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U3YYEHUE PACNPOCTPAHEHHOCTU U NPUYUH OEHTO®OBUN HA
AMBYJIATOPHOM CTOMATOJIOFTMYECKOM NPUEME B I. TALUKEHTE

TammkeHTCKuil rocyiapCcTBeHHBIH cToMaTosornueckuil ”HCTUTYT, 100047, . TamkenT, Y36ekucran

B npeocmasnennoti cmamve agmopwvl uzyuanu pacnpoCcmpanéHHoCns u nPUYUHbL 0eHmMo@doouu Ha amoyIamopHoM CmomMamo-
noeuyeckom npuéme 6 2. Tawxenme. bviio yemarnogneno, umo 60,1 % nayuenmos umerom He2amugHvle U pe3Ko He2amueHvle
BOCNOMUHAHUSL O NEPEOM BU3UME K CIomMamono2y. Pesyiemamol ankemuposanus nokazanu, 4mo 0CHOGHOU NPUYUHOL OMCPO-
YEHHDBIX BU3UMOE K CIOMAMOJLO02Y AGIAIOMCS O0SI3Hb U CIPAX, d OCHOBHBIM PA30PAdICUMeneM Ha CMOMAmoi02uiecKom npuéme
— ooicuoarue 6onu.

KnwueBbie cnoBa: ()eHmOd)Oﬁuﬂ,' cmpax u 60}Z3Hb,‘ OMCPOUEHHbLE CIMOMAMON0cUYeCcKue 6U3UNDbL.
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We studied the prevalence and causes of dentophobia in outpatient dental care in Tashkent.It was found that 60.1 % of patients
have negative and dramatically negative memories of their first visit to the dentist. The results of the questionnaire showed that
the main cause of delayed visits to the dentist are fear and fright, and the main irritant at the dental reception is the expectation

of pain.
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Henrodobust — omHA W3 OCHOBHBIX MPUYHNH HECBOCB-
pEMEHHOTO 00paIeHNS TAIIMEHTOB K ctoMarofiory. Ctpax,
BOJTHEHUE M HATIPSHKEHUE TEPEe] MOCCIICHUEM CTOMATOJIO-
ra MCIBITBIBAIOT OT 52 110 84 % manuenToB. CTpax, BO3-
HUKAIONINUH Y MAIMEHTOB Ha CTOMATOJIOTMYECKOM MpUéMe,
MIPUBOJIUT K OTKa3y OT JedueHus Oonee ueM B 50% cirydaes.
Oxoio 5% mroneil NCHBITHIBAIOT CUIBHEHIINN CTpax MpU
OJTHOM YIIOMHMHAHUU 0 cTomarojore [1, 2].

B ctpykType cromaronoruueckux nocemeHuit 50-60
% COCTaBJISIFOT MAIIMEHTHI, OOPaTUBIINAECS K CTOMATOJO-
Ty C OCJIIO)KHEHHBIMU (hopMaMHu Kapueca 3y00B, OCTPBIMU
BOCIIAJIMTEIBHBIMU NIPOIIECCAMH YEIIFOCTHO-JTUIIEBOH 00-
JIACTH OJIOHTOT€HHOTO IIpoucxoxkaeHus [1, 3, 4].

Comnracao mnpoBenéuusiM Hamu (OK.A. Puzaes, P.A.
darTaxoB) UCCICIOBAHIIM, Ha aMOyTaTOPHOM CTOMATO-
JIOTUYECKOM MPHUEME BCE MAIMEHTHI HCIIBITHIBAIOT CTPax
mepes croMaTonornyeckuM Jeuenuem (17,52 + 0,98 6ain-
Jia TOCJIe aHKETUPOBAHUS 110 IIIKAJIe CTOMATOJIOTUYECKON
TpeBokHOCTH Kopaxa, mpu HWXKHEH IpaHHIIEe BhIPAXKECH-
HOU neHTodobuun B 17 6amuior) [4—6].
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HecMoTpsi Ha 3HAUUTENbHBIA MPOTPECC B CTOMATO-
JIOTMH ¥ TIOSIBJICHUE MAacChl HOBBIX 3(P(EKTUBHBIX aHe-
CTETUKOB IpoliieMa KOPPEKIMH ITCUXOIMOIOHAIEHOTO
HATPSDKCHUS y TaKUX IMAlMEHTOB OCTAETCS aKTyaJIbHOMH,
TaK KaK TMAaIUeHTH ¢ JCHTOPOOMel wu30eraroT Bpada-
cromarosora [3, 7-12].

Lens HACTOSIIETO HCCICIOBAHNS — H3YUCHHE PACIIPO-
CTpaHEHHOCTHU M MPUYHH JIEHTO(POOHH Ha aMOyIIaTOPHOM
CTOMATOJIOTUYECKOM NpuéMe B I. TarikeHTe.

MarepuaJj 1 MeTOIbI

B 2015 — 2016 rr. 06111 00cnenoBansl 1072 nanuen-
Ta (398 MyxumH, 674 JKEHIIUHBI) B CTOMATOJIOTHYCCKON
kinuauke Chilonzor Denta Lyuks 1. Tarikenra B Bo3pacte
or 18 1o 65.

Onpoc ManueHToB, OCMOTP MOJIOCTH PTa | JeUeOHO-
poHUIAKTHYECKIE MEPOTIPUATHS TIPOBOIIINA B CTOMA-
TOJIOTHYECKOM KPEeCIIe ¢ TOMOIIBIO CTAHIAPTHOTO Habopa
WHCTPYMCHTOB. AHKETHPOBAHHE BBHITIOIHSIIN B CIIOKOM-
HOM 00CTaHOBKE, 32 OOBLIYHBIM ITMCHEMEHHBIM CTOJIOM.

[TanrenToB pa3ienuiy Ha 2 TPYIITbl — OCHOBHYIO (17 =
622) w rpynny koHTpos (n = 450). B rpynne koHTposs
OCYIICCTBIISUTH KOPPEKITUIO TICHXOIMOIIMOHAILHOTO Ha-
MPSDKEHUST C TENBI0 CO3MAaHUS TICUXOJIOTHIECKOTO KOM-
(hopra. B ocHOBHOH TpyTITie KOPPEKIINIO HE TPOBOIMIH.
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Jnist n3ydenust pacipoCcTpaHEHHOCTH U IPUYMH JIEHTO-
(hobuu Ha aMOyJIaTOPHOM CTOMATOJIOINYECKOM NPUEME B I.
TankeHTe NPUMEHSAIN aHKETY, OTPAYKAIOILYH0 OTHOLICHUE
MalMEHTOB K CTOMATOJIOTHYECKOMY JieueHuto [8, 9]. Onpo-
CHMK COCTOSUI U3 7 CTaHIapTHBIX BOIPOCOB U 1 Bompoca,
MIOIPa3yMeBAIOIIETO MPEATIOKEHNUS MAIMeHTa M0 YITydIle-
HHIO CTOMATOJIOTHYECKON MIOMOIIH HACENICHHUIO.

Pe3y.]'ll>TaTl>I u 06cy>w1e1me

IlepBrIii BU3UT K cToMaTonory y 60% manueHToB co-
cTosicst B Bo3pacte oT 5 mo 10 met, T. e. aeHTOhOOUMS
Moryia cOpPMHUPOBATECS Y HUX €II€ B IETCKOM BO3pacTe.
W3zBecTtHO, uTO AeHTO(HOOHS, TPHOOPETEHHAS B JETCKOM
BO3PACTE, OHAKIBI yCTAHOBUBIINCH, OYEHB TSHKENO MOA-
naércs koppexkuuu. [IpeauiecTByromuii HeraTuBHbIN CTO-
MAaTOJIOTUYECKHUI OMBIT SIBISETCS OHUM H3 CAMBIX CJIOXK-
HBIX MOMEHTOB B mnpupoae neHrododuun. Tak, 60,1 %
MAIEHTOB UMEIOT HEeTaTHUBHBIE M PE3KO HEeraTHBHBIE BOC-
ITOMHUHAHUS O TIEPBOM BH3HUTE K CTOMATOJIOTY, YTO TIOYTH
B 4 pa3a IpeBbIIIAET YUCIIO JHOJEH, UMEIOLIUX M10JIOKHU-
tenpHbIe ourymeHus (15,2 %). OcHOBHON MPUYUHON OT-
PHUIIATENbHBIX BOCTIOMUHAHMH O IEPBOM BU3UTE K CTOMa-
TOJIOTY SIBIISIETCSl CHJIBHBIM CTpax CTOMAaTOJIOIMYECKOTO
BMEIIATENIbCTBA. TaKke CUIBHBIMU PA3APAsKUTEISIMU JIJIS
PECTIOH/ICHTOB CTaJIM pe3Kast 00JIb, NCTIBITAHHAS Ha TIPH-
éme, 3ByK OopMmammHBI M TpyObocTs Bpada. Hampuwmep,
59.9% nanueHToB MOCEHIaroT CTOMATOJIOra TONBKO IIPU
BO3HMKHOBEHHHU ocTpoil Oomu. Jlums 10 % omporen-
HBIX COBEPIIAIOT MPOQPHUIAKTUYECKHE BH3UTHI K Bpady-
CTOMATOJIOTy 2 pasa B TO.

OCHOBHOH NPUYMHON U30eraHusl BUBUTOB K CTOMATO-
nory 55,2% omnpoIIeHHBIX Ha3BaM 00sI3HB U cTpax. Ham-
OOJIBIIMM  pa3paKUTEJIeM Ha CETOMHSIIHUNA J1eHb I
OTIPOIICHHBIX sBIsICTCS oxkumanne oomu (60%). Taxke
CHJIBHBIMH Pa3ApaKUTEISIMH SIBIISTIOTCS 3BYK OOpMariu-
HBI U HHBEKIINU.

3akjoueHne

Taxum 00pa3oMm, MOKHO yTBEPKIaTh, UYTO MEHTO(DO-
OISl IMIPOKO PaCTIIPOCTPaHEHA CPEeau HaceneHus T. Tam-
KEeHTa W MPUBOJUT K OTCPOUYCHHBIM BU3UTAM K Bpady-
CTOMATOJIOTY, YTO YCJIOXKHSET JCUCHHE M YBEIHUYHUBACT
ero cpoku. Yaie Bcero Takue MalUeHThl NPUXOAAT Ha
PHUEM K CTOMATOJIOTY C OCTPOH 0O0JIBIO, a KOT/ia MPHYrNHA
yCTpaHeHa, HTHOPHUPYIOT peKOMEHmanuu Bpada. Kpome
TOTO, BO3MOYKHBIC OCIIOHEHHS MOTYT CIIOCOOCTBOBATH
BO3HUKHOBEHUIO PA3IMYHBIX COMATHUECKUX MATOIOTHH U
B LIEJIOM MPUBOIAT K YXYAIICHUIO 310POBbS HACCICHUSI.

®uHaHCUpPOBaHUe. Vccredosanue He umMeno CHOH-
COPCKOUL NOOQEPIICKIUL.

KondaukTt uHTEepecoB. Agmopul 3asnsnsiiom 06 om-
CYMCmMEUY KOHQIUKMA UHMEPECO8.
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