeMneHu OTKPbIBaHWsA PTa, OLEHKa repMEeTUYHOCTU NPUeraHna OpToneanyYeckom
KOHCTPYKLMY, OLieHKa »KeBaTeslbHON CMOCOBGHOCTY, OLeHKa GYHKLMW MOTaHUA, OLeHKa
HYTPWUTMBHON HEAOCTAaTOYHOCTY, OL|EHKA KaueCTBa 3BYKOMPOW3HOWEHUA 1 Pa3bopurBo-
CTU peun, oLeHKa aganTauuy K CbeMHO OpTOneanuecKon KOHCTPYKLMI, OLEHKa NCuxXo-
SMOLIMOHANBbHOIO COCTOSHNSA, OLIeHKA KauecTBa »KU3HW.

Pe3ynbTraTbl. B pe3ynbrate nccnefoBaHms pas3paboTaHbl KpUTepum yTpatbl GyHKUMIA 1
npoeefeHa CpaBHUTENbHAA OLeHKa 3$PEKTVBHOCTY UCMOIb30BaHHbIX METOAOB MpoTe-
31POBaHMA NprobpeTeHHbIX fedeKTOB BEPXHEN YeOCTH.

3aknioueHue. CpaBHUTENbHAA OLEHKa 3PGEeKTUBHOCTU MPUMEHEHNA PasHbiX BWOOB
opTonegMuecknx KOHCTPYKLMIA Npu NpOTe3poBaHMK NoCieonepaummoHHbix aedektos
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BEPXHEN YeNoCTN B IMHAMUKE AEMOHCTPUPYET CTAaTUCTUYECKYI0 AOCTOBEPHOCTb Sddek-
TUBHOCTM Pa3paboTaHHbIX METOLOB NMPOTE3MPOBAHNA B TEYEHMe BCEro neprofa Habsio-
AEHVA MO CPaBHEHMIO C TPALNLUMOHHBIM METOAOM.
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Abstract

Purpose. To compare the effectiveness of different types prostheses used in postoperative
defects of the upper jaw prosthetics in dynamics.

Materials and methods. The study involved 80 patients. Patients were divided into four
groups depending on the method of prosthetics: in group 1 (23 patients) immediate
prosthetics was performed using a traditional prosthesis design, which was used by
patientsin the remote period;in group 2 (18 patients) immediate postoperative prosthetics
with a prosthesis with a transparent base and remote prosthetics using a hollow obturator
prosthesis were used; in group 3 (15 patients) a two-stage method of remote prosthetics
was used with the production of a temporary separating mouthguard and a hollow
obturator prosthesis; in group 4 (24 patients) immediate and remote prosthetics were not
performed.

The following criteria were used to evaluate the effectiveness of immediate and remote
prosthetics: assessment of the aesthetic optimum of the face, assessment of the degree of
mouth opening, assessment of the hermeticity of prosthesis, assessment of chewing ability,
assessment of the swallowing function, assessment of nutritional deficiency, assessment
of the quality of pronunciation and speech intelligibility, assessment of adaptation to
a removable prosthesis, assessment of the psycho-emotional state, assessment of the
quality of life.

Results. As a result of the study, criteria for loss of functions were developed and a
comparative assessment of effectiveness of the used prosthetics methods of acquired
defects of the upper jaw was carried out.
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Conclusion. Comparative effectiveness efficiency of used different types of prostheses in
the prosthetics methods of acquired defects of the upper jaw in dynamics demonstrates
statistical reliability of the effectiveness of the developed prosthetic methods during the
entire observation period than the effectiveness of the traditional prosthetic method.
Keywords: prostheses, effectiveness, defect of the upper jaw, obturator prostheses,
transparent base

B BBEAEHWE

MpriobpeTeHHble AedeKkTbl BEPXHEN YENOCTU NPenCcTaBaAloT CoBoN TAXKenylo nato-
NOrUI0, PaspyLUeHNe aHaTOMUYECKMX 06pa3oBaHU MPUBOANT K BblparkeHHbIM QYHKLNO-
HaNlbHbIM Y KOCMETUYECKMM HapyLUEHVAM, YTO 3HAUMUTENIbHO YXYALIAET KauyeCTBO »KU3HN
MauMeHTOB 1 CO3AAET TPYAHOCTU B COLMaNbHON afanTauum 1 MeauLMHCKO peabunmTa-
umn. MocneonepaumoHHble AedeKTbl BEPXHEN YeNOCTY NPUBOAAT K yTpaTe 3y60B, Bbi3bl-
BalOT aCMMMETPUIO NTMLA, COMPOBOXKAAIOTCA YyTPATOM SCTETUYECKOro onTMMyma nuua [1-6].

Mpy HanUuUUKM CoobLLEHMA MONOCTM PTa C HOCOMTOTKOW, NMOMOCTbIO HOCA, BepXHEeYe-
JIIOCTHOW Na3yxoW BO3HMKAIOT HapyLeHnA GYHKLMY KeBaHWA, IMOTaHWA, NyWwa nonagaet
B NJIOXO M30/IMpyeMble aHaTOMUYeCKre MOJIOCTA 1 Bbi3bIBaeT XPOHUYECKOE BOCNasieHne
cnmsuncTon obonoukn [7-9]. AncoyHKUma 3y60UenioCTHON CUCTEMBI CMOCOBCTBYET BO3-
HUKHOBEHMIO MATONOTMMYECKMX W3MEHEHMI CO CTOPOHbI BUCOYHO-HUXKHEYENOCTHOIO
cycTaga [10, 11]. Ha ¢poHe HapyLueHHOWN GYHKLUN KEBAHWA W FOTAHWA Y NaLUEHTOB He-
peako GopMmpytoTca 3a60NeBaHNA KeyAOYHO-KMLLEUYHOTO TPAKTa UK yTAXKeNAeTCsa nx
TeyeHue [12, 13].

DopmMupoBaHMEe OPOHa3anbHOrO U OPOCUHYCANIbHOTO COOOLEHUA BbI3blBAET pac-
CTPOWCTBO AbixaHuA [1, 4, 6, 9]. CorpeBaHue Bo3ayxa B NOIOCTM HOCA He OCYLLeCTBAAETCS,
UTO CHWKAET COMPOTUBAAEMOCTb OpraHM3Ma K NpocTyaHbIM 3abonesaHuam [1]. Kpome
TOro, HanMuyme NOCTOAHHOW HOCOBOW CEKPeLMmn CroCoBCTBYET XPOHUYECKOMY BOCMane-
HUIO 1 aTpodUM TKaHEe MPOTE3HOTO NOXA, yXyALwWwasa rMrmeHy nonocTu pTa v rmMrneHmnye-
CKMe XapaKTepUCTMKM CbeMHOrO MpoTe3a. BBrnay HapyLlweHna LenoCcTHOCTM BEPXHEN Ye-
NIIOCTY NPOUCXOANT HapYLLEHME PE3OHNPOBAHNA MOMOCTEN MOTKM 1 HOCOMNOTKU, peyb
CTAHOBUTCA Hepa3bopUMBOW M3-3a Ha3aNbHOMO MCKaXKeHWA 3BYyKa, MpuobpeTaeT rHyca-
Bbll OTTEHOK 3@ CYeT prHOGOHMY, 3BYKOOOPa3oBaHUue nckaxaetcs [4, 8].

BblpaxeHHble CTPYKTYpHble 1 GYyHKLMOHANbHbIE HAapyLIeHNsA YetoCTHO-NNLEBON 06-
NnacTn BEAYT K U3MEHEHUIO NMCUXOIMOLIMOHANIbHOMO CTaTyca NalMeHToB, YXyAwasa couu-
anbHyio afanTaLmio Y KaueCTBO XM3HM, UTO CYLLeCTBEHHO YCJIOXKHAET NpoLecc MeanLIH-
cKon peabunuTtaunu [6, 91.

YentocTHO-NMLeBOe NpoTe3NpPOBaHNe HEOOXOAMMO PaccMaTpMBaTh Kak NepBblii 3Tan
MEANLVHCKOM peabunnTtaumm nauveHToB C NpuobpeTeHHbIMU AedekTaMn BEPXHEN ye-
NoCTI, 6e3 KOTOPOTro HEBO3MOXXHO BOCCTaHOBNEHME GYHKLIMU KeBaTeNbHOMO 1 apTUKyNA-
LUMOHHOro annaparta. o JaHHbIM creuranbHOM IUTepPaTypbl, NPOTE3MPOBaHME ABNAETCA
O[HVM U3 Hanbonee 3$pPeKTVBHbIX METOAOB BOCCTAHOBNEHUS GYHKLIMOHANbHbBIX U 3CTETY-
YeCKMX HapyLIeHWU y NaUVeHTOB C NprobpeTeHHbIMY fedeKTaMy BEpXHeN yentocTu [4, 6].

Kaxkpaa KnuHMJyeckasa cutyauumsa npoTe3npoBaHUs NpriobpeTeHHbIX AepeKTOB Bepx-
Hel YencTu HOCUT WHAVBWAYANIbHbIA XapakTep, TpebyeT nepcoHMOULMPOBAHHOIO
noaxofa, BbICOKON KBannduKaLmy Bpaya — CToMaTonora-optonefa 1 3y6Horo TexHuKa,
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3a4acTyl0 HEOOXOAMMbIM ABNAETCA WM3rOTOBNEHNE HECKOJIbKMX OPTOMEAUYECKUX KOH-
CTPYKUWMIA Ha pa3HbIX STanax.

Takum o6pa3om, pa3paboTka HOBbIX METOAOB NPOTE3MPOBAHNA C LIENbIO MOBbILLEHUA
30 DEKTUBHOCTM MEANLMHCKON peabunutaumm naunmeHToB C NPMobpeTeHHbIMY AedeKTa-
MW BEPXHEN YENIOCTW NPefCcTaBaseT co60M BaXHYI0 MEAULIMHCKYIO 1 COLMAbHYIO 3aZauy.

B LIE/Ib NCCNEJOBAHUA

MpoBecTu cpaBHeHne 3GPEKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHEHUS Pa3HbIX BUAOB OPTONEANYECKNX
KOHCTPYKLMI, MPUMEHSEMbIX MPU MNPOTE3MPOBAHUN MOCTEONEePALMOHHbIX AedeKToB
BEPXHEN YenoCTU B UHAMIIKE.

B MATEPWAJIbI U METO/bI

B nccnepoBaHny npuHanu yyactre 80 nauuveHTOB, KOTOpble ObLIM pasfeneHbl Ha
4 rpynnbl METOAOM PaHAOMM3UPOBAHHOTO KOHTPONMPYEMOro UccnefoBaHus: rpynna 1
(koHTposbHasA), rpynna 2 (ocHOBHasA), rpynna 3 (ABYX3TanHOro oTAaneHHOro NPoTe3npo-
BaHusA), rpynna 4 (6e3 npoBefeHHOro NpoTe3npoBaHua) (Tabn. 1).

MauneHTam rpynnbl 1 B paHHeM nepriofe NpoBOAWUIOCH OPTONefMYeckoe neyeHne
npu NOMOLUM TPAAULMOHHOWN KOHCTPYKLMM HEMOCPEeACTBEHHOrO NPOTe3a, aHaIorMyHoOM
MO CTPOEHUIO C KNAaCCMYECKNM YaCTUYHBIM CbeMHbIM MAACTUHOYHBIM MPOTE30M. [laHHbIN
BMA npoTe3a 6e3 06TypupyloLleln YacTh NauMeHTbl NPoLoIKany NCnonb30oBaTh B OTAa-
neHHom nepuoge (puc. 1).

MauneHTam rpynnbl 2 NPOBOAUIOCH OPTONEANYEcKoe feyeHne no npeasioKeHHoON
aBTOpamMy MeTOAUKe, BK/Yatollee paHHee nocneonepaLoHHoe NpoTe3rpoBaHre npu
NMOMOLLM HEeNOCPeCTBEHHOrO NPoTe3a C NPo3payHbiM 6a3nMcom C nocneayioLLen 3aMeHo N
Ha nonbi 06TYpuUpYyOLWMIA NPOTe3 B OTAANIEHHOM nepuroge (puc. 2).

MauneHTam rpynnbl 3 NPOBOAMICA NPEAJSIOKEHHbIN MeTOf ABYX3TanHOro oTaaneHHo-
ro npote3mpoBaHuA 6e3 npeaLecTByOLWEro HeNocpeaCcTBEHHOMO NocsieonepaLoHHo-
ro NpoTe3MpOBaHMA MyTeM M3roToBIEHUA afanTaLMOHHON BPeMeHHON pa3obLuyatoLlen
Kanbl C nocnegyoLlern 3aMmeHon Ha Nonbi 06Typupyowmii npoTes (puc. 3).

Ta6nuua 1

PacnpepeneHne nauneHToB B 3aBUCMMOCTI OT 3Tana NpoTe3MpoBaHus 1 NCMOJIb30BaHHO
opToneanyecKoil KOHCTPYKLn

Table 1

Distribution of patients depending on the stage of prosthetics and the denture used

lpynna 1 (n=23) lpynna 2 (n=18) lpynna 3 (n=15) lpynna 4 (n=24)

ST1an
OpTtoneanyeckas KOHCTPYKUNA

Knaccuueckui Heno-
CpeACTBEHHbI NpoTes,
N3roTOBJIEHHbIV MO Tpa-
OVLUVOHHOW MeTofnKe

HenocpenctBeHHbIN
npoTe3 C MPo3payHbIM
6a3ncom

MpoTe3npoBaHne MpoTe3upoBaHue
He NpoBOAUIOCH He NPOBOAWUIOCH

PaHHee
npoTesu-
poBaHue

BpemeHHas pa3o6-
HenocpeactBeHHbI . . aloLlan Kanna ¢ no-

pen .| Monbii 06TYpurpyOLWMIA thatou . .
npoTes, UCNosb3yemblii npoTes cnegyioLen 3ameHon
B OTAANIEHHOM Nepuoae Ha nosnbl 06TYpUpy-
owni npotes

MpoTe3upoBaHue
He NPOBOANUNOCH

OTnaneHHoe
npoTesnpo-
BaHue
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a b

Puc. 1. TpaanLUMOHHDI HenocpeACTBEHHbDIN NPOTes, NCNOb3yeMblii NaLMieHTamMy rpynnbl 1 B paHHeM
nepuopae - a; B oTAaneHHoM nepuoge - b

Fig. 1. Traditional immediate denture used by patients of group 1 in the early period - a; in the remote
period - b

Puc. 2. OpToneguueckmne KOHCTPYKLUN, NCMOJIb3yeMble NPV NPOTe31POoBaHMI NaLeHTOB rpynnbl 2:

a - HenocpeACcTBEHHDII Noc/ieonepaLioHHbI NPOTes C NPo3payHbiM 6a3ncom; b - nonbii
06Typupylowmii npores

Fig. 2. Dentures used in prosthetics of patients of group 2: a - immediate postoperative prosthesis with
a transparent base; b - hollow obturating prosthesis

Puc. 3. BpemeHHasn pasob6ujaouian Kanna, ucnonb3yemas Ha NepBOM 3Tane npeaAsioXKeHHOro MeToga
OTAANIEHHOrO NPOTe3MPOBaHNA NALMEHTOB C Npno6GpeTeHHbIMU fedeKTaMu BepXHer YentocTu
(rpynna 3)

Fig. 3. A temporary isolating mouthguard used at the first stage of the proposed method of remote
prosthetics for patients with acquired defects of the upper jaw (group 3)
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Ta6nuua 2

CooTBeTcTBUE 5-6annbHoli wKanbl Kogos MK® onpegenntenam, oTmevalowmnm BeIMYNHY YPOBHSA
3/10pOBbA

Table 2

Correspondence of the 5-point scale of ICF codes to the determinants indicating the value of the level of
health

Kputepun Hapywenuin (MK®)

Kop, Onpepgenutenb, OTMeYaOLWNIA BEINYNHY YPOBHA 340POBbA
0 HET HapyLueHni (HMKaKux, OTCYTCTBYIOT, HUUTOXHbIE) (0-4%)
1 JIETKUE HapylueHns (He3HaumTenbHble, cabble) (5-24%)

2 YMEPEHHDbIE HapylueHus (cpefHue, 3Haummble) (25-49%)

3 TAMEJIbIE HapylweHuA (BbICOKME, MHTEHCMBHbIE) (50-95%)

4 ABCOJIIOTHbIE HapyLweHus (nonHble) (96—100%)

B pamkax HacTosllero nccnefoBaHuA pa3paboTaHbl KpuTepun yTpaTtbl QYHKLUA 1
KpUTEpPUM OLEHKUN 3DEKTMBHOCTU NPOTe3npoBaHMA. ONns pa3paboTKu OaHHbIX KpuTe-
pVeB MCNONb30Bann YHUOULMPOBaHHbIE MOHATMA N KaTeropum GYHKLUMOHMPOBaHUA Y
OrpaHNYEHNA KN3HeQeATENbHOCTA, NpUBeeHHble B MexxayHapoaHom Knaccubukaumm
bYHKLUMOHMPOBaHUA, OrpaHUYEHNN XU3HeaeATenbHOCTN 1 3g0opoBba (MKD), kKotopas

Ta6bnuuya 3

Kputepun oueHkmn 3¢ppeKTUBHOCTN HENOCPEACTBEHHOTO 1 OTAANEHHOTO NPOTe3pPoBaHNA
Table 3

Criteria for assessing the effectiveness of immediate and remote prosthetics

Kputepui oueHKn

N B T e e AT MeTtoanKa npoBeAeHNA OLEHKIU KpUTepusa

Bu3yanbHas oLeHKa CriefyoLyx Kputepries:

— KOHbUrypauua nuua;

— BOCCTaHOBJ/IEHME BbICOTbI HV>KHETO OTAENa INL3;

— BbIPaXXEHHOCTb HOCOTYBHbIX U MOA6OPOAOUHBIX CKNAAOK;
— TMOJIOXKEHNE YTONKOB pTa

1. OueHKa 3CTeTNYECKOro
onTUMyma nimua

OnpepeneHuve cnefyiowmx Kputepmres:

2. OueHka cTeneHun OTKpPbIBaHMA .
— OTCYTCTBME KOHTPAKTYPbl Yencten;

pTa

— KoHTpaktypa |, I, [l ctenenn
3. OueHKa repmMeTuyHoCT" Hoco-poToBas npoba;
npwneraHus opTornegmyeckomn poTo-HOCOBas NPo6a;
KOHCTPYKLMN rnotatenbHas npoba
4. OueHKa xeBaTenbHON CybbeKTrBHasA oLieHKa GYHKLMOHMPOBaHWA KeBaTeIbHOro annapara
CnocobHoCTH naymeHTom

Cy6'beKTI/IBHa$| OLeHKa (I)yHKLlI/II/I rnoTaHuA NaymMeHToMm no

5. OueHka GyHKUWM roTaHus .
MOANGULIMPOBAHHON LUKase OLeHKN GYHKLUMMN roTaHusA

6. OueHKa HYTPUTUBHOW MHpekc maccol Tena no Ketne;
HEAO0CTaTOYHOCTH BblUMC/IEHNE NOTEPU BeCa NaLMeHTa 3a NnocsiegHme 6 mecsaues

7. OueHKa KauecTBa
3BYKOMPOMN3HOLIEHNS 1
pa3bopurBOCTM peun

8. OueHKa aganTaumm K cbemHoln | [pOTOKON OLEHKM afanTayuy naymneHTa K OpToneguyeckon
OPTOMNEAMNYECKON KOHCTPYKLMM | CTOMATONOrMUeckoi KoHCTpyKumn (MuxanbueHko [1.B. c coasr.,, 2013)

AyAmno3anncb peur NaLneHToB C NociefyoWwmm CyOobeKTYBHbIM
C/yXOBbIM aHaNIN30M

CKPUWHVHIoBas MeTofKa Npwv NCnosib30BaHUM FOCMUTaNbHOM LIKarbl
TpeBoru n genpeccumn (HADS, Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale)
(A. Zigmond u R. Snaith, 1983)

10. OueHKa KayecTBa XKN3HU 0O6wwit onNpocHUK SF-36

9. OueHKa NCMX03MOLMOHaNIbHOTO
COCTOAHNA
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[aeT onucaHmne cMTyaunii, Ncxoasa 13 GyHKLMOHNPOBAHNA 1 ero orpaHuYeHnin y yenose-
Ka, 1 cnyunT 6a3ncom ana cuctematusaumy nonyyeHHon nHpopmalmm, 4to no3sonsaert
pa3pabaTbiBaTb METOAbI OLIEHKM B XO[€e NCCNefoBaHNIN.

[nAa KonnyecTBEHHON OLLEHKWN CTENEHU HapyLeHW NCNoNb30Bann euHyo 5-6annb-
Hyto WKany kogos MKO, KoTopyto NPYMeHAIM AA COOTHOLEeHNA NoKasaTenen no nccne-
oyeMbiM KpuTepuam (Tabn. 2).

Mpun oueHKke 3¢pPEKTMBHOCTU HEMOCPEACTBEHHOIO Y OTAANIEHHOIO MPOTE3NPOBAHUA
ObINN NCNOJIb30BaHbl KPUTEPUK, NPeACTaB/IeHHble B Tab. 3.

Mpwu BbIGOPE MeTO[OB OLEHKMN nccnegyembix GYHKLMOHaNbHbIX HapyLIeHWiA Npeamno-
yTeHue 0TAaBaNoCh CTaHAAPTHbLIM, MPOCTbIM U IEFKO BOCMPON3BOANMbIM KITMHUYECKNM 1
LAMArHOCTUYECKUM TeCcTaM B CBA3U C HEOOXOAUMOCTbIO MPOBEAEHUA KOHTPONA 3bdEKTMB-
HOCTM NPOTE3NPOBAHNA NPUOOPETEHHbIX AePEKTOB BEPXHEN YENOCTY C LieNblo paclimpe-
HUA oO6bema OKazaHWUsA OpToMNeaNYEeCcKon NOMOLL M.

CpaBHeHue 3GHeKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHEHUA Pa3HbIX BULOB OPTONEANUYECKNX KOHCTPYK-
UM Npy NpoTe3NPOBaHUN NOCeonepaUnoHHbIX AedheKTOB BepXHel YentocT NpoBo-
AWUNOCb B AUHaMUKe B criefylolie BpeMeHHble npomexyTku: 3-30 cyTok, 1-3 mecaua,
3-6 MecAueB, 6-9 MecAaueB, 9-12 mecAueB MOCNe YCTaHOBKU OpPTOMeAnYecKom
KOHCTPYKLUUN.

[na Kaxporo naumeHTa B rpynne nccnefoBaHuA onpenenany Kop OUeHKU cTeneHun
HapyLleHU No Kputepram B AUHaMuKe. Hanpumep, B Tabn. 4 npeactaBneHbl pe3ynbTathl
OLEHKM HapyLLeHWI Mo KaXAoMy 13 NccrefgyeMblX KpUutepres Aa naumeHToB rpynnol 3
3a nepvog 3-30 cyToK nocsie UCMOoNb30BaHKA BPeMeHHOI pa3obLiatoLeli Kanbl.

Ta6bnuua 4

Pe3ynbTaTbi oueHKN 3P PeKTMBHOCTY NPOTE31POBaHNA NO NCCNIefyeMbIM KpUTEPUAM ANA NaLeHToB
rpynnbi 3 3a nepuopg 3-30 CYyTOK OT MOMEHTa MCMNONb30BaHUA OPTONeANYECcKol KOHCTPYKLuu B 6annax
Table 4

Results of the assessment of the effectiveness of prosthetics according to the studied criteria for patients
of group 3 for a period of 3-30 days from the moment of using the denture in points

Kputepnin oueHkn appeKTnBHOCTI Maynent
npotesnpoBaHuA B 6annax 1/2 (3 (4|5 |6 |7 |8 |9 10/11/12|13|14|15

OueHKa 3CTeTn4yeckoro onTuMyma nuua 4 13 |1 |2 |3 |4 |3 |2 |3 |3 |2 |4 3 |4 |3

N
—_
-
—_
N
-
N
-

OueHKa cTeneHn oTKpbIBaHUA pTa 312 |1 |1

OueHkKa repMeTuyHOCTU nNpuneraHna
OpTOI'Ie,EWILIECKOVI KOHCTPYKLn

OueHKa »eBaTesIbHOW CMoCoBHOCTN 4 /3 /1 |2 |3 |4 3|2 (3 |3 |2 |4 |3 |4 |3
OueHka GyHKUMM rnoTaHus 2 /0 |0 (O 1T |0 [T |O 1T /0 |0 |0 |O |O
OueHKa HyTpUTUBHON HegocTaToyHoct |3 |2 |0 |1 (2 |2 (1 |0 |1 |2 |0 |3 |1 |2 |1
OueHKa KayecTBa 3BYyKOMPOMW3HOLLEHUA 1 s alolola 112101211 lol1 1111 |1

pPa36bopurBOCTU peun

OueHKa afanTaumm K CbeMHO opToneau-
UECKOW KOHCTPYKLMM

OLeHKa NCMX03MOLMOHANBbHOMO CO-
CTOAHVSA:

— LWWKana Tpesorun 3 /3]0 (2 {3 (3 |3 |0 |3 |3 (2 |3 |2 |3 |2
— LWKana genpeccum 3 /3]0 (2 |2 |3 |3 |0 2 |2 |3 |2 |3 |2
OueHKa KayecTBa »KN3HU 4 (3 (1 |2 |2 |4 |3 |1 |3 |2
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B PE3YJIbTATDI

Ona n3yueHnsa 3ddEKTUBHOCTM NPUMEHEHUA Pa3HbIX BUAOB OPTONEAUYECKMX KOH-
CTPYKUMI NPU NPOTE3UPOBAHUN NOCeonepaLMoHHbIX iepeKTOB BEpPXHEN YentocTu Npo-
BOAMNOCH CpaBHEHVEe BbIOOPOUHbIX COBOKYMHOCTEN, COCTaBMIEHHbIX U3 3HAUYeHWU cpep-
HUX 6annoB nccnegyemMbix KpUTEPUEB B rPyMnmax Mo Kaxaomy nauveHTy mexay cobon B
JnHamuKe (Tabn. 5, 6).

B cBA3U € Tem, UTo pacnpefeneHne BapuaHToOB NPUOMKEHO K HOPManbHOMY [ CTa-
TUCTUYECKMX CPaBHEHWI NO pAdy C KpuTepuem Tecta MaHHa — YutHu (U), ncnonb3oBaH
t-kpuTepuin CTbiofieHTa, CTaTUCTMYECKN 3HAUYMbIM CUMTANN Pe3ynbTaT, eC/ivi BEPOATHOCTb
OTBEPrHyTb HyNeBylo rmnotesy o6 OTCYTCTBMU pasnunuunin He npesbiwana 5,0% (p£0,05)
[14,15].

CBopHas Tabn. 7 copgepKnT nokasaTenu CpefHuX BeMUmH cpefHux 6annos nccnepye-
MbIX KpUTEPKEB B rpyMMax no Kaxgomy nauueHty. paduryeckoe nsobpakeHne gUHaMUKN
[AaHHOTO NOKa3aTens B TeyeHve nepuoga HabnogeHns npeacTaBneHo Ha puc. 4.

Ta6bnuuya 5

CpepgHue 6annbl uccnepyembix Kputepues B rpynne 1 v rpynne 2 no KaXxaomy naumneHTy B AUHaMMUKe
Table 5

Average scores of the studied criteria in group 1 and group 2 for each patient in dynamics

Ipynna 1 (n=23) Ipynna 2 (n=18)
MNaumnent |3-30 1-3 3-6 6-9 9-12 3-30 1-3 3-6 6-9 9-12
CyT. mec. mec. mec. mec. CyT. mec. mec. mec. mec.

1 2,00 2,60 2,60 2,70 2,70 1,86 1,00 0,70 0,70 0,70
2 0,14 0,90 1,20 1,40 1,40 1,00 0,70 0,30 0,30 0,30
3 1,14 1,80 1,90 1,90 1,90 2,00 1,00 0,70 0,50 0,50
4 2,43 2,00 2,00 2,20 2,20 0,14 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00
5 1,86 2,40 2,30 2,40 2,40 2,57 2,00 1,90 1,90 1,80
6 1,71 1,60 1,90 1,90 2,00 0,86 0,80 0,40 0,20 0,20
7 2,43 2,50 2,60 2,70 2,80 0,29 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00
8 2,00 1,80 2,00 2,20 2,20 1,29 0,60 0,20 0,20 0,20
9 1,71 2,00 1,90 2,00 2,10 1,29 0,80 0,60 0,60 0,60
10 0,43 2,20 2,60 2,30 2,30 1,86 1,10 0,80 0,60 0,60
1 2,57 2,30 1,90 2,00 2,20 0,57 0,10 0,20 0,60 0,10
12 2,00 2,30 2,60 2,50 2,60 1,57 0,80 0,60 0,10 0,40
13 1,00 1,90 2,20 2,00 2,00 2,29 1,60 0,80 0,40 0,80
14 1,71 1,70 1,80 1,70 1,80 1,57 0,70 0,70 0,80 0,20
15 3,00 2,80 2,90 2,90 2,90 1,43 0,80 0,90 0,20 0,80
16 2,43 2,70 2,40 2,30 2,30 1,86 1,20 0,90 0,90 0,50
17 2,14 1,50 1,60 1,70 1,90 0,14 0,20 0,10 0,80 0,10
18 0,71 2,30 2,30 2,30 2,40 1,29 0,30 0,10 0,10 -

19 3,00 2,60 2,70 2,70 2,70 - - - - -
20 2,71 2,50 2,20 2,40 2,50 - - - - -

21 1,29 2,20 2,30 2,30 2,30 - - - - -
22 1,71 2,40 2,60 2,60 2,60 - - - - -
23 1,86 2,20 2,40 2,40 2,40 - - - - -

62 "Dentistry Aesthetics Innovations', 2025, volume 9, Ne 1



OpurrHanbHble NCCNefoBaHNs
Original Research

&/

Ta6bnuua 6

CpepaHue 6annbl uccnegyembix Kputepues B rpynne 3 v rpynne 4 no KaxAaomy nauneHTy

Table 6

Average scores of the studied criteria in group 3 and group 4 for each patient

lpynna 3 (n=15) lpynna 4 (n=24)
Maymnent 3-30 1-3 3-6 6-9 9-12 3-30 1-3 3-6 6-9 9-12
CyT. mec. mec. mec. mec. CyT. mec. mec. mec. mec.

1 3,10 2,20 1,50 0,70 1,40 3,00 3,50 3,44 3,44 3,44
2 2,10 0,70 0,40 0,30 0,30 3,40 1,25 1,22 1,33 1,56
3 0,40 0,00 0,00 0,50 0,00 0,80 2,88 2,67 2,67 2,67
4 1,30 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 3,00 2,13 1,78 1,67 1,89
5 2,00 0,90 0,70 1,90 0,60 2,80 3,38 3,11 3,11 3,11
6 2,40 1,70 1,10 0,20 0,70 3,20 1,75 2,00 2,11 2,11
7 2,10 0,90 0,70 0,00 0,50 3,40 3,25 3,00 3,00 3,11
8 0,70 0,10 0,10 0,20 0,10 2,00 2,63 2,44 2,67 2,67
9 1,90 0,70 0,10 0,60 0,00 3,00 3,25 2,89 2,89 2,89
10 1,80 1,10 1,10 0,60 0,50 3,20 3,38 3,00 3,00 3,11
11 1,10 0,10 0,10 0,10 0,00 3,00 2,88 2,89 3,00 3,00
12 2,50 1,30 0,80 0,40 0,80 3,00 3,38 3,33 3,33 3,22
13 1,60 0,30 0,10 0,80 0,10 3,40 3,25 3,11 3,11 3,22
14 2,40 1,30 0,80 0,20 0,80 3,00 1,88 1,67 2,22 2,22
15 1,50 0,70 0,30 0,90 0,30 2,80 3,25 3,00 2,89 3,00
16 - - - - - 2,80 3,38 3,33 3,22 3,22
17 - - - - - 3,00 3,13 2,89 3,00 3,11
18 - - - - - 3,20 3,50 3,44 3,44 3,44
19 - - - - - 2,40 2,88 2,33 2,44 2,56
20 - - - - - 3,20 2,75 2,67 2,78 3,11
21 - - - - - 3,20 3,38 3,22 3,22 3,22
22 - - - - - 3,20 3,50 3,33 3,44 3,44
23 - - - - - 3,00 2,63 2,33 2,33 2,56
24 - - - - - 3,40 3,13 3,00 3,22 3,22

Ta6bnuua 7

CpepHue BennunHbl cpeaHNX 6annoB ncciegyembix KpUTepreB B rpynmnax no KaXKgomy nauyueHTy

B AVHAMUKe

Table 7

Average values of average scores of the studied criteria in groups for each patient in dynamics

Uccnepyembiin
nepuop

lpynna 1

lpynna 2

lpynna 3

lpynna 4

CraTucTnyeckas 3Ha4MMOCTb

pasnuuuin

3-30 cyTOoK

1,83%

1,33*A

1,79%n°

293

U=0,943, p=0,0001*
U=0,417, p=0,035/
U=0,193, p=0,057°

1-3 mecAaua

2,14%

0,76*A

0,8*/\°

2,93

U=0,888, p=0,0001*
U=0,536, p=0,0001/
U=0,055, p=0,929°

3-6 mecaueB

2,21*

0,55%A

0,52*%A°

2,75

U=0,730, p=0,0001*
U=0,417, p=0,00014
U=0,033, p=0,873°

6-9 mecaueB

2,24*%

0,47*N

0,41%A°

2,81

U=0,931, p=0,0001*
U=0,417, p=0,0001/"
U=0,025, p=0,630°
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OKOHYaHwue Tabnuupl 7

U=0,666, p=0,0001*
9-12 mecAues 2,29% 0,44*N 0,41%A° 2,87 U=0,739, p=0,0001A
U=0,739, p=0,762°

MprmeyaHna: * 3HaueHnA CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMbI MPU CPaBHEHWUM C AaHHbIMM rpynnbl 4 npy p<0,05; A 3HaueHWA cTaTcTUYe-
CKM 3Ha4YMMbl MPU CPaBHEHWM rpynnbl 1 ¢ AaHHbIMK rpynnbl 2 npy p<0,05; ° 3HaYeHNA CTaTUCTUYECKMN 3HAUYMMbI NPV CPaBHEHUN
rpynnbl 2 ¢ gaHHbIMK rpynnbl 3 npu p<0,05.

3,5
lpynna 4

3 P ° _

2,5
_______________ W-------—mmm—-—-f}--=--=--====---0

2 T * lpynna 1
15 > lpynna 3

1 fpynma2 el

e —

0'5 ....... A N N

0

3-30 cyToK 1-3 mecaua 3-6 mecaueB 6-9 mecaues 9-12 mecAues

Puc. 4. iuHaMunKa cpefHUX BeNNYMH CpeaHNX 6annoB nccneayemMbiX KpUtepueB B rpynnax no Kaxpaomy
nayuueHTy B TeYeHMe nepuoaa HabnogeHns

Fig. 4. Dynamics of average values of average scores of the studied criteria in groups for each patient
during the observation period

B ObCYXIOEHWE

Ha ocHoBaHMM Noy4YeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB fOKa3aHO, YTO pasnuyma nccnegyemblix no-
KasaTenen, NpeAcTaBieHHbIX B Tabn. 4, B rpynne 6e3 nprvMeHeHnsA NpoTe30B AOCTOBEPHO
HVXe Mo cpaBHeHuto ¢ rpynnamu 1, 2, 3 (Mcnonb3ylolme opTonefnyeckne KOHCTPYKL M)
B TeYeHMe BCero nepuoga HabnogeHus (p=0,0001). JocToBepHbIMU ABNAOTCA MOKa3a-
Tenu 3¢pPeKTUBHOCTM NPUMEHEHUA Pa3HbIX NPOTE30B B rpynne 1 (NaumeHTbl C TpaguLym-
OHHbIM MPOTE30M) 1 rpynne 2 (NauneHTbl C O6TYPUPYIOLLMM NPOTE30M) B TEUEHME BCEFO
nepvopa HabnogeHus (p=0,0001).

[JocToBepHble pasnuuna mexgy rpynnown 2 (1,33) n rpynnon 3 (1,79) B neprope Ha-
6nofgeHna 3-30 cytok (p=0,057) cBfA3aHbl C UCMOMIb30BaHNEM OPTOMEANYECKNX KOH-
CTPyKUWIA (B rpynne 2 — HENOCPEACTBEHHDBIV MPOTE3 C MPO3PayYHbIM 6a3nMcom, B rpymnne
3 - BpemeHHasA pa3obLyaloLiad Kamnmna), a Takxke € pasHbIMU CPOKaMM YCTaHOBKM NpoTe3a B
nocneonepalroHHOM neproge (B rpynne 2 ¢puKcauma npotesa oCyLweCcTBIAETCA B paH-
Hem nepvoge, B rpynne 3 — B OTAANIEHHOM).

OTCcyTCTBME pasnuunin Mexxay nokasatenamu B rpynne 2 (0,44) n rpynne 3 (0,41) B ne-
puop 9-12 mecaues (p=0,762) 06ycnoBneHo NCMOMIb30BaHEM UAEHTUYHOWN opTonemye-
CKOW KOHCTPYKLMUN — MOSIOFO 06TYpUpYHoLLero npoTesa B OTAasIeHHOM neproge.

OTcyTcTBME poCcTOBEpHOCTM Mexay rpynnon 1 (1,83) u rpynnon 3 (1,79) B nepuog
3-30 cyTOK (p=0,813) cBMAETENLCTBYET O CXOXel 3GDEKTNBHOCTM ABYX OPTONeAnYECcKnX
KOHCTPYKLUNI — TPAANLIMOHHOIO HENOCPeACTBEHHOrO NpoTe3a, NCMOosb3yeMOoro B paHHeM
nocrieonepaLoOHHOM NeproAe, N BPeMEHHOW pa3obLiatoLeil Kannbl, NCNofib3yeMoil Ha
nepBOM 3Tare OTAAIEHHOrO NPOTE3NPOBAHNA MALMEHTOB C NPUOOPETEHHbIMUN fedeKTa-
MU BEPXHEN YentoCTu.
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B 3AKJ/TIOYEHUE

CpaBHuTeNIbHaA oueHKa 3$PpeKTUBHOCTM MPUMEHEHMA Pa3HbIX BUOOB opTonefmye-
CKNX KOHCTPYKLMI, MPYMEHAEMbIX NpU NpoTe3MpoBaHMM NOCeonepaLnoHHbIX fedek-
TOB BEPXHEN UYeNoCTu B AUHAMIKE, IeMOHCTpUpYeT cregyollee: 3ddeKTMBHOCTb Npes-
NOKEHHbIX METOAOB MPOTE3VPOBaHNA C MCMONIb30BaHMEM HEMOCPEeACTBEHHOro noce-
onepaumnoHHOro npotesa B paHHem nepuopge (1,33, p=0,0001) c nocnegytowen 3aMmeHon
Ha nosbli 06TypupytoLWKiA NpoTes B oTAaneHHoMm nepuoge (0,44, p=0,0001) n npoBegeHne
[BYX3TarnHOro OTAaseHHoro npoTte3npoBaHna 6e3 npeawwecTBYOWEro HenocpeacTBeH-
HOro NPOTE3UPOBAHNSA NPU NOMOLLM BpeMeHHOoW pa3obLuyatolen kannbl (1,79, p=0,0001)
C nocnepywlLLell 3aMeHoN Ha nonbili 06Typupytowmii npotes (0,41, p=0,0001) B TeueHne
BCEro nepropa HabnogeHna okasanacb 6osee BbICOKOWN, YeM 3GPEKTMBHOCTb TPaanLm-
OHHOro npoTe3npoBaHus (2,29, p=0,0001). 3HaunTeNbHO 6osee BbicoKas 3GGEeKTUBHOCTb
npepnaraemMbix MeToOB O6YC/IOBMEHa WCMONb30BaHNEM MOMON O6GTYpUpYIOLEe KOH-
CTPYKLMM B OTHANEHHOM Nepuoge.
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