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AxkmyanoHocme. [OnuTenbHOCTb GYHKLMOHMPOBAHMA NPOTE30B HAa UMMNMIaHTaTax Npy NosIHOM OTCYTCTBUM 3y60B Heplo-
CTaTOYHO NpefcTaB/eHa B cnelyanbHon iutepatype. B cBA3u ¢ 3TMM 0606LLEH OMbIT MPUMEHEHWA TaKMX NPOTE30B pasHOM
KOHCTpYKUMK 3a 20-neTHWI nepuog.

Llenb — aHanu3 3¢deKTMBHOCTM MPOTE3MPOBAHMA Ha UMMMAHTATax Mpy MOJIHOM OTCYTCTBMUM 3Y60B MO MOKa3aTesiAM
COCTOSIHUA NEPUUMINIIAHTATHBIX TKAHEN.

Mamepuan u Memodel. py cpoKe ¢ MOMEHTA YCTaHOBKM 5 neT obcnegoBaHbl 23 NaUMeHTa ¢ HECbeMHbIMM NpoTe-
3aMu Ha 4 umnnanTartax, npy cpoke 10 netr — 30 nauMeHTOB C HECbEMHbIMM NpOTE3aMM Ha 6 UMNnaHTaTax. [loKpbiB-
Hble MPoTe3bl Ha 4 MUMMN/IaHTaTax C *eCTKUMK aTTaYMEHTaMM aHaNM3UPOBaUCh Y 24 NaLMEHTOB CO CPOKOM M0Jb30BaHWUA
10 net, ¢ anacTMYHbIMM aTTa4uMeHTaMM — y 28 nauueHToB co CPOKOM nonb3oBanuA 20 neT. Takke 20 neT Ha3ag nonyvanu
MOKpbIBHbIE NPOTe3bl C 6aN04YHON QUKcauMen Ha 2 UMNNaHTaTax 73 naumeHTa. KputepmaMM oLeHKKM bbina BhIABIAEMOCTb
MyK03MTa, NnepumMnnaHTuTa ¢ 1/3 1 1/2 pe3opbumm KOCTHOW TKaHW, yOaneHUin UMNJIaHTaToB.

Pesynemamel. BoifaBneHo, 4to 3a 20-neTHuii nepuop 6onee 3Gp@PeKTUBHLI CbEMHbIE NPOTE3bI C FECTKUMM aTTauMeHTa-
MM Ha 6anke W 4 uMnnaHTatax, MeHee 3¢PeKTMBHbI — Ha 2 MMM/aHTaTax (COOTBETCTBEHHO 47,9 1 65,2% ynaneHuin UM-
nnaxTaTtoB). Cpeay HECHEMHBIX NPOTE30B NpY NOSIHOM OTCYTCTBMM 3y60B (OMbIT UCMoNb30BaHWA 10 NeT) NpeanoYTUTENbHDI
C onopoii Ha 6 nMnnaHTaToB (28,3% ynaneHwii npotus 42,4% npw orope Ha 4 UMNNaHTaTa).

3aknoyeHue. CpefHUA CPOK QYHKLMOHMPOBAHMA HECHEMHBIX NMPOTE30B HA 6 MMMIAHTaTax Mpu MOSIHOM OTCYTCTBUM
3yboB — 10 net (Ha 4 uMnnaHTaTax — 5 NeT), CbeMHbIX NPOTE30B Ha 2—4 MMMMAHTaTaX C 3N1aCTUYHBIMU U HECTKUMM
aTTaymeHTamm — 5 ner.

KnioyeBble cyioBa: AeHTa/bHble MMNNAHTATbI; NOJHOEe OTCyTCTBUE BY60B; CbeMHble NMpoTe3bl; HeCbeMHbIE MNPOTe3bl; pesop6-
LIMAl KOCTHOM TKaHW.
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: The functional duration of implant prostheses in the complete absence of teeth is insufficiently represent-
ed in the special literature. Hence, the experience of using such prostheses of various designs over 20 years is summarized.

AIM: To analyze the effectiveness of implant prostheses in the complete absence of teeth in terms of peri-implant tissue
status

MATERIAL AND METHODS: This study examined 23 patients with fixed dentures on 4 implants after 5 years and 30 pa-
tients with fixed dentures on 6 implants after 10 years from the manufacture date. Overdentures on 4 implants with rigid at-
tachments were analyzed in 24 patients after 10 years and with elastic attachments in 28 patients after 20 years. Additionally,
20 years ago, 73 patients received overdentures with bar fixation on 2 implants. The evaluation criteria include the detection
of mucositis, peri-implantitis with 1/3 and 1/2 bone resorption, and implant removal.

RESULTS: When summarizing the state of implants over 20 years, the following results were obtained: removable den-
tures are more effective with rigid attachments on a bar and 4 implants and less effective on 2 implants (47.9% and 65.2% of
implant removals, respectively); fixed prostheses with complete absence of teeth (experience of 10 years of use) are preferred
with support for 6 implants (28.3% of removals vs. 42.4% with support for 4 implants).

CONCLUSIONS: In conclusion, the proportion of removed implants is >50% of the installed ones. The functional average
period of fixed prostheses on 6 implants in the absence of teeth is 10 years (on 4 implants is 5 years) and removable prosthe-
ses on 2-4 implants with elastic and rigid attachments is 5 years.
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KIMHUHECKVE CCTELJOBAHIMA

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

B TeuyeHne Heckonbkux pecstunetuii B Poccun akTMBHO
BHe[pSieTCA B MPaKTUKY paboTbl CTOMATO/IOMOB B PerMoHax
Poccun MeTop aeHTanbHoi umnnantaumm [1-3]. OgHako
LOCTOBEPHblE CTaTUCTUYECKUE Pe3ySbTaThl BbIKWUBAEMOCTH
MMNNaHTaToOB M 3PMEKTUBHOCTU NPOTE30B Ha MMMaHTaTax
B OTAQNIEHHbIE CPOKM, B YaCTHOCTM MpU MOSIHOM OTCYTCTBUM
3yb0B, B Hay4HOI IUTEpaType NpPeACTaBNeHbl HeA0CTaTO4HO.
370 NPMBOAMT K PasHOYTEHMAM MPU KOHCYNbTUPOBaHMM Na-
LIMEHTOB C MOKA3aHWUAMM K LeHTaNbHON MMMIaHTaLMK pasHbl-
MW CreLyanmucTamMm CToMaTosiornyeckoro npoduns.

JbdeKTMBHOCTb MpPOTE3MPOBAHUS HA MMMNaHTaTax
Mpy NOSIHOM OTCYTCTBUM 3Y00B 3aBUCUT OT KJIMHUYECKMX YC-
TIOBWI, B YaCTHOCTU OT KOHCTPYKLMM NpOTE30B (B TOM UMCne
OT KOJIMYECTBA OMOPHbIX MMMAHTaTOB) M CPOKOB MX 3KCTINY-
ataumm [4-12].

Uenb nccnepnoBalns — msyyeHne adpdEKTUBHOCTU Npo-
Te31MPOBaHMA HECHEMHBIMA W CbEMHbIMU KOHCTPYKLMAMU
Ha BHYTPUKOCTHbIX AEHTaNlbHbIX MMMIaHTaTax Npu 3ameLe-
HWM TOTanbHbIX fedeKToB 3yOHbIX PAAOB.

MATEPUAN1 U METO[bI

[na cromatonoruyeckoro obcnenoBaHus Gbiin Bbi3Ba-
Hbl 178 maumeHTOB, KOTOpbIM B pasHble cpoku (5, 10, 15,
20 net Ha3aj) OCYLIECTBASANOCh CbEMHOE MMM HECHEMHOE
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npoTe3npoBaHWe NpU MOJIHOM OTCYTCTBUM 3yBOB Ha
626 BHYTPUKOCTHBIX [IEHTa/IbHbIX MMMJIaHTaTax pasHbIX GUpM-
npousBogutenen (tabn. 1). HecbeMHble NpoTesbl Ha 6 UM-
nnaHTatax obinm yctaHoeneHsl 10 net Hasan y 30 nauneHToB
(180 uMnnaHTaToB); Ha 4 MMNNaHTaTax — 5 neT Hasap Y 23 na-
uvenToB (92 uMnnaHTaToB). [MoKPbIBHbIE NPOTE3bI Ha 4 UMMaH-
TaTax C XECTKUMM aTTauMeHTaMW Ha baske M3roTaBAMBanUCh
10 net Hasag y 24 naumeHToB (96 uMnnaHTaToB). MoKpbIBHLIE
npoTe3bl Ha 4 MMnnaHTaTax ¢ 6anoyHon huKcaumen n anacTny-
HbIMM aTTayMeHTaMm u3roTaBnmeanuch 20 neT Hasag B obLem
Konuyectse 28 naumenTos (112 umnnaxTatos). Takke 20 net
Ha3aj Moayyanu MoKpbiBHbIE MpOTe3bl ¢ 6anoyHol duKca-
UMelt Ha 2 uMnnaHTaTax 73 naumenToB (146 UMNNaHTaTOB).

Wcnonb3oBanu cTaHLapTHYH [BYX3TanHyld METOAMKY
YCTaHOBKU TUTAHOBbIX BHYTPUKOCTHBIX MMMAHTATOB U 0bLLe-
MPUHATYIO TEXHOSIOTMIO U3TOTOB/IEHWS METAIIOKEPaMUYECKMX
npoTe30B C 0nopoii Ha uMnnanTatsl [13, 14]. bonbwwnHCTBO
MaLMEeHTOB MPaKTUYECKM He obpaluanucb 1S NpoBefeHus
NpodeccroHanbHbIX TUIMEHNYECKUX U APYTUX LMUCTIAHCePHbIX
MepOonpUATUN.

OCHOBHblE KpUTEPUW OLEHKW COCTOSIHUS MMMAHTaTOB:
COCTOSIHME MEepPUMMNIAHTaTHbIX TKaHeW 0e3 OCoKHeHWI
(HopMarnbHoEe), MyKO3UT, NEPUUMMNIIAHTUT C pe30pOLMelt KocT-
HOM TKaHW Ha 1/3 wnm 1/2 BbICOTbI MMNNaHTaTa, yaaneHue
uMnnantata [15]. B cBA3M ¢ 3TMM, NOMMMO CTaHAAPTHOMO
K/IMHWYecKoro obcnefoBaHus 3yboB U NapofoHTa, UMMaH-
TaToB, MaUMeHTaM NPOBOAWAN opToNaHToMorpaduio.

Ta6auua 1. Yucno obcneoBaHHbIX € NPOTE3aMU Pa3HON KOHCTPYKLMM Ha JEHTaNbHbIX UMMIaHTaTax U € pasHbIMU CPOKaMM NoNb30Ba-

HUA NpoTe3amMu

Table 1. The number of examined patients with prostheses of different designs on dental implants and with different periods of use of

prostheses
Cpok, rogbl
KoHcTpykuumsa npotesa 5 10 15 20 Bcero
UMNNaH- UMNNaH- UMNNaH- UMNNaH- UMnNNaH-

nauueHTbl TaThl nauueHTbl TaThl nauueHTbl TaThl nauueHTbl TaThl nauueHTbl TaThi
HecbemHsie 21 126 9 54 - - - - 30 180
Ha 6 UMMNnaHTaTax
HecbeMHble
Ha 4 uMnnaHTaTax 23 92 - - - - - - 2 9
HecbeMHble npyu nosnHoM 4k 218 9 54 _ _ _ _ 53 279
0TCYTCTBUM 3y60B
CbeMHble Ha 4 UMnnaHTa- 12 48 12 48 _ _ _ B 2% 9%
Tax (KecTKue aTTayMeHThI)
CbeMHble
Ha 4 uMnnaxTatax (3na- 10 40 8 32 6 24 4 16 28 112
CTUYHbIE aTTauMEHTbI)
Cremtbie 18 36 30 60 17 34 8 16 73 146
Ha 2 UMNnaHTaTax
CoewmHbie rip noiHoM 40 124 50 140 23 58 12 32 125 354
oTCyTCTBMM 3y60B
Mpu oo otcyTCTaAM 84 342 59 194 23 58 12 32 178 626

3y6oB
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PE3YJIbTATHI

loKa3aTenn ycTaHOBKM CbEMHBIX U HECHEMHbIX MpO-
Te30B MpU MOSHOM OTCYTCTBUMWM 3y6OB Yepe3 5 nerT:
6e3 ocnoxHenun — 71 umnnantar (20,8%), Myko3ut —
61 umnnantar (17,8%), pesopbuus koctv Ha 1/3 — 75 um-
nnaHtatoB (21,9%), pe3opbumsa Koct Ha 1/2 — 36 um-
nnantatos (10,5%), yaanenuit — 99 umnnantartos (28,9%)
(tabn. 2).

lMoKa3aTenn NOKPbIBHbIX MPOTE30B MPY MOIHOM OTCYTCTBUM
3yboB Ha 4 MnnaHTaTax, 00beAMHEHHBIX BaNKOi C KEeCTKUMH
aTTayMeHTaMu, yepe3 5 NET Harpy3ku: HopManbHOe CoCTosi-
HWe NepUMMNIaHTaTHbIX TKaHel — 13 umnnanTaros (27,1%),
MyKo3uUT — 4 uMmnnanTata (8,3%), nepummnnaHTuT Ha 1/3 n
1/2 BbICOTHI UMNNAHTaTa — COOTBETCTBEHHO 17 W 4 UMNNaH-
Tata (35,4 u 8,3%), ynanenue — 10 umnnantatos (20,8%).
MpW HanMuUMKM 3NaCTUYHBIX aTTaYMEHTOB YKa3aHHbIe NOKa3aTe-
v npu GuKcauum 6anky Ha 4 uMnnaHTaTax Kacames 6, 10, 11,
5, 8 umnnanTaros (15,0; 25,0; 27,5; 12,5; 20,0%). Mpu yMeHb-
LIEHUW OMOPHBIX MMMNIAHTATOB 40 2 — COOTBETCTBEHHO 9, 2,
4,10, 15 umnnantatos (13,9; 5,5; 11,1; 27,8; 41,7%).

B cnyyasx cbeMHbIX NpOTE30B Ha MMMNaHTaTax, U3-
rotoBieHHbIx 10 NeT Ha3aj, HEeU3MEHEHHbIX MepUUM-
MaHTaTHbIX TKaHel He BbisiBNeHO. Cpean OCHOXHEHWN
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OTCYTCTBOBaN MYKO3MT, BbISIBIEH MEPUUMMNAHTUT: C pe-
3opbumen koctn Ha 1/3 uMnnanTaTa npu onope 6ankoi Ha
4 »MnnaHTaTa C JXeCTKMMM aTTauMeHTaMn — 4 UMNnaHTaTa
(8,3%), npv onope 6ankom Ha 4 UMNNaHTaTa ¢ aNACTUYHbI-
MU aTTauMeHTaMn — 2 uMmnnanTara (6,3%); c pesopbumeli
KocTv Ha 1/2 — cootBeTcTBeHHO 8 (16,6%) M 5 umnnaH-
TatoB (15,6%). Ynanexo! B Teyenne 10 neT nop CbeMHbIMU
npote3amu 36 MMMNAHTATOB C XECTKUMW aTTayMeHTaMu
M 25 MMNNAHTaTOB C 3M1aCTUYHBIMU (COOTBETCTBEHHO 75,1
1 78,1%), a Takxe Bce 60 umnnanTatos (100%) noa cbem-
HbIMM NpoTe3amMu Ha 2 uMmnnaHTatax. B obuwem nog mo-
KpbIBHbIMW npoTe3amu yepe3 10 neT umenach pe3opbums Ha
1/3 mnuHBl MIMNNaHTaTa y 6 uMnnanTatos (4,3%), Ha 1/2 —
13 umnnanTatos (9,3%), 121 umnnanTar (86,4%) bbin ynaneH.

15 neT Ha3aj B KIMHUKE NPaKTUYECKU HE MPUMEHS-
JINCb HECbEMHbIE MpPOTE3bl HA 6 WM Ha 4 WMNnaHTaTax
MpW NOSIHOM OTCYTCTBUM 3yDOB, KaK W MOKPbIBHbIE MPOTE3b
Ha KeCTKMX aTTauMeHax. Bce MoKpbiBHbIe MpoTesbl Ha 4
WK 2 UMNNaHTaTax Ha cpoke KoHTponsa 15 net bbiam yaa-
neHbl (24 u 34 UMNNaHTaTa COOTBETCTBEHHO).

Bce uMnnaHTaThl Npy NOMHOM OTCYTCTBUM 3yHOB, yCTa-
HoBfeHHble 20 neT Hasag, Obinu yaaneHsl (16 nog npotesa-
MW Ha 4 UMNNaHTaTax C 3NacTUYHBIMUA aTTauMeHTamu, 16 —
Ha 2 UMNNaHTaTax).

Ta6nu|.|a 2. PE3y1’IbTaTbI KNMHUKO-PEHTreHoIorn4yeckoro 06Cﬂe,|10BaHMF| [OEHTaNIbHbIX MMNIAHTATOB B 3aBMCMMOCTU OT KOHCTPYKUMK

NpoTe30B 1 CPOKOB M0JIb30BaHUA NPOTE3aMU

Table 2. Results of clinical and radiological examination of dental implants depending on the design of prostheses and the duration of use

of prostheses

XapakTepuctuka Be3 ocnoxHeHui Mykosur Pe3sopbums Ha 1/3 | Pesopbums Ha 1/2 YnaneHbl
Cpox, rozbl 5 10 15 2 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 2 5 10 15 20
HecbeMHble Ha 6 um- 28 T 2% 4 w8 1 4 7 24 _
nnaHTatax, abe. (%)  (22,2) (1,9) (20,6) (25,9) (26,2) (20,4) 9.5) (7,4) (21,4) (44,5
Hecbemubie wabum- 19 19 w5 3 B
nnaTatax, abc. (%)  (20,7) (20,7) (10,8) (5,4) (42,4)
;’;;‘:0’:'1:';'; ogr. A1 3 7k b 2 _
CToMM 3y608, atc. (%) (21,6) (1,9 (20,6) (25,9) (19,7) (20,4) (7.8) (7,4) (30,3) (44,4)
s e ah T T ey T T T m06) T T 63060 " " 9 o5
arTauMeHbl) , abe. (%) ' ' A ' ' ' '
CbeMHble Ha 4 uM-
nnaxTata (anactny- 6 o _n - m 2 5 5 8 25 24 16
Hble atTaumenTsl), (15,0 (25,0 (27,5) (6,3) (12,5) (15,6) (20,0) (78,1) (100) (100)
abc. (%)
CbeMHble Ha 2 M- 5 2 [ S | R 60 34 16
nnaHtatax, abc. (%)  (13,9) (5,9) (11,1 (27.8) (41,7) (100,0) (100,0) (100,0)
5;’5”0'12';2’3”M3°”' % % o® 6 w13 0® o 8 R
3y6os, a6c. (%) (19,4) (129) (258) (43) (153) (9.3) (26,6) (86,4) (100,0) (100,0)
[pu nonHoM oTcyT- A T 61 o n w3 7 99 15 58 32
cTBiM 3y60B, abc. (%) (20,8) (0,9) (17.8) 7.2) (21,9) 88) (10,5) (8,8) (289 (747) (100) (100)
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KIMHUHECKVE CCTELJOBAHIMA

OBCYHAEHUE

0606wasn 20-neTHuid nepuof, HabnoaeHus 3a npoTesa-

MW Ha MMMIaHTaTax npy NOJHOM OTCYTCTBMU 3Y60B, MOXKHO

KOHCTaTUpOBaTh:

— Cpedu CbeMHbIX npoTe30B bonee IDdEKTUBHBI C KecT-
KUMU aTTauMeHTaMu Ha banke M 4 uMnnaHTaTax, MeHee
3 deKTUBHBI — Ha 2 UMNNaHTaTax (COOTBETCTBEHHO 47,9
1 65,2% ynaneHuii UMNIaHTaToB);

— CpedM HecbeMHbIX NMPOTe30B MpW MOSIHOM OTCYTCTBUM
3y60B (onbIT ucnonb3oBaHua 10 neT) NpeanoyTUTESbHbI
C onopoil Ha 6 umnnaHTatoB (28,3% ymaneHui NpoTuB
42,4% npw onope Ha 4 uMnnaHTarta).

3ARJTIOYEHUE

Mo pone yaaneHHbIX uMnnaHTaToB cBbilwe 50% ot ycra-
HOBJNEHHBIX MOXHO CYMTaTb CPELHUM CPOKOM (YHKLMOHM-
POBaHMs HECHEMHbIX MPOTE30B Ha 6 UMMNaHTaTax npu non-
HoM oTcyTcTBMM 3yboB 10 net (Ha 4 umnnaHTatax — 5 neT),
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CbeMHbIX NPOTe30B Ha 2-4 vMNnaHTaTax C 31acTUYHbIMY
M KECTKUMM aTTauMeHamu — 5 neT (C MeHblLeli YacToToi
yAaneHua 4 OMOpPHbIX UMMJIAHTATOB NO CPaBHEHUKO C 2).
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