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M3YYEHUE NPOYHOCTU HA U3TUB AKPNNTOBbLIX U BUC-AKPUTOBbIX
MATEPUANOB A9 MPOBMU3OPHbBIX MPOTE30B MOCNE UX MOYUHKU

MMerpuxac O.A., Tpane3uuxos /I.B., Macjios A.H., Ilerpuxkac U.B.

DI'EOY BO «Tsepckoii 2ocydapcmeentulii Meouyurckuil ynusepcumemy Munzopasa Poccuu, e. Teepv, Poccus

AHHoOTANMA

Ipeamert. [IpuMeHeHNE TPOBU3OPHBIX (BPEMEHHBIX ) KOHCTPYKLUH SBISIETCS BAKHBIM MOMEHTOM C TOYKH 3PEHHS OHOJIOTHH,
9CTETUKHU, OnoMexaHuku. HoBbIe OHc-aKkpHIIOBEIE MaTepHaibl IOMOTIIM YCTPaHUTh HEKOTOPbIe MPOOIEeMBI, CBSI3aHHbBIE C Tpa-
JUIAOHHBIMU aKPHJIOBBIMH MaTepuagaMy. OZHAKO UX HEJOCTATKOM SIBISETCS BO3MOXKHOCTh MOJOMKH B 30HAaX MOBBIIIEHHOTO
HaIIpSKEHUS.

esab UccaenoBaHusl — U3ydYSHHE MPOYHOCTH Ha M3THO 6anoK-00pa3loB, BHIMOJHEHHBIX MX aKpuiaTa U Ouc-akpuiara,
MOCJIe TIOYNHKH.

MeTtonoaorusi. Ha yHuBepcanbHON HCIBITATEIFHON MaIlIMHE UCCIIEIOBAIH 7 TPYIIT 00pa3loB B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT MaTepuaia
(camoTBepaeronie akpuinoBoit muactmaccsl Re-fine Bright (Yamahachi Dental MFG., CO., Japan) unu camoTBepaetomieii ouc-
AKpUJIOBOH KOMITO3ULIMOHHOM Tactmacchl Protemp 4 (3M ESPE)), a Takxke crioco0a NOYMHKH CIIOMaHHBIX 00pa3ioB. Ouk-
CUPOBAJIU CHJIy Pa3pyLICHUs, BEIUUCIUIM CpelHUE 3HAUCHHUs M omMOKy cpeaneil. [IpoBepsin HOPMaJILHOCTh paclpelesIeHIs
pe3ynbraroB. Onpeaessuii CTAaTUCTUYESCKHE PA3IUYUs MEXKAY TPYIIaMHU ¢ UCTIOJNB30BAaHHEM HEMapaMeTPUISCKOTO KPUTEPHs
Kpackena—Yonnuca.

Pe3yabTaThl. BEIBICHB CylIecTBEHHOE CHH)KEHHE MPOYHOCTH Y BCEX CKICEHHBIX 00pa3moB I Ouc-akpmiata (TpYIIbI
2, 4; p<0,05) mu6o TeHaeHIMs K 3TOMYy (Tpynisl 3, 5; 0,05<p<0,2) no cpaBHEHHIO ¢ 1enbHON Oankoit (rpymma 1). ITpu o0be-
JUHEHUH YacTel CJIOMaHHBIX 0aJoK M3 aKpuiaTa NPOYHOCTh CKIEEHHBIX 00pa3oB MPaKTHYECKH AOCTHTANIA IEPBOHAYATIBHOM
C HECYIIECTBEHHBIMH CTaTUCTHYECKUMHU paznuuusmu (p>0,05).

BoiBoabl. CpaBHEHHE YCHIUH pa3pylIeHus] Ha U3rub 6aloK U3 OUC-aKpPHIIOBOI KOMIO3UIIMOHHON ruiacTMaccsl Protemp 4
BBISIBIIO CYIIECTBEHHOE OCJIA0ICHHE POYHOCTH MOCIIE JIFOOBIX BUA0B MOYMHKH. [Ipy MOYMHKE 6alOK U3 aKPHIOBOM IIACTMACCHI
Re-fine Bright mocpencTBoM TOH ke IIacTMacchl ¢ MOHOMEPOM IIPOYHOCTD BOCCTAHABINBACTCS IIPAKTUUECKH JI0 IIEPBOHAYATIHLHOM.

Knrouesvie cnosa: akpunamel, buc-axpunamol, cKieenHvle 6aiKu-o6pasysl, NPOYHOCMb HA U32UD
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Abstract

Background. The provisional (interim, temporary) restorations are a critical component of fixed prosthodontic treatment,
biologically, aesthetically, and biomechanically. Newer bis-acrylic materials have helped to eliminate some of the challenges

associated with traditional acrylic materials.

Relevance. However the disadvantage of bis-acryls is that they can break relatively easily when placed in areas of increased stress.

Objectives. To measure the fracture resistance of acrylic and bis-acrylic beams after repair.

Methods. Failure load tests (three-point flexural test) were performed using beams made with acrylic material Re-fine Bright
(Yamahachi Dental MFG.,CO., Japan), and bis-acrylic material Protemp 4 (3M ESPE). The beam-samples 2 x 2 x 25 mm in
size were divided into 7 groups (7 samples in each group): the first five groups included the unbroken bis-acrylic beams and

repaired bis-acrylic beams.

The groups 6 and 7 included the same acrylic beams. The samples were loaded to failure in the universal testing machine.
The fracture strength (F) was calculated in newtons (n) and statistically analyzed with the Kruskal-Wallis H test.

Results. The significantly lower fracture strengths or tendency were observed with all repaired bis-acrylic beams: 1 group-
F=28.9 +1.0 n (control 1) vs 2 group- F=4.6 = 0.21 (P<.001); vs 3 group- F = 13.2 + 1.1 n (P=.097); vs 4 group- F=9.6 +
0.04 n (P<.00014); vs 5 group- F= 13.4 £ 0.4 n (P< .097). No significant difference in fracture strengths between unbroken
acrylic beams (6 group- control 2) - F=16.5 £ 1.2 n, and 7 group - F= 15.8 £ 0.9 n was found (P> .05).

Conclusions. The durability of the repaired bis-acrylic beams doesn’t reach one half of the unbroken beams. The broken
acrylic beam repaired with the same material as durable as the unbroken one.

Keywords: acrylic material, bis-acrylic material, repaired beams, fracture strength

BBenenue

Bpemennsie (MpoBU30pHEIE, POMEKYTOUHBIC) KOH-
CTPYKIIMU B HACTOSIIEE BPEMS CTAIH HEOTHEMIIEMOM
9acTBIO JIIOOOTO OPTONIEINIECKOTO JICUCHHUS, BKITIOUAs
IIMHUPOBAaHUE, IIPUMEHEHNE MOCTOBHIHBIX IPOTE30B,
nmrutantatoB [1, 2,9, 17, 20, 22]. CoBpeMeHHOE TOHU-
MaHHE HEOOXOIWMOCTH BPEMEHHBIX KOHCTPYKIUU He
OTPaHMYNBACTCS JUIIb YACTUIHBEIM BOCCTAHOBICHHUEM
¢byHkIEM 3y00B MalMeHTa Ha 3Tare IPOTEe3UPOBAHUS,
a IMO3BOJISICT MOYIUTh TOTOTHATENBHYIO HH(DOpPMAIIIO
IUTSL TOYHOTO MPEACTaBICHUS O (QYHKIIMOHAIBHBIX U
JCTETHYECKUX XapaKTePUCTHKAX IUIAHUPYEMBIX IIPO-
Te30B [3, 5, 10].

Hecmotpst Ha BHegpeHHE HOBBIX MaT€pHajioB IS
MPOBU30PHBIX MOCTOBUIHEBIX MPOTE30B (OMCaKpUIIOBBIE
KOMITO3HUIIMOHHBIE TIACTMACCHI, KOMITO3UTHI) [6, 13, 18,
21, 25], cTOMaToNOTH YaCTO CTAKUBAIOTCS C IPOOIEMOi
MTOJIOMKH BPEMEHHBIX KOHCTPYKIUH, 0COOEHHO, B yCIIO-
BHSIX C MOBBIMIEHHON ()yHKIHOHAJIBHON HArpy3Kd Ha
OTOpHBIC 3yObl. DTO BKIIIOYCHHBIC AC(PEKTHI CPEAHEH U
OOJBIION MPOTSIKEHHOCTH JIMOO TOJBHIKHBIC OIOPHBIC
3yOBI, KOrna HeoOX0AUMO COXpaHEeHHE MPOBU30PHEIX
MOCTOBHJIHBIX IIPOTE30B B TEUEHHUE IIUTEIHLHOTO Bpe-
MeHH [4, 8, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19, 3, 24, 26, 27].

HeJIb HaCTOAIIECTO UCCICAOBAHUA COCTOUT B U3YYCHUU
IMYTEM MEXaHUYE€CKOI'0 UCTIBITAHUA ITPOYHOCTHU Ha n3rub
MmocJie TOYMHKH OaJIOK M3 6I/IC-aKpI/IHOBOﬁ KOMITO3HIIH-
OHHOM IMJIaCTMAacCCHl U IIOJIMMETUIIMETAKpHiIaTa, ImpuMe-
HACMBIX JJII U3TOTOBJICHUA IIPOBU30PHBIX MOCTOBUIHBIX
IIPOTE30B.

Martepuajbl H METOIbI

ANTOPUTM MEXaHHYECKOTO UCTIBITAHUS C IIEIBIO OTIpe-
JICJICHUS] YCHJIMIA pa3pyIIeHus 0a0K-00pa3iioB METOIOM
Tpexroueunoro usrnba (FOCT 31574—2012) Obu1 cre-
nyroruil. C MOMOIIBIO CIICIIHATBHON OPMBEI, COCTOSIICH
U3 ABYX QMIOMUHHUEBBIX U ABYX CTCKJISTHHBIX DJIEMEHTOB,
W3TOTABIMBATH JKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE 00pa3IbIl-0aiKu
pasmepamu 2,0+0,1 x 2,0+0,1 x 25+£2 MM u3 camMOTBep-
JIEIONIeH OMC-aKpUIOBOH KOMIIO3UIIHOHHOM TTACTMACCHI
Protemp 4 (3M ESPE), a Takxe u3 camoTBeperoIIeH
akpwioBoi miactMmaccel Re-fine Bright (Yamahachi
Dental MFG.,CO., Japan). banku moasepraiu paspy-
OICHUIO ITyTeM U3Tuba Ha YHHBEPCAIbHOU HCIIBITa-
tenbHOM MamuHe FPZ 10/1 (Fritz-Heskert, ['epmanus),
obecrieunBaOmeld CKOPOCTh MEPEMEIICHUS TPaBEPCHI
0,75+0,25 mm/cek. PaccrosHre MexaIy MEHTpaMHu OIop
coctaBisuio 20+0,1 mM. Harpysky mpuknanpiBasu Ha
OJIMHAKOBOM PAacCTOSHUHU OT IIEHTPOB omop (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. Cxema UCMbITaHUI Ha TPEXTOYEYHbIN 1316

Fig. 1. Three-point bending test diagram

1 - onopHble anemeHTbl; 2 — HanpaeneHwue cunbl; 3 - icnbiTyemas 6anka
[0 Harpysku; 4 - Vicnbityemas 6asnka nocse Harpy3sku (nosiomka).
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3areM J1Be CIIOMaHHBIC YaCTH KaXKIOH OaIKH CKIICHBAIH
Pa3IUYHBIMHA CITOCOOAMH.

CyurHocTh MalbHEUIINX WCTBITAHUN 3aKII09aIach
B MOBTOPHOM pPa3pyLICHUH CKJICCHHBIX 0ajlOK IIyTeM
n3ruba 10 MOSBICHIS BUAUMBIX pa3pymennit. [Ipu atom
Ha nudeponaTe UCIBITATeILHOW MAITHHBI (PUKCUPOBAIH
MaKCHUMalIbHYI0 Harpy3Ky B HBIOTOHax (H), KOTOPYIO
BBIIEpKIBa 00pasel. McciaenoBaHus MpoBOIIIIN Ha 0a3e
n1abopaTopuy MEXaHNIECKUX MCIIBITAHUH Kadeapbl COnpo-
TUBJICHUSI MaTepHAIOB U TEOPUH YIPYTOCTH TBEPCKOTO
TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO TTOJINTEXHUIECKOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA.

Brraucnsanu cpegHeapudMeTnuecKkue 3HAUCHUS
paspymampmux ycuwinid (M) u ommOKy cpemaHeid (m),
CpenHeKBanparnieckoe OTkiIoHeHHe. C MOMOIBIO
IWCIEePCHOHHOTO aHalm3a, KpuTepueB JleBeHa U
Bbpayna—®opcaiita onpenensiinin HOPMaIbHOCTh pac-
MpeAeNIeHUs Pe3yIbTaToB. bOMbBMMHCTBO H3MepeHnH
MTOKA3aJIH JIN00 HECOOTBETCTBHE HOPMAaJILHOMY pacIipe-
IeNeHuto, 0o monoOHyro TeHaeHIuo. [loaTomMy mis
CpaBHEHUS TPyl ObUT MPIMEHEH HemapaMeTpHIecKui
METOJ C HCIIONB30BaH Kpurepus Kpackera—Yommuca.

Jns mpoBegeHUS MEXaHHYECKOTO HKCIEPUMEHTA
BCero OBLIO M3TOTOBJICHO 49 0anok-00pa3loB, Cpeau
KOTOPBIX BBLACHHIIA 7 TPYNH MO 7 00pa3oB B KaXKJIOH.

Uszyyennvie epynnol:

1) Protemp 4 — nenpHas Ganka A0 HOJOMKH
(xoHTpOMNH 1);

2) Protemp 4, mounnka ¢ momotisto Protemp 4;

3) Protemp 4, nounnka ¢ nmomoipio Filtek flow. +
aare3us (Single—bond, 3M);

4) Protemp 4, nounnka ¢ nomonibio Filtek flow. +
aare3us + GlasSpan (CTEKIOBOIOKOHHAS apMHPYOIIAs
nenra, GlasSpan);

5) Protemp 4, mounnka ¢ momoipl Re-fine Bright
+ MOHOMED;

RE-FINE BRIGHT+MCHOMEP

FILTEK FLOW + A[ITE3UB +GLASSPAN

FILTECTLOW ATEHE %

PROTEMP 4

6) Re-fine Bright — mnenbHas 0ajnka 10 MOJTOMKH
(xoHTpOTB 2);

7) Re-fine Bright, mounnka ¢ momomisio Re-fine
Bright + moHOMep.

Pe3yabTaThl u 00CyxKAeHHE

JlaHHBIC aOCONFOTHOM CHIIBI pa3pylieHus (B HbIO-
TOHaX) 0ajok U3 OMC-aKPHIOBOW KOMITO3UITMOHHOM
mactMaccsl Protemp 4 u akpmiioBoi mimactmaccsl Re-
fine Bright mpencraBneHsl B TaOIUIIE.

[IepBbIe NATH HCCIEAYEMBIX TPYIIT OTHOCHIIUCH K
Ouc-akpuiioBo# miactmacce Protemp 4, roe opueH-
TUPOM JIJIsi CpaBHEeHHUs (KOHTPOJb 1) CIyXHiia criia
pa3pylnieHus MeIbHbIX 0alloK 10 WX MOJOMKH — 28,9
+1,0 H (rpynna 1). HauGonbieid mpoOYHOCTH TOCIIE
CKJIeHBaHMs YacTel 0anok u3 Protemp 4 nocturim Bapu-
QHTHI TIOYWHKH C TIOMOIIBIO YKUIKOTEKYyJero KOMITO3UTA
Filtek flow ¢ agresuBom Single bond — 13,2 = 1,1 H
(rpynma 3), a Takke ¢ momoInpko akpuiara Re-fine Bright
¢ coocTBeHHBIM MOHOMepoM — 13,4 + 0,4 H (rpynma 5).
TeM He MEHee MOyYSHHBIE PE3yABTAThl IPOYHOCTH 3HA-
YUTEIHHO YCTYIAIN EeTbHON OaKe ¢ HaJHIueM yCTOH-
yuBOHU crarucTudeckoi trennennnu (p=0,097).

B nByx mocimemHHMX Tpymmax H3y4dald aKpHIOBYIO
miactMaccy Re-fine Bright. IlenbHas Ganka W3 naHHOM
1acTMAaCChI (Tpyma 6) BRITIONHSLIA POb KOHTpoIts 2. Orre-
HUBAasi BO3MOXKHOCTH ITOYMHKH aKPUJIaTa, BBISBHIIH, YTO
npu 0ObEIMHEHNH YacTel cIOMaHHBIX Oamok u3 Re-fine
Bright mocpencTBoM Toii ke TIIaCTMACCH ¢ COOCTBEHHBIM
MOHOMEPOM MPOYHOCTH CKICCHHBIX 0allOK MPaKTUIeCKU
nocrurana nepBoHadabHoH (15,8 £ 0,9 H) ¢ HecyecTBeH-
HBIMH CTaTMCTHYECKUMHU pazinausamiu (t = 0,47 p>0,05).

CpaBHHTEIBHBIC TUATPAMMEI, IPEACTABICHHBIC HA
puc. 2 1 3, 1ar0T BO3MOXKHOCTP HATJISAHO OICHUTH MOy~
YeHHBIC PEe3YNbTAaThl MOYWHKU 0ajlOK M3 IBYX THUIIOB
MaTepuaIoB — caMoTBepaeromeil ouc-
AKpUJIOBOM KOMIIO3MIMOHHOMN IJIacT-
MaccChl U CAMOTBEPACIOIIEH aKpUIOBOU
IJIacTMacChl, HanboJee 9acTo MCIOb-
3yeMBIX IIJISl M3TOTOBJICHHS BPEMEHHBIX
MIPOTE30B.

[Momy4yeHHsle pe3ynbTaThl MOYNHKH
0ayiok M3 OWC-aKPWIOBOW KOMITO3HIIH-
OHHOM T1acTMacchl Protemp 4 roBopst o
HEBO3MOKHOCTH JIOCTHYb [TEPBOHAYAIBLHOMN
MPOYHOCTH OOpas3moB 10 IOJOMKHU
(B CTOMAaTONIOTHYECKOI MPaKTHKE ATO

MOCTOBHUIHBIC ITPOTE3BI, 06’[36ILI/IHGHHLIB

KOHTEROAb

KOpOHKH). B ciryuae momoMKky momoOHbBIX

iiees
i34

0% 20% 40% b0% 80%
Puc. 2. BM3yaanaﬂ OuUeHKa NPoYHOCTH 6an0oK nocse NOUYNHKN 13

camoTBepaeloLein 61Uc-akpunoBoii KOMNO3MLMOHHON NiaacTMaccsl Protemp
4 No cpaBHEHUIO C LenbHON 6ankon (KoHTponb — 100 % NPOYHOCTH)

Fig. 2. Visual assessment of the strength of beams after repair of self-hardening acrylic
composite plastic Protemp 4 compared with the solid beam (control — 100 % strength).

MPOTE30B IEJIeCO00Pa3HBIM MPEICTaBIsA-
€TCS MX TTOBTOPHOE M3TOTOBIICHUE.

Uto kacaercsi BpeMEHHBIX MPOTE30B
W3 aKpUJIOBOW TUTACTMACCHI, TO B CIIydae
MMOJIOMKH MX IOYMHKA BIIOJIHE BO3MOXKHA
W 1ienecooOpa3Ha B COOTBETCTBHH C KITH-
HHUYECKOH CUTyaluen.

100% 120%
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Tabauya
PesynbTaTbl a6CONIOTHON CUAbI paspylueHus 6anok RE-FINE BRIGHT+MOHOMEP
13 6MC-aKpunoBoi KOMMNO3MLMOHHOM NAAcTMacchbl
Protemp 4 u akpunosoit nnactmaccol Re-fine Bright

Table. Results of the absolute fracture force of

the beams made of bisacrylic composite resin KoNTPCNL
Protemp 4 and acrylic resin Re-fine Bright
0% 0% 40%  60%  80%  100%
Cpeonee 3nauenue (1)
Ne I pynnogvie napamempol cunvl paspywenus (F
2pynnul uccnedyemuvix oopasyos cp), owmubka cpeoneii Puc. 3. BusyanbHas oLieHKa NPOYHOCTM 6anoK nocsie noUYnHKM
(m): Fep=M=m 13 camoTBep/Aelollielt akpunosoii nnactmacchl Re-fine Bright no
CpaBHEHUIO C LieSIbHOW 6ankoi (koHTponb — 100 % NpoYHOCTN)
1 Protemp 4 (xouTpors 1) Fep.=289+1,0m Fig. 3. Visual assessment of the strength of the beams after
the repair of self-hardening acrylic plastic Re - fine Bright
5 |Protemp 4, mounnKa ¢ momoupHo | o cp.=4,6+021n compared to the solid beam (control — 100 % strength)
Protemp 4
Protemp 4, mounHka ¢ MoMoIb0 BoIBOABI
3 Filtek flow. + anresus (Single Fep.=132+1,1n C . 66
_ bond) PAaBHCHHUEC YCHUIIMU pA3pYyUICHUS HA U3THU aJIOK M3
6HC-aKpHHOBOI>i KOMHO3PI].II/IOHHOI>1 J1aCcTMAaCChI Protemp
Protemp 4, mo4mHKa ¢ TOMOIIIbI0 4 BBISIBUJIO CYLIECTBEHHOE OCIabICHUE MPOYHOCTH MOCTIe
4 Filtek flow. + angresus + GlasS- | Fcp.=9,6 £0,04 1 TI06BIX BUIOB TTOUHHKH.
an
P Hannyqume PE3YIbTAaTbl JOCTUTHYTHI ITPU UCIOJIB30-
5 Protemp 4, TIOYMHKA C TOMOIIBIO Fep.=134£04n BaHUM JJIs1 IOYMHKH 0AJIOK U3 OMC-aKPIIIOBOI KOMIIO3HIIU-
Re-fine Bright + monomep ' ’ ’ OHHOM Iu1acTMacchl Protemp 4 ¢ MOMOIIBIO KHUIKOTEKYYETO
6 |Re-fine Bright (korrpors 2) Fep. =165+ 12w CBETOTBEPCIONIETO KOMIIO3UTA (Filtek ﬂow C a/iIr€31UBOM)
00 akprtoBo# rtactMaccehl Re-fine Bright ¢ MoroMepomM.
Re-fine Bright, noumtixa [Ipu nounnke 0anoK U3 aKPUIIOBOH TIacTMacchl Re-
7 | c nomompio Re-fine Bright + Fop.=158+09n fine Bright mocpeacTBoM TO# ke IIACTMACChI ¢ MOHO-
MOHOMEP MCPOM IIPOYHOCTH BOCCTAHABIMUBACTCA IMPAKTUICCKH 0
HepBOHa‘iaJ’[BHOﬁ.
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