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AHHOTAIUSA

Ipeamer. Ycnex KOMIUIEKCHON pea0MIMTAIINH MMAallMEHTOB METOAOM JEHTAIBbHON MMIUIAHTAMU B YCIOBHAX neduuura
KOCTHOW TKaHU 4YeTocTel B 00s1acTH Ae(heKTOB 3yOHBIX PSIOB ONPENeIeTCs] MHOKECTBOM (DaKTOPOB, UTPAIOIIUX BayKHYIO POJIb
Ha pa3JIMYHBIX 3Tarax NpoBECACHUA JICUCHU . HCHTaJ’leaH UMIUIaHTalus 1Py CJI0KHBIX ,Z[C(i)eKTaX aJ'leeOJ'lprHOﬁ KOCTH YCJIFOCTH
TpeOyeT NpeBapUTEIbHON PEKOHCTPYKIUY € IPUMEHEHUEM KOCTHO3aMEIAIOIIX MAaTePHUAJIOB, yCIleX KOTOPOH 3aBUCUT OT ILJIO-
IIaJy KOHTaKTa PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO KOCTHOTO MMIUIAHTAaTa C ayTOI€HHON KOCTHOH TKaHbIO, CTENEHHU €r0 PeBACKYyIApU3aLUH
Y NEPBUYHON CTAOMIIM3AIIHY.

Leab — pacuiMpeHue Moka3aHWi K JIEHTAJIbHONW WMIUJIAHTALUU MPU BBIPAXKEHHON aTpoduu KOCTHON TKaHU YETIOCTEH
B obmacTtu nedexra 3yOHBIX pSAAOB IIyTeM IIPUMEHEHNS] HHIUBUIYAIbHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTHBHBIX UMIUTAHTATOB M3 JTHOQMIN3UPO-
BaHHOTO aJUIOTEHHOTO MaTepuaa.

MeTtoaoJiorusi. M3roroBieHue NpeU3UOHHOIO PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO KOCTHOTO UMILIAHTaTa U3 aJUIOTEHHOTo 6uoMaTtepuana
IPOBOAMIIH C IIOMOIIBIO METOAUK I(DPOBOH PEKOHCTPYKIINH, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha MOCTPOCHUH BUPTYaIbHBIX MU(POBEIX 3D-Moneneit
0 JJAHHBIM KOMITBIOTEpHO# ToMorpaduu. il OLEHKH pe3yJIbTaToB JIUeHUs MMalreHTa ¢ BEIpaKEHHOW aTpoduell KOCTHOM
TKaHU YeIIocTed B 00macTH 1e()eKTOB 3yOHBIX PAJOB MPUMEHSIIN OOMIEKIMHUYECKUE U CIICIHaTbHbIE METOBI NCCIEIOBAHUS:
KOHYCHO-JTy4€BYIO KOMIIBIOTEPHYIO TOMOTpa(uIo, IE€HCUTOMETPHIO KOCTHOM TKaHH YENIOCTEH, IEPHOTECTMETPHIO; PEOTIapOJOH-
Torpauio; U3yyeHue KauecTBa KU3HHU.

Pesyabrarsl. Vcnonb3oBaHue PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO MMIUIAHTATa U3 JIMOPUIN3UPOBAHHOIO aJJIOTEHHOIO MaTepuana mpHu-
BOJUT K YBEJIMUEHUIO IUIOLAU €70 KOHTAKTa C ayTOT€HHONW KOCTHOU TKaHbIO alIbBEOJIbI, YBEIUUEHHUIO €10 PEBACKYIIAPU3ALLY,
OCTEOKOHIYKTHBHOTO MMOTEHIIMAJa, CHIKEHUIO BEPOSITHOCTU €r0 OTTOPXKEHHS M OCIOKHEHHH B TIOCTONEPALIHOHHOM TIEPHOJIE,
pacmmpeHunIo MoKa3aHui K JeHTaJIbHON UMITJIaHTAIlAH.

BriBoa. [IpuMeHeHe HHANBUYANBEHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTHBHBIX MMIUIAHTATOB U3 THO(GUIN3UPOBAHHOTO aJULIOT€HHOTO MaTepuaa
IIPY BBIPAXKEHHOM aTpo(nu KOCTHOM TKaHH B 001acTh Ae(heKTOB 3yOHBIX PAJOB YETIOCTEH MO3BOJSAET 3HAUUTEIbHO PACIIUPUTD
[IOKA3aHUs K JIEHTAJIbHON UMIIIAHTAIlMU U COKPATUTh OOIIYI0 IPOJOKUTEILHOCTD JICUEHHs B CpPEHEM Ha 6 MECSIEB 3a CUeT
OJHOMOMEHTHOI'O IIPOBEJCHUS aQyTMEHTALUH U UMILIAaHTALUY.

Knrwouesvie cnosa: denmanvras uMniaHmayus, ampogus KOCMHOU MKaHu Yeniocmetl, PeKOHCMPYKYUsL Alb8eONAPHO KOCMU
yeniocmetl, UHOUBUOYANLHBII PEKOHCIMPYKMUBHBIT UMIIAHMAM U3 TUODUAUIUPOBAHHO20 ANTOSEHHO20 MAMepUudnd
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CLINICAL ASPECTS OF APPLICATION OF THE INDIVIDUAL RECONSTRUCTIVE
IMPLANT FROM THE MATERIAL LYOPHILIZED BY ALLOGENNOGO AT
THE EXPRESSED ATROPHY OF THE BONE TISSUE OF JAWS

Popov N. V.

Medical University, Samara, Russia

Annotation

Importance. The success of complex rehabilitation of patients by the method of dental implantation in conditions of deficit
of the jaw bone in the field of dentition defects is determined by a number of factors that play an important role at various stages
of treatment. Dental implantation with complex defects of the alveolar bone of the jaw requires preliminary reconstruction
using bone replacement materials, the success of which depends on the contact area of the reconstructive bone implant with
autologous bone tissue, the degree of its revascularization and primary stabilization.

Objectives. Expansion of indications for dental implantation with pronounced atrophy of the jaw bone in the area of dentition
defect by applying individual reconstructive implants from lyophilized allogenic material.

Methods. The production of a precision reconstructive bone implant from an allogenic biomaterial was carried out using
digital reconstruction techniques based on the construction of virtual digital 3D models based on computed tomography. To assess
the results of treatment of patients with severe atrophy of the jaw bone in the area of defects in the dentition, general clinical
and special research methods were used: cone-ray computer tomography, densitometry of the jaw bone tissue, perotestmetry;
reoparodontography; studying the quality of life.

Results. The use of a reconstructive implant from lyophilized allogenic material leads to an increase in the contact area of
the reconstructive implant with autologous bone tissue of the alveolus, an increase in the revascularization of the reconstructive
implant, an increase in the osteoconductive potential, a decrease in the probability of rejection of the reconstructive implant,
a reduction in the probability of complications in the postoperative period, and expansion of indications for dental implantation.

Conclusion. The use of individual reconstructive implants from lyophilized allogenic material with pronounced bone tissue
atrophy in the area of dentition defects of jaws can significantly expand the indications for dental implantation and reduce the

overall duration of treatment by an average of 6 months due to one-step augmentation and implantation.
Keywords: dental implants, shrinkage of the jawbone, the reconstruction of the alveolar bone of the jaws, individual

reconstructive implant lyophilized allogenic material
BBenenue

Yemex KOMIUIEKCHOW peaOuIuTaUy NAaldeHTOB
METOJIOM JICHTAIIbHOM UMILUTAHTAIIMH B YCIOBHUAX Je(u-
LIUTa KOCTHOM TKaHW YEIIOCTEN ONPENeNsieTCs] MHOXKE-
CTBOM (paKTOPOB, UTPAFOIINX POJIb HA PA3IMYHBIX dTArax
npoBeneHus iedenus [1—I11].

[InanupoBaHue OEHTANbHOW UMILIAHTAUUHA TPU
CJIOXHBIX TI0 (hOpME TOPU30HTAIBHBIX U BEPTUKAIbHBIX
nedeKTax albBeOIIPHON KOCTH YEIIOCTH TpeOyeT mpe-
BapUTEIbHON PEKOHCTPYKIIMH C TPUMEHEHHEM KOCTHO3a-
MEIIAONINX MaTePHAIIOB, YTO YIJIUHSACT CPOKH JICUCHHUS
Ha 6—8 mecsres [12—22].

[Ipu obecnieyeHnHn CTaOMIBHOCTH HCIOIB3YEMOTO
MaTepHajia BaKHBI KaK IMEpBUYHAS MEXaHW4YecKas, Tak
¥ Ouojornyeckas (UKCAIHH, TO €CTh MPOIECCHl OCTe-
OMHTETPAINH, TPOTEKAIONIHE B 00JIACTH COMPUKOCHO-
BEHUS C PEIUNMHCHTHON KOCTHOHN TKaHbIO. OUEeBHUIHO,
YTO YeM IUIOTHEE MpHUJIETaHHe MaTepualia K o0JacTu
nedekTa U 4eM OOJIbIIe TJIOIIadh WX KOHTAaKTa, TeM
ONTUMHCTHYHEE MPOTHO3 KOCTHOW PEKOHCTPYKIIUHU
[23, 24]. DTUM NPOAUKTOBaHA aKTyaJdbHOCTH CO3/IaHMS
TEXHOJOTHH MOCTPOCHUS MHIUBUAYAIBHBIX KOCTHBIX
AMILIAHTATOB, PACIIUPSIONINX OKa3aHUs K JICHTATbHOM
AMIUIAHTAIHK, TO3BOJISIONINX WHIWBUIYAJIbHO BOC-
CTAHOBHUTEL 00BEM KOCTHOM TKaHW M CO3JarolMX OJa-
TONPUSATHBIC YCIOBUS JJISI HHTETPAllUH JACHTAIBHOTO

HUMIUIaHTaTa, 00ECIICYNBAIOIINX IPABHIHHOE IIPOBEICHIE
OCTEOTOMHH KOCTHOTO JIOKa ACHTaJIHHOTO MMILIAHTATA
0e3 JTOMOJHUTEIEHOTO M3TOTOBJICHHUS XUPYPTUICCKOTO
mrablioHa AJisl TOCTHXKCHHS BBICOKUX aHATOMO-(DyHKIIH-
OHAJIBHBIX U OCTETUYECKHUX PE3YJIbTATOB PEKOHCTPYKTHB-
HOTO JieueHus [25, 26].

Leap padoTbl — pacliupeHue MnoxkazaHud K JeH-
TaTbHONH WMMILTAaHTAMM HPHU BBEIPaXCHHOU aTpoduu
KOCTHOM TKaHM 4eN0CTel MyTeM NPUMEHEHHs UHAUBH-
IOyaTbHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIX HMIUTAHTATOB U3 TNO(H-
JIM3UPOBAHHOTO AJIJIOTEHHOTO MarepHuaa.

MarepuaJjbl U METOABI

OO6cnenoBanue, IUTAHUPOBAHNE W JICUCHHE IAIlH-
€HTOB C BBIPaXCHHOW arpoduedl KOCTHOW TKaHU
B oOmacth neeKTOB 3yOHBIX PSAIOB YENIOCTEH MPOBO-
IIUTA C TIOMOIIBI0 OOMICKIMHUICCKUX W CHEIHAITBHBIX
METOJOB HCCIEAOBAaHUS (KOHYCHO-TTy4EBOM KOMITBIO-
tepHoii Tomorpaduu (KT), neHCUTOMETpUH KOCTHOM
TKaHU YeIOCTeH, MePUOTECTMETPUH; PEONapOIOHTO-
rpaduu; U3y4eHUs: Ka4ecTBa XKU3HH). XUPYPrudeCKUi
3Tall COCTOSUI B IPOBEIEHNUHU AEHTAIBHON UMILUIAHTALIUU
C OJJHOMOMEHTHOH IU(POBOH PEKOHCTPYKIIMEH ajbBe-
OJIIPHOM KOCTH IO aBTOPCKOMY croco0y (mareHT PD
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Ha u3o0peTeHue Ne2624164) ¢ npuMEeHEHHEM WH/IHBH-
IyalbHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTHBHBIX UMIIJIAHTATOB M3 JHO-
(bHIM3HPOBAHHOTO AJINIOTEHHOr0 Marepuaia (MaTeHT
P® na monesnyto monmens Ne 177734). Tlocnenyromee
MPOTE3WpPOBaHNE Ha WMIUTAHTATaX MPOBOIIIIM IO Tpa-
IUITMOHHON METOIHKE.

Puc. 1. icxopHasa KNnnMHMYeckaa cutyauma B Nonoctu
pTa (A, b) 1 cermeHT naHOpamHoOro cpesa
KOMMbIOTEPHOWN TOMOFPaMMbl YentoCcTein

Fig. 1. The initial clinical situation in an oral cavity (A, b)
and a segment of a panoramic cut of the computer
tomogram of jaws of the patient A., 52 years

Puc. 2. Cpe3 KOMMNbIOTEPHOWN TOMOTPaMMbl YeloCTel:

A — ncxofHasa cuTyaums; b — No3uuUMOHNPOBaHNE UMMNIIAHTATOB
C y4eTOM aHaTOMO-ToMNorpadmyeckmnx 0COBEHHOCTEN 1 NPOTETUYECKO
NNOCKOCTH; B — No3nLMOHMPOBaHME NMMIAHTATOB C yUETOM
nocneayoLen pe3opbumnm, PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOTO KOCTHOTO
MMnnaHTata; [ — TexHUYecKkoe 3afiaHve AN N3roToBeHUs
VHAVBWAYaNbHOMO PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOMO KOCTHOTO MMIaHTaTa
Fig. 2. A cut of the computer tomogram of jaws of the patient K., 53 g:
A — an initial situation; b — positioning of implants taking into
account anatomo-topographical features and the protetichesky plane;
B — positioning of implants taking into account the subsequent
resorption; reconstructive bone implant; I — the specification
for production of an individual reconstructive bone implant

Knunuueckuit npumep

Iayuenm A., 52 200a, obparuincs c xainobamu
Ha OTCYTCTBHUE 3yOOB, HEBO3MOXKHOCTb MOJHOLIEHHOTO
npuemMa MuIix.

OOBEKTHBHO: B MOJIOCTU PTa OTCYTCTBYIOT 3yOHI 2.6;
3.6, B o0iacTu OTCYTCTBYyloLIero 3yba 2.6 onpenens-
€TCs 3HaYUTENbHAas aTpodus aJbBEOISIPHOTO OTPOCTKA
BEpXHEH YeNocTh. ANBBEONSIPHAs KOCTh PH NMajbIaluu
LIMPOKasi, CO CHIXKEHHOU BbICOTOW. B oGnactu oTcyT-
CTByIOILIEro 3y0a 3.6 BepTUKaJIbHAS U TOPU3OHTAJIbHAS
aTpodus anbBEOJSAPHOTO OTPOCTKA HUIKHEH YENIOCTH
He omnpenensiercs (puc. 1).

IIpu ananusze KT Ha BepxHEl 4eatOCTH BBIABICHA
3HAYUTEIBHO BBIPAXKEHHAs FOPU30HTaNbHAs aTpodus
aNbBEOJAPHOTO OTPOCTKA CJeBa, COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs
ypoBHto C (mo Misch C.E. u Judi K. W. M.), npors-
HKEHHOCTh KOCTHOTO Je(eKTa albBEOISIPHOTO OTPOCTKA
BEpXHEH 4eNtoCcTH crpaBa cocTaBuia 12,3 MM, muprHa
aJbBEOJISIPHOW KOCTH BapbupoBaia oT 8,3 mo 10,4 MM,
a Beicotra — OT 5,4 1o 8,3 MM. JleHCUTOMEeTpHsI KOCTHOM
TKaHU Ha MPOTSHKEHUH KOCTHOTO nedekTa B cpeaHeM
cocraBisgeT 618,3+11,8 HU, omorun D3.

Ha ocHOBaHUM KJIMHHUKO-PEHTTEHOJOTHYECKOTO
o0cneoBaHUs MOCTABIEH AMATHO3 «9aCTUYHOE OTCYT-
cTBUE 3y0OB BepxHel uemtocTu, 3 kinacc mo KeH-
HeJlU, OCIIO)KHEHHOE aTpoduell albBEONSIPHON KOCTH;
YaCTUYHOE OTCYTCTBHE 3yOOB HIXKHEH uemocTy, 3 Ki1acc
no Kennenu; moteps xepaTedbHOH 3¢pdekTUBHOCTH
no AramoBy 12%; sTronorudueckuil hakTop — Kapuec
U €T0 OCIIOKHEHUS.

Ilo xoMNOBIOTEPHOH TOMOIpaMMe€ 4YeNICTEH
B mporpaMMHoM obecneueHnuu Planmeca Romexis
Viewer npoBelleHO MpeJBapUTElbHOE MIAHUPOBAHUE:
3D-mo3uIMOHUPOBAHUE JEHTAIbHBIX HWMIIJIAHTATOB
C y4eTOM aHAaTOMO-TOHOTpaUUECKUX 0COOCHHOCTEH
U TMPOTETUYECKOH MIOCKOCTH, ONpeaesieHrne neduunra
rnapaMeTpoOB aJIbBEOJSIPHON KOCTH BEPXHEH UENOCTH
CIpaBa, COCTABIEHUE TEXHUYECKOTO 3alaHus JJIsl MOJIe-
nupoBaHus GOpMBI U 00beMa (C YIETOM MOCIETYIONIeH
pe30opOLMK) ¥ U3TOTOBJICHUS WHANBUAYAIHLHOTO PEKOH-
CTPYKTHUBHOTO MMIUIAHTATa U3 JIHOPUIUZUPOBAHHOTO
aJutoreHHoro marepuaia. Jleuut mapaMeTpoB ajb-
BEOJISIPHOM KOCTH BEPXHEHN YEIIOCTH CJEBa B MPOEKIINHU
uMIaHTara 3.6 mo Beicote — 110 4,8 MM (puc. 2, 3).

[MonyueHnnsie udpoBbIe AaHHBIE KOMIBIOTEPHOI
ToMOTpauu YeICTe MpU MOMOIIU alrOPUTMa KOH-
BepTanuu Tpanchopmuposaiu B 3D-11uppoByo MOIENb
KOCTHOTO (hparmeHTa yentocteit B popmare STL (puc. 4).

B pesynbrare MopenupoBaHus PEKOHCTPYKTHBHOTO
KOCTHOTO MMIIJIaHTaTa Ha OCHOBE WHIUBHUIYaJIbHOTO
TEXHUUYECKOTO 3aiaHus (puc. SA) HOIyIMIN €ro nud-
POBYIO TBepOTENbHYI0 3D-M0oeNb ¢ MHINBU Ty aIbHBIMHU
napametpamu. [locie dpesepHoit 06pabOTKH ¢ puMe-
HEHHEM YIPABIAIONICH MPOTPaMMBbI JIJISl U3TOTOBJICHHUS
KOCTHBIX OnokoB (puc. 5b), paspaboranHoil aBTopamMu
(cBugerensctBo PO 0 perucrpanuu nporpamm OBM
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Puc. 3. Cpe3 KOMMbIOTEPHOWN TOMOTrPammbl YentocTel B npoeKkunn 2.6:

A — ncxofHaAa cuTyaumsa; b — No3uLUMOHNPOBaHNe UMNAHTATOB
C y4eTOM aHaTOMO-TOMNOrpaduyecknx 0OCOGEHHOCTE N NPOTETUYECKO
NNOCKOCTH; B — No3nLMoHMpOBaHME MMIAHTAaTOB C yYeTOM
nocneaywoLein pe3opbuun, PeKOHCTPYKTUBHOTO KOCTHOTO
MMnnaxTata; [ — TexHUYecKoe 3afiaHve 4NiA N3roToBeHus
VHAVBUAYANbHOTO PEKOHCTPYKTVBHOMO KOCTHOTO MMMaHTaTa
Fig. 3. A cut of the computer tomogram of jaws in a projection 2.6:
A — an initial situation; b — positioning of implants taking into
account anatomo-topographical features and the protetichesky plane;
B — positioning of implants taking into account the subsequent
resorption; reconstructive bone implant; I — the specification
for production of an individual reconstructive bone implant

Ne2015661930), u3 npenBapUTEIBEHO JTHOPIITA3UPOBAH-
HOTO aJJIOTeHHOTO KOCTHOTO OMoMarepuaia MolTy4YuiIn
PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIN MMILIAHTAT C UHIUBUAYAJIbHBIMU
napameTpamu (puc. 5B).

3a 12 yacoB 10 omepauuu MalUEHTy Oblla Ha3Ha-
YyeHa NpPEeBEHTHBHasA aHTUOaKTepualbHas Tepamus:
aMoKcukiaB 625 mr 3 pasa B cytku. [lon undunsrpa-
muoHHoM aHecte3mer Sol. Ultracaini D.S. — 1,7 ml
Jelany pa3pe3 CIM3UCTOW 000JOUKH, OTCIauBaHUE
U OTKUJBIBAHHUE CIU3UCTO-HAIKOCTHUYHOTO JIOCKYTA.
[To mpenBapuTesbHO MOATOTOBICHHOMY XHpypruue-
CKOMY UMILIaHTOJIOTHYECKOMY IIa0JIOHY MPOBOIAUIIN
MUJIOTHOE CBEPJICHUE, 3a/1aBasi HAPaBICHUE U TIIYOUHY
MOTpy>XeHUs KOCTHOro uMiianTata. OdpabaTeiBanu
MOCJIEJIOBATENBHO € TIOMOIIBI0 HA00pa MUIMHAPUIECKUX
(hpe3 pa3IUyHOTO IHaMETpa MOJIOCTh B allbBEOJISIPHOM
OTPOCTKE BepXHEeH 4emtocTu. [lo yCTaHOBKM PEKOH-
CTPYKTHUBHBIA MMIUJIAHTAT U3 JTUOPUIUZUPOBAHHOTO
aJUIOTeHHOT0 MaTepualia ¢ MHAUBUIYaJbHBIMH HapaMe-
TpaMH PErUAPATUPOBAIM M HACHILIATIU YJIbTPa3ByKOM
B TEUEHHE OJHOW MHUHYTHI KOMILJIEKCOM aHTHOaKTepH-
AJBHBIX ¥ TPOTUBOIPUOKOBBIX MpENapaToB (aMOKCHKIIAB,
OyToJ, ekcameTaszoH, ampoTepulinH B), nponuTeiBanu
KOMIIOHEHTaMH KPOBH M3 PaHbl U BHOCHJIW ayTOTE€HHBIN
KOMITIOHEHT KOCTH B €T0 CTPYKTYpy (puc. 6). YcTaHaBIH-
BaJIM PEKOHCTPYKTHUBHBIM KOCTHBIM UMILIAHTAT B 006pabo-
TaHHYIO TIOJIOCTh ATbBEOJIIPHOTO OTPOCTKA. OCTEOTOMHIO
KOCTHOT'O JIO’Ka JIEHTAJbHOTO MUMILIAHTATa MPOBOAMIH
10 TpeABapUTEIHHO CMOJEIUPOBAaHHOM U oTdpe3epo-
BaHHOM HaNPaBIAOLIEH PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOTO UMILIAHTATa
B INIyOb aJIbBEOJIIPHOTO OTPOCTKA YETIOCTH Ha BEJIMUHHY,
paBHYIO Y4 JUIMHBI BHYTPUKOCTHOM YacTH JIEHTaJIbHOTO

Puc. 4. OTan nony4yeHna KOCTHOro MMNnaHTaTa
C HAVBMAYaNIbHbIMK NapameTpamu, UMMNOPT LUPPOBbIX AaHHbIX
KOMMbIOTEPHOI TOMOrpadun YeniocTei 1 nonyyeHune

3D-yughpoBoir mofenn KOCTHOro ¢pparmeHTa yentoctemn

Fig. 4. Stage of receiving bone implant with individual parameters,
import of figures of a computer tomography of jaws and
receiving 3D-digital model of a bone fragment of jaws

Puc. 5. 9tanbl nonyyeHnA KOCTHOro nMmniaHTaTa
C MHAMBUAyanbHbIMN NapamMmeTpamMmun:

A — MoAenpoBaHNe PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO KOCTHOMO MMMIaHTaTa
1 HaMpPaBAALWMX JEHTANIbHBIX VMMIAHTATOB C Y4€TOM UHANBMAYATbHbIX
aHaTomo-Tonorpapuyecknx ocobeHHoctel; b — yndpposas
TBepgoTenbHas 3D-Mogenb PeKOHCTPYKTVBHOMO KOCTHOTO MMIIaHTaTa
B NPOCTPAHCTBE YNpaBnsioLleil NporpaMmbl AN N3rOTOBNEHNSA KOCTHBIX
6/10KOB; B — pEeKOHCTPYKTMBHbIA MMMAAHTAT M3 IMOGUAN3NPOBAHHOTO
anNoreHHOro Matepuana ¢ UHAUBUAYaNbHbIMU NapameTpamu

Fig. 5. Stages of receiving bone implant with individual parameters:

A — modeling of a reconstructive bone implant and the implants
directing the dentalnykh, taking into account specific anatomo-
topographical features; b — a digital solid-state 3D-model of
a reconstructive bone implant in space of the operating program
for production of bone blocks; B — a reconstructive implant from
the lyophilized allogenny material with individual parameters
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Puc. 6. Tanbl onepaTNBHOrO BMellaTenbCTBa
Ha BEpXHeW YenocTu, cnesa:

A — oTcnavBaHue 1 OTKMAbIBaHWE CIN3UCTO-HAAKOCTHNUYHOIO
JIOCKYyTa; b — nunotHoe cBepsieHne, BbiNnoJIHEHHOE
no Xnpypruvyeckomy nmnnaHTonornyeckomy u.|a6n0Hy, 3afjaet
HanpaeieHue n Fﬂy6VIHy NOorpy»KeHna KOCTHOro MmMmnnaHTaTa;
B — nonoctb B anbBeONIAPHOM OTPOCTKe BerHeIZ venwcTtn;
[ — BHeceHune AYTOreHHOro KOMNOHeHTa KOCTn

Fig. 6. Surgery stages on the top jaw, at the left:

A — flaking and an otkidyvaniye mucous HagKoCTHWYHOrO a rag;
B — the pilot drilling executed on a surgical implantologichesky
template sets the direction and depth of immersion of a bone
implant; B — a cavity in an alveolar shoot of the top jaw;

I — introduction of an autogenic component of a bone

WMILTaHTaTa OT JHA 00paboTaHHON MUIMHIPUYECKON
MOJIOCTH C YUYE€TOM MHAWBHUAYAJbHBIX aHATOMO-TOIIO-
rpaduyeckux ocobeHHOCTEeH. DUKCAIINIO PEKOHCTPYK-
TUBHOTO KOCTHOTO MMILTAHTATa OCYIICCTBISUIA 38 CUST
aare3n K o0paboTaHHBIM CTEHKAaM IIOJIOCTH U 3a CYET
YCTaHOBJIGHHOTO ICHTAJBHOI'O UMIUTAHTAaTa Ha Y4 JUTHHEI
€ro BHYTPHKOCTHOH YacTH B IPEABAPUTEIBHO cPopMU-
POBaHHOE KOCTHOE JIOXKE Ha JIHE 00paOOTaHHOW IUITNH-
JIPUUECKOH MOJIOCTH, YCTaHABINBAIN Ha BHYTPUKOCTHBII
JNEeHTAJIbHBIH HMMIUIAHTAT (OPMHUPOBATENb IECHBHL.
MoOHUITU30BBIBATIN CIU3UCTO-HAJIKOCTHUYHBIA JTOCKYT.
[ToBepXHOCTH MHIWBHUIYANBHOTO PEKOHCTPYKTHBHOTO
UMIUTIaHTaTa U3 JTUOGUIN3UPOBAHHOTO aJUIOTEHHOTO
Marepualia U30JIMPOBAJIA KOJIATeHOBOW MeMOpaHOH
W3 TBEPJIO MO3TOBOW 000JIOYKH, HACKIIIICHHOW MpeIBa-
PHUTENIBHO aHTHOAKTEPHAIBHBIM U IIPOTUBOTPUOKOBEIM
KOMIIOHCHTOM (aMOKCHUKJaB, OyToi, JeKcaMeTa3oH,
aM@oTepunH B), KOTOpYyr MOAMHKBAIN K HAJKOCT-
Hulle pe3opoupyemoit HuThto Vicryl 5-0. HakmaneiBanu

Puc. 7. 3Tanbl onepaTtnBHOro eMellatenbCcTBa
Ha BerHeI‘/'I 4encTn, cnesa:

A — PpUKcauyA PeKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO KOCTHOTO MMMJIaHTaTa 3a CYeT aaresumn
K 06paboTaHHbIM CTEHKaM NOMOCTY U YCTAHOBNEHHOTO AEHTaIbHOTO
vmMnnaHTata; b — yctaHoBneH ¢opmupoBatenb AecHbl Ha AEHTaNbHbI
MMMNaHTaT B 0611acTu 2.6, MOBEPXHOCTb UHAVBUAYANIbHOTO PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOMO
MMMnaHTaTa 13 IMoGUIM3NPOBaHHOTO affTIOreHHOro MaTepuasna 3onpoBaHa
KonnareHoBon MembpaHoi 13 TBepAO MO3roBOW 0600UKM;
B — HanokeHbl y3710Bble LUBbI HEPE30POUPYEMbIM LLIOBHBIM MaTepranom

Fig. 7. Surgery Stages on the top jaw, at the left:

A — fixing of a reconstructive bone implant due to adhesion to the
processed walls of a cavity and the established dentalny implant,

B — is established the gum shaper on a dentalny implant in area 2.6
of an individual reconstructive implant from the lyophilized allogenny
material isolated by a collagenic membrane from a firm brain cover;
B — nodal seams are imposed by nerezorbiruyemy sutural material

Y3JI0BBIC Bl HEPE30pOHPYEMBIM IIOBHBIM MAaTEPHAIOM
Prolene 4-0 (puc. 7A—B).

[IpoBoauINM KOMIUIEKCHYIO T€palHUI0 B IOCIEOole-
palOHHOM HepHoje: OOMYI0 M MECTHYIO; MPOTHBO-
BOCHNAJIUTEIbHYI0 U1 CUMITOMAaTHYECKYIO0, OCJIOKHEHUH
He oTMe4YeHO. B TeueHue 2 nHEH B 00JACTH ONepaTHB-
HOTO BMEIIATENbCTBA HAOIIONATH THIIEPEMHIO CITU3UCTON
000JIOUKH M HE3HAYUTEIbHYIO dKccynamuio. Komnare-
paJbHBIA OTEK MOJHOCTHIO KyIIUPOBAH Ha 6 CYyTKH, LIBBI
OBLITM CHATHI HAa 12 CyTKH.

[Toka3zarenu pernoHapHOro KpoBOTOKa uepe3 1 mecsiy
[0CJIe MPOBENEHUS JEHTAIbHON MMIUIAHTALUU C OJIHO-
MOMEHTHOW KOCTHOW IJIACTUKOM YKa3bIBalHM Ha Pa3BUTHE
HapyLeHUH JIOKAJIbHOU reMotuHaMUKu. O Havasie pa3BUTHS
TIPOLIECCOB MIEPECTPOHKH aJTIOTEHHOTO KOCTHOTO OJIOKa CBH-
JeTeIbCTBOBAJIO MOBBIIIEHNE W3HAYAIBHBIX IOKa3areien
nepudepuaeckoro conporusnerus (UIIC) no 126,1%,
ToHyca peruoHapHsix cocynos (IITC) — no 26,4% mpu
OJJHOBPEMEHHOM CHI)KEHUU MHTEHCHUBHOCTH KPOBOTOKA
(PN) no 0,04 OM u snacTUYHOCTH cocyaucToi crenku (129)
10 48,5%. Uepes 8 Mecs1eB Ipy aHAJIN3€ TIOBTOPHOI KOM-
MBIOTEPHON TOMOTPAMMBI YEIFOCTEH Ha TAHOPAMHOM Cpe3e
BU3YaIIU3UPYeTCsl HOBOOOpa30BaHHAs KOCTHAsI TKaHb. [Ipu
comnocraienuu cpe3oB KT ucxonnoit u nmocie oneparus-
HOTO BMEIIATEeJILCTBA OTMEUEH IPUPOCT NapaMeTPOB ajibBe-
OJISIPHOM KOCTH B IPOEKLUH 2.6 (110 HUpUHE — 10 7,8 MM,
110 BbicoTe — OT 3,2 110 6,3 MM). IITOTHOCTH KOCTHOM TKaHU
HIDKHEH YeITFOCTH B 00JIaCTH PEKOHCTPYKIINH YBEITNINIIACH
" coctaBmia B cpenneM 724,2 + 9,6 HU, 4to cooTBeTCTBYET
onoruiry D3.
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B oGmacTu mpoBeIeHHOW KOCTHOW PEKOHCTPYKIIHH
aHaJiu3 PETMOHAPHOI0 KPOBOTOKA MEPUUMILIAHTATHBIX
TKaHell yepe3 8 MecsleB Mokas3ajl CHU)KEHUE TOHyca
COCYIIOB M YMEHBIIICHUE MEePUPEPHICCKOTO COPOTUB-
nenus (mpeobiagaHue Ba3oAMIIATATOPHBIX PEAKIIHi),
Ha 4To yKa3biBaiu cHikeHue unaexcos UIIC (70,6%)
u IITC (mo 29,6%), moseimenne UD (mo 80,9%)
¥ UHTCHCHBHOCTH PETHOHAPHOTO KpOoBOCHaOxeHus PU
(0,052 Om).

[IepuorecromeTpus nepen NpoBEAEHUEM OPTOIEIH-
YECKOTro 3Talla JIeYeHHs IoKa3ajia, YTo CTENeHb YCTOM-
YUBOCTH JIEHTAJbHOTO MMILJIAHTaTa B MPOEKIUHU 2.6 —
2,52 y. e. Uepes 9 mecsi1ieB MPOBEAECHO OPTOTIEANIECKOE
JICYEHUE METAJNIOKEPAMUUYECKONM KOPOHKOW C OMOpOHU
Ha IEHTAJbHBIA UMIUIAaHTaT 2.6.

Pesynprarst anketupoBanus OHIP-14 Ha cienyrommmii
JeHb (24 Gamra) u depe3 Henento (16 6amioB) mocie
(UKCaIMU HECHEMHBIX OPTONEANYECKUX KOHCTPYKIUH
C ONOpOM Ha JeHTaJbHble MMILUIAHTATHl MOKa3aiau
XOpOLIMI YpOoBEeHb KauecTBa >KU3HM nauuenta. [Ipose-
JEHHBIM JI€Y€HUEM NallMeHT MOJIHOCTHIO YOBIETBOPEH.

BriBoabI

[IpumeHeHne HHAUBUIYANBHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIX
HMIJAHTATOB W3 JHOQPUIN3UPOBAHHOTO AJIIOTCH-
HOTO Marepualia MpU BBIPAXKEHHOW aTpOopUU KOCTHOM
TKaHU YeJIICTEH MO3BOJISIET 3HAYUTEIbHO PACIIUPUTD
[I0Ka3aHMs K JIEHTaJIbHON MMIIJIAHTALlMU U COKPaTUTh
00IIyI0 TIPOIOIDKUTEIHHOCTE JICUCHUS B CPEIHEM Ha 6
MECSILIEB 3a CYET OJJHOMOMEHTHOIO IIPOBEACHUSI ayIMEH-
TallMM U UMIUIaHTauu. /laHHbIe clielIMaIbHBIX METOA0B
HCCIEeNOBAaHUS MOATBEPKIAIOT, YTO BHOBE C(HOPMHUPO-
BaHHAas KOCTHAS TKaHb MOJHOCTHIO (PYHKIMOHAIBHA IS
NPUHATUS OKKJIIO3MOHHOM Harpy3ku Ha JE€HTaJbHBIN
HMMIUIaHTaT. BHeapeHne peKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO WMILIAH-
TaTa U3 JTHOPIIN3UPOBAHHOTO AJUIOTEHHOTO MaTepuaa
MPUBOJUT K YBEJIHUYEHUIO IUIOLIAAU KOHTAKTa PEKOH-
CTPYKTUBHOIO MMILJIAHTaTa ¢ ayTOT€HHOM KOCTHOM
TKaHbIO aJIbBEOJIBI, YBEIMUEHUIO €I0 PEBACKYIIAPU3ALUU
U OCTEOKOHIYKTHBHOI'O IOTEHLIMANIA, CHUKEHHIO BEPOSIT-
HOCTH €r0 OTTOPKEHHUS U OCIOXKHEHUH B IIOCTOIEpally-
OHHOM NEPUOJE, PACIIHPECHUIO TOKA3aHUN K IE€HTaIbHON
HMMILJIaHTALUH.
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