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ABSTRACT

The stages of preoperative planning and surgical treatment of compromised teeth by the method of autotransplantation of a tooth
are presented on the example of two clinical cases. The autotransplantation method can be considered an alternative to dental
implantation when strictly adhering to the surgical protocol and careful selection of patients.
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BBeaeHue

OtcyTcTBUE 3y00B (aIeHTUST) Y YeJIOBEKa — BPOXIECHHOE
JI100 BCJISACTBYE YIAJICHMS o 10 MPUYMHE Kapreca M ero oc-
JIOXKHEHUI, TPaBMbI M IPYTMX MIPUIMH — OTPULIATETHHO B~
sIeT Ha KauyecTBO XXU3HU Takoro yenoBeka [1]. Yucno mauu-
€HTOB C afieHTueil B Mupe coctapisieT 40—75%, B TOM 4uciie
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nosiHoit — 17,96% [2]. B HacTosiiee Bpemst [Tl 3aMeleHst
yTpauyeHHOro 3y0a IMPOKO MPHUMEHSIETCs] yCTaHOBKA JeH-
TaJIbHOro MMIUIaHTata. OqHAaKO, HECMOTPSI Ha BHICOKYIO CTe-
MeHb YCIEITHOCTH (IIPOLIEHT OCTEOMHTErpalluyi MMILIaHTa-
ToB cocTaBisieT 82,4—100% [3] 1 CpOK BBIKMBAEMOCTU UM-
IUIAHTaTOB (MUHMMAaJbHAasl BIKMBAEMOCTb MMILIAHTATOB
IUTMHOM >7 MM cocTtaBisieT 95,1% npu cpoke HabGIIOACHUS
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Puc. 1. KoHyCcHO-AyueBasi KomnbloTepHas Tomorpamma naunentku C.: 3yowbl 1.6 (a) n 2.8 (0).

Fig. 1. Patient’s CBCT, tooth 1.6 (a) and 2.8 (b).

5—10 ner [4], naHHas onepauus He JIUIIeHa HeAOCTaTKOB [5].
CaMbIM YacThIM 3a00JIeBaHNEM, KOTOPBIM ITOIBEPraloTCsl ycTa-
HOBJICHHbIE UMIUTAHTAThI, SIBJISIETCS IEPUUMILIAHTUT, PACIIpO-
CTPaHEHHOCTh KOTOPOIo B cpenHeM cocTasisieT 12,5% cpe-
JIN BCEX OCTEOMHTETPUPOBAHHBIX UMITIaHTATOB [6]. [Tpryem
aBTOPBI OTMEYAIOT CJOKHOCTU Y OTPAHUYEHUSI IIPU JICUSHUM
npeuuMIuiaHnTuTa [7]. Vicxonst u3 3Toro uMeeTcsi HeoOXoau-
MOCTb COBEPIIIEHCTBOBATh METObI TUATHOCTUKMU U JIEYSHUsI
MEePUUMILIAHTUTA, a TAKXKE MIPUMEHSTh albTepHATUBHbBIE Me-
TOIMKHU 3aMEHbI YTPauyeHHOro 3y0a, ofHa U3 KOTOPhIX — ay-
ToTpaHcruiaHTauus (ATT) 3yba.

ATT npencrapisieT co00it 3aMellieHre yTpayeHHOro 3yda
3y00M-JIOHOPOM 3TOro 3Ke nanueHTa. [lokazaHust K mposeje-
Huto ornepauuu ATT: HaMuKMe CKOMIIPOMETUPOBAHHOTO 3y0a,
KOTODBIiA OMISKHUT YIAJIEHUIO BCJSICTBUE PAa3BUTHSI Kapueca,
€ro OCJIOXKHEHMI M TPaBMbl M HAJIMUKME ITOIXOISIIETO 1Mo hop-
Me M pa3Mepy 3y0a-IoHOpa, ylaJleHue KOTOPOro He BhI30BET
HeraTUBHBIX MOCAEACTBUM 11 3yGHOTO psijia.

TpeboBaHue K TpaHCIJIAHTUPYEMOMY 3yOy: 3y0-IOHODP
JIOJIKEH UMETh MPOCTYIo (hopMy KOPHSsI, 00J1agaTh pa3Mepamu,
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMU PELIMITMEHTHOMY JIoxXKy. Onepalius yna-
JIEHUSI TAKOTO 3y0a JI0JXKHA ObITh IMPOCTOM.

Llenp uccnenoBanusi — NpelcTaBUTh KJIIOUEBbIE TAIbI
MpeIoIepalliOHHOIO MIAHUPOBAHUS U XUPYPTUYECKOIo Jie-
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YEeHUsI CKOMITPOMETUPOBAHHBIX 3y0OB METOIMKOM ayTOTpaH-
CIUIaHTaLuu 3yoa.

MaTepuaA N METOAbI

[pencraBieHbl 1Ba KIMHUYECKUX CIy4asi, B KOTOPBIX ITPO-
BelleHa Xupyprudeckas rpoueaypa ogtHoMoMeHTHO ATT 3y-
0a y mauMeHTOB pa3HOIi BO3pacTHOM rpynibl. B npeacrasieH-
HBIX KIMHUYECKUX CITydasiX IpoBeIeHO LindpoBoe mpeaonepa-
LIMOHHOE TIJIAaHMPOBaHUE ¢ TTOMOILbIO TTporpamMm 3 Diagnosys
Bepcuu 4.1 (3DIEMME, Italy) u PlastyCAD 1.7 (3DIEMME,
Italy), a Takke M3roToBJIEHbI CTepeoIuTOrpachuuyecKue Moje-
JI1 3y00B-JOHOPOB.

Xupypruyeckuii IPOTOKOJ. X1UPYyPruyeckoe BMEIIaTeIbCTBO
BCEM IMallMeHTaM MPOBOIMJIM IO CJIEAYIONIEe METOIMKE: aHTH-
cenThyeckast o6padotka nojoctu pra 0,05% pacTBOpoM XJop-
reKCUIMHa OUIIIOKOHATA B BU/IE POTOBBIX BAHHOYEK B TEUCHUE
1 MyH. BbIrosiHeHa MeCTHAsT aHeCTe3MsT: alllUIMKAllMOHHAst aHe-
cre3ust JIumokcop-reieM U MHOWIbTpalMoHHast aHecte3us 4%
pPacTBOPOM apTUKaKMHA C BA30KOHCTPUKTOPOM B KOHIIEHTPAIIUU
1:200 000 oobemMoMm 3,4 M1 B 0bJ1acTu yaayisieMoro 3yoa v 3yoa-
noHopa. [1pu HeoOXOIUMOCTU UCTTOIb30BaIN ITPOBOIHUKOBbIE
MeToJibl 00e300nuBaHMs. [Tocie 3Toro ocyecTIsIM aTpaBMa-
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Puc. 2. TpeaonepauMoHHasi AMarHOCTHKA: HaAOXKeHMe KOHTYpoB 3y0a 2.8 Ha obAacTh 3y6a 1.6.
Fig. 2. Preoperative diagnostics. The superposition of tooth 2.8 contours on the tooth 1.6 area.

TUYHOE yJaJIeHUEe CKOMITIPOMETUPOBAHHOTO 3y0a ¢ 00s13aTe/b-
HBIM pasjejieHueM QypKaluyu MHOTOKOPHEBOIO 3y0a JIsl Co-
XpaHEeHMsI MaKCUMaJIbHOro o0beMa TKaHell nmapoaoHTa. Kio-
peTax JYHKM 3y0a BBITOJHSUIM TOJIBKO B allMKaJIbHOU TPETU
MPpY HAIMYMU YYacTKa OMOHTOTEHHOI'O BOCIIATUTEIbHOIO MPO-
Lecca. PeuunueHTHoe Jioxke (opMUPOBaJIN ITyTEM TOCIIeI0Ba-
TEJbHOM MPUMACOBKHM MOJTOTOBJIEHHOTO 11a0JI0Ha 3y0a-10HOpa
B 3aJJaHHOM T1OJIOKEHU U U YACTUYHON aJIbBEOJIOTOMUM JTYHKH
C MOMOIIbIO IAPOBUIHOTO TBEPIOCIIJIABHOTO OOpa ¢ KOHTPO-
JIeM TJIyOMHBI ¥ IPSIMOTO XUPYPTUUYECKOTO HAKOHEYHUKA C BO-
NSTHBIM OXJIaXKJI€HUEM M30TOHUYECKUM PacTBOPOM XJIOpHa
Hatpusi. KoHTpoJieM yCrielTHOro BBIMOJHEHUS 3Tana rnpuna-
COBKM CJTY>KUT CBOOOJHOE MOrpyKeHue 111a00Ha 3yda-1oHOpa
Ha HEOOXOAMMYIO IIyOMHY 0e3 Upe3MEepHOro JaBJIeHUs Ha I11a-
0JIOH. 3aTeM B JIYHKY PbIXJIO MOMEIIAIA TeMOCTaTUUECKYIO I'y0-
Ky. [Tocie aTOro ocyiecTBsiM aTpaBMaTUYHOE yAaJeHUE 3y-
0a-1o0HOpPa, KOTOPBIM MOrpyXajiyd B eMKOCTb CO CTEPUIbHBIM
M30TOHUYECKUM PACTBOPOM XJIOPUIA HATPHsI HAa BPeMsI ITPOBeE-
NIEHUSI KIopeTaxa 1 reMocTasa JiyHku. [locie ynaieHust remo-
CTaTUYECKOM TyOKHU U3 PELIMITMEHTHOTO JI0Xa Tya MoMelnain
3y0-g0HOp. [Tpy HEOOXOAMMOCTH Ha paHy HaKJIaAbIBaIM y3J10-
BbI€ IIBBI JIJIs1 00Jiee MIIOTHOTO KOHTAaKTa TKaHel KpaeBoii 1ec-
HbI U 3y0a-n1oHopa. TpaHCcruiaHTUPOBaHHBIN 3y0 (hMKCHUpOBa-
JIM K COCEIHUM 3y0aM C MOMOIIIbI0 METAJUIMYECKOTO peTeliHepa
W13 KPy4YEHOM JIMTaTypHOU MPOBOJIOKM Y KOMITO3UTHOTO MaTe-
puaja CBETOBOTO OTBEPXKIeHUS. B 3aKI10ueHUN OCYIIECTBIIS -
JIK KOHTPOJIb MOABUXKHOCTH 3y0a M KOHTaKTa ¢ 3ybaMM-aHTa-
TOHUCTaMU, TTPU HEOOXOIMMOCTH YCTPAHSLIIA CYTIEPKOHTAKThI.
3y0-10HOP U3 MPUKYCaA HE BLIBOIUIIN.

PexomeHnauuu nocie ornepanuu: BCeM NalyMeHTaM Ha-
3HAYaJIM AAAIYIO AMETY, opolieHue monoctu pra 0,05% pac-
TBOPOM XJIOPreKCUIMHA OUIIIOKOHATa 3 pa3a B JIeHb B Teye-
Hue 7 nHeit. [1pu Gossix peKoMeHI0BaIu IpueM noyrnpodeHa
400 mr 1o 1 Tabsetke 1—2 pasa B aieHb 10 5 qHeit. O0s13aTe/nb-
HOe ouMlleHMe 3yda 2 pasa B ieHb MSITKOM 3yOHOM 1IEeTKOM
U MacTou.

Knunnyeckuii cayyaii 1. [Tanuentka C., 25 et obpaTu-
J1ach C Xajlo0oi Ha MOABMKHOCTEL (PparmeHTa 3yda 1.6 mocie
TpaBMbl. [Ipy BHYyTpUPOTOBOM OCMOTpPE ObLI OOHAPYKEH Ie-
pesioM 3ybda B obsiactu oudypkauuu. Ilociie aHain3a KOHyC-
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Puc. 3. 3y6 1.6 Ha 3Tane yaaAeHMs NOCAE YAAAEHUSI MAOMObI M YMeHb-
uieHUs KOPOHKOBOW 4acTh 3y0ba.

Fig. 3. Tooth 1.6 at the removal stage after the seal removal and re-
duction of the tooth crown.

HO-JTy4eBoi KoMnbloTepHoit ToMorpammbl (KJIKT) mammeHT-
KM, CICJIaHHOM 3a 2 Mec 10 TpaBMbI, ObLJIO TIPUHSTO pellieHue
o npoBeneHun onHoMoMeHTHOI ATT 3y6a 2.8 Ha MecTo 3y-
6a 1.6. Ananms KJIKT 6bl1 mpoBefeH B porpaMmMe-o003pe-
Bartesie 3Diagnosys Bepcuu 4.1 (3DIEMME, lItaly) (puc. 1, 2).

Dranbl ygajaeHus 3y6a 1.6 u TpaHcmaHTanuu 3yba
2.8 nmpexacraBieHbl Ha puc. 3—8.

Cnycts 2 Hen niocie ornepanyu ATT ObL10 MpoBeIeHo 3H-
TIOMOHTUYECKOE JieUeHKe, B KaHAJIbl BHECEH BPEMEHHBIi MI0M-
OMPOBOYHBII MaTepua Ha OCHOBe TMIpokcuaa Kaubiys Ca-
lasept (Nordiska Dental), mpoBosioyHas 1rHa cHsTa (puc. 9).
Cnyctst 2 mec nocsie ATT BpeMeHHBII IJIOMOMPOBOYHBIN Ma-
Tepuaj 3aMEeHEeH MOCTOSIHHBIM, XKeBaTeJbHasl TOBEPXHOCTh Ya-
CTUYHO BOCCTAaHOBJIEHA KOMITO3UTHBIM CBETOOTBEPKIAEMbIM
MaTepuajaoM BBUIY TUIAHUPOBAHMSI OPTOIEANYECKOr0 BOCCTa-
HOBJICHUSI KOPOHKM 3y0a KepaMUUeCKOM BKJIAAKOI, OT IpOTe-
3WPOBAHMS MALIMEHT BIOCIEACTBUU oTKazajics. [Ipu ocMoTpe
MOJIOCTU pTa 3y0 MMeJI TTOABUKHOCTD 1-1i cTerneHu, KpaeBas
JieCHa TUIepeMUpoBaHa, rajibnaius 0e3001e3HeHHas, TTyou-
Ha JIECHEeBOI 60PO3/1bl MPU 30HAMPOBAHUU MAPOAOHTATbHBIM
30H10M 710 3 MM (puc. 10, 11).
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Puc. 4. AtpaBmaTuuHoe yarareHue 3yba 1.6.
Fig. 4. Atraumatic tooth 1.6 extraction.

Puc. 6. Npumepka wabAroHa 3y6a-A0HOPa B AyHKe YAaA€HHOTO 3y0a 1.6.
Fig. 6. Fitting the donor tooth template in the socket of the removed
tooth 1.6.

Ha xonTpoabHOM ocMoTpe uepes roa nocie ATT y niepeca-
JKEHHOT'0 3y0a OTCYTCTBYIOT MPU3HAKK BOCIIAJICHMS, TIOBUXK-
HOCTb He3HauuTe bHas. [JyOrHa 1ecHeBOi 6OPO3Ibl IPU 30H-
nupoBaHuu 10 2 MmM. HaGromaeTcst CnoHTaHHOE BOCCTAHOB-
JIEHMe KOHTaKTHOTO MyHKTa Mexy 3ybamu 1.6 u 1.5 (puc. 12).
ITpu cpaBHeHuun KJIKT maimeHTKM Ha 3Tamne dHAOAOHTUYE-
cKoro jeyeHus 1 yepes roj nocie ATT B o61acT TpaHCTUIaH-
THUPOBAHHOIO 3y0a OTMEYEHO YBeJInvyeHue oobeMa KOCTHOMI
TKaHu (puc. 13).

Knmnnyeckuii ciayvaii 2. [TanuenTtka 3., 63 et Obuta Ha-
MpaBjieHa Ha ymajeHue 3yba 2.7 B CBSI3U ¢ HEBO3MOXHOCTbIO
MPOBEICHNs TePalleBTUYECKOTO JIeYeHUsI TIIyOOKOro Kapueca.
B cooTBeTCTBUY C JIAHUPYEMBIM B aJIbHEMIIIEM OPTOIOHTH -
yeckuM JeyeHreM u aHanu3oMm KJIKT nauueHTKu 11t BBIOOpa
MOIXO/ISAIIEro 3y0a-a10Hopa ObLJIO PEIIEHO ITPOBECTH OTHOMO-
meHTHy1o ATT 3y6a 3.8 Ha MmecTo 3y6a 2.7 (puc. 14).

Onepauyst ATT Obl1a mpoBeieHa 1o XUPypruyeckomy rnpo-
TOKOJIY, OIMCAHHOMY BBIIIIE, 3y0 B IPUHUMAIOLIEM JIOXe (UK~
CHPOBaH MPOBOJOYHBIM PETeTHEPOM K cocenHeMy 3y0y 2.8,
BBUILY OTCYTCTBMS 3y0a 2.6 TOMOJTHUTEILHO HAJIOXEHbI YIep-
JKMUBarolye 1Bkl (puc. 15).

DHIOIOHTUYECKOE JIeYeHUE TIPOBEICHO CITyCTsI 3—4 Hel
MocJjie ornepaiuu, KeBaTeJbHasi MOBEPXHOCTh BOCCTAHOBJIE-
Ha KOMITO3UTHBIM MaTepUAJIOM CBETOBOI'O OTBEPXKICHUSI, 11T~
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Puc. 5. MoArotoBka AyHku 3y6a 1.6 mwapoBuaHo# ppe3oii C KOHTpO-
A€M TAYOMHbI Ha MPSIMOM HAaKOHEUHUKE C BOASIHBIM OXAQXKAGHMEM
¢uspacreopom.

Fig. 5. Preparation of alveolar socket of tooth 1.6 with a spherical
cutter with depth control on a straight handpiece with water-cooled
saline solution.

Puc. 7. CpaBHeHue wabAoHa u 3yba-A0HOpa, MOMeLeHHbIX B U30TO-
HUYeCKMi PacTBOP XAOPHMAA HaTpws.

Fig. 7. Comparison of the template and the donor tooth placed
in saline.

Ha cHsita. Ha KOHTpoJIbHOM OCMOTpe Yepe3 18 Mec mocJie ore-
pauuu ATT BusyajibHble MPU3HAKKU BOCIIaJIeHUs B 00J1aCTU
TPaHCIUIAHTHPOBAHHOTO 3y0a 3.8 OTCYTCTBOBAIM, MaJIbIIALIMS
OKpYKalolllei CIM3UCTOI 000JI04KM 0€300JIe3HEHHOE, TTyOu-
Ha JIeCHEeBOI 6OPO3/IbI ITPY 30HAMPOBAHUY MAPOTOHTOIOTMYE~
CKMM 30H70M J10 3 MM. [TOIBMXKHOCTD MPaKTUYECKKU OTCYTCTBO-
BaJla, YTO CBUIETELCTBYET 00 OTCYTCTBUM aHKMJI03a (puc. 16).
Ha KJIKT npusHaky pe3opOouuu KOpHs 3yda 1 marojaoruie-
CKUX M3MEHEHMI KOCTHOM TKaHU B 00JIACTU TPAHCIUIAHTUPO-
BaHHOTO 3y0a OTCYTCTBYIOT (puc. 17).

Oo6cyxaeHune
ITpouenypa ATT moxeT ObITh MHOTOOOEILIAIOIIEH alIbTep-

HaTUBOI BOCCTAHOBJIEHUIO 3yOOB Y MALIMEHTOB PA3HBIX BO3-
pactoB. ITo TaHHBIM MeTaaHaIK3a, YCIEUIHOCTD MPOLELYPhI

Cromaronorus, 2024, T. 103, N°3
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Puc. 8. ®vnkcaums TpaHCNAAHTUPOBAHHOTO 3y0a 2.8 KpyuyeHbIM npo-
BOAOYHBIM peTeliHEpOM M KOMMO3UTOM CBETOBOTO OTBEpXKAEHUS
K COCeAHMM 3yDam.

Fig. 8. Fixation of the transplanted tooth 2.8 with a twisted wire re-
tainer and a light-curing composite to adjacent teeth.
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Puc. 9. BUA nocAe S3HAOAOHTUUECKOTO AeUYeHUsl, MPOBOAOYHAS WMHA
CHsITA.

Fig. 9. Endodontic treatment was performed, the wire splint was re-
moved.

Puc. 10. KonycHo-AyueBasi KomnbioTepHasi TOoMorpamma naumeHTku C. Ha 3Tane 3HAOAOHTUUYECKOTO AeveHus vyepe3 14 AHeii nocae ayTo-

TpaHCNAQHTaUUU.

Fig. 10. Patient’s CBCT at the stage of endodontic treatment 14 days after ATT.

Puc. 11. KoHTaKTHasi peHTreHorpamma TPaHCNAAQHTMPOBAHHOIO 3Y-
0a nocAe OKOHYATEAbHOIO SHAOAOHTUYECKOTO ACYEHMUS .

Fig. 11. Contact radiograph of the transplanted tooth after final end-
odontic treatment.

coctanisieT 89,4+1,55%. MHorue aBTOpbl OTMEYAIOT OTCYT-
CTBME CTATUCTUYECKHU 3HAYMMOTO Pa3IMIMsI MEXIY TpaHC-
MnjiaHTauuein 3y00B ¢ «OTKPBITOM» BEPXYIIKON 3yda U «3a-
KpBITO». B TO ke BpeMsi 3TO YyBCTBUTEJIbHAS K TEXHUKE
npoiieaypa, Tpedyolias THATeJbHOIO IJIAHUPOBAaHUS U Ha/l-
Jiexaiiero otroopa nauuMeHToB. [IpaBuiibHbIN 1MOI00DP KIIU-

Stomatology, 2024, vol. 103, no. 3

Puc. 12. KOHTPOABHBI OCMOTP Yepe3 FOA NOCAe ayTOTPAHCMAAHTaLIMM.

a — BUJ C BECTUOYISPHOI CTOPOHBI NPU CMBIKAHUU 3y0OB; 6 — OKKJIIO3MOH-
HBII BUL.

Fig. 12. Control examination a year after ATT.

a — vestibular view in occlusion; b — occlusive view.

HUYECKOTro CjIydasi ¥ 'pPaMOTHO BBIIIOJIHEHHBIN XUPypruve-
CKUIi IPOTOKOJI MOBBIMIAIOT IAHCHI HA JOJTOCPOYHBII yCIeX
M BbIXKMBaHUE TepecaxkeHHOro 3y0a [8]. AHanu3 pe3yibTaToB
ATT noka3sbIBaeT TeHAEHIIUIO K OoJjiee YCIIEIIHOMY TeUeHU IO
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Puc. 13. ®dparmeHT KOHYCHO-Ay4eBO# KOMNbIOTEPHOW TOMOTPaMMbI: CarMTTaAbHbIV Cpes.

a — yepe3 2 Mec TocJie onepaiuu; 6 — yepes ro.

Fig. 13. A fragment of the CBCT. Sagittal section. Comparative analysis of the patient’s CBCT.

a — 2 months after surgery; b — a year after.
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Puc. 14. KoHycHO-AyueBasi KOMMbIOTEPHasi TOMOrpamma nauueHTkmn 3.: 3y0 2.7, noarexawnii yaarenuio (a) u 3y0 3.8, nAaHMpyembliii K TpaHc-

nAanTauum (0).

Fig. 14. CBCT examination of the patient. Tooth 2.7 planned for extraction (a) and tooth 3.8 planned for transplantation (b).

orepaluy y MOJIObIX MAallMEHTOB. YCIeX Mmepecaaku «He3pe-
JIBIX» 3y00B cocTaBiisieT 0kosio 95%, 90% y nallMeHTOB MOJIO-
xe 30 stet u 80% y nmanmenrtos crapiue 30 yiet [9]. 3ybam-mn0-
HOpaM co chOpMUPOBAHHBIMU BEPXYLIKAMU TOCTIE YAaICHUS
TpebyeTcsl IPOBeIeHUE DHIOIOHTUYECKOTO JICYEHHSI B CPOK
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1o 1 mec nociae ATT B CBSI3U C BBICOKMM PUCKOM pa3BUTUS
Hekpo3sa myJibIbl [10].

YcraHoBKa AEHTAJIBHOIO MMIUIAHTATa B3aMEH paHee yTpa-
YEHHOT0 3y0a SIBJISIETCSI IIPOTHO3MPYEMbIM BAPUAHTOM JICUEHHUS
C BBICOKMM MPOLIEHTOM YCIMEIIHbIX OTIAJIEHHbBIX Pe3YIbTaTOB.
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Clinical case

a/a

Puc. 15. ®ukcaums 3y6a 3.8 B npuHumalomem Aoxe.
a — OKKJIIOBMOHHBII B, 6 — OYKKaJbHbII B
Fig. 15. Fixation of tooth 3.8 in the receiving socket.

a — occlusive view; b — buccal view.

Puc. 16. TpancnaanTupoBaHHbIii 3y6 3.8 cnycts 18 mec nocAe ayToTpaHCNAQHTaLMMU.

a — OYKKaJIbHBIi BU; 6 — OKKJIIO3MOHHBII BUL.
Fig. 16. Transplanted tooth 3.8 18 months after ATT.

a — buccal view; b — occlusive view.

LR RS

Puc. 17. KOHTPOAbHasi KOHYCHO-AY4eBasi KOMMbIOTePHas TOMOrpamma TPaHCNAAHTMPOBaHHOTO 3yba 3.8 cnycta 18 mec nocae ayrtoTpaH-

CMAAQHTaAUUMU.

Fig. 17. Control CBCT of the transplanted tooth 3.8 18 months after ATT.

OnHOMOMEHTHas yCTaHOBKa MMILJIAaHTAaTa TaK>XKE€ BO3MOXHa
MPU HEKOTOPBIX YCIOBHUSIX, HO COMPSIKEHA C MOBBILLIEHHON Ma-
HyaJIbHOM CJIOKHOCTBIO IMPOBEAEHMSI OTlEpalliu, HEeoOX0IUMO-
CTbIO OCYLIECTBJIEHUS TOMOJHUTEIbHON KOCTHOMN I/I/ WJIN MAT-

Stomatology, 2024, vol. 103, no. 3

KOTKaHHOI ayrMeHTallu1, TaK KaK cama JaHHasl orepaius
He CIoCOOCTBYET COXpaHEHMIO KOCTHOTO rpeOHsI IocIe yaae-
Hus 3y0a [11]. Bosee Toro, yctaHoBKa JeHTaJIbHOIO UMILIAHTA-
Ta UMeeT PsiT MPOTUBOIOKA3aHUI, KPOME O0ILeCOMAaTUYECKOM
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KAnHmnueckmii C/\yqaﬁ

Clinical case

MaToJ0ruKY 1 3a00JeBaHUI B CTaAUM I1eKOMITIEHCALlUM K yCTa-
HOBKE JIEHTaJIbHBIX UMILJIAHTaTOB MOXXHO OTHECTH BO3pAacCT.
He3aBepiiieHHbINM CKEJIETHBIN POCT MPUBEIET K CMEIEHUIO 110~
3ULMM UMILIAHTaTa U pa3BUTHIO ociioxHeHuit [12]. [Tpu npo-
BeneHuun ATT nmaxe 3y00B ¢ HeC(pOpMUPOBAaHHBIMU KOPHSIMU
MPOUCXOUT pereHepalus MepruogoHTa, MPU STOM MepecaxkeH-
HbIi1 3y0 OyIeT MOJIHOLIEHHO U MTPaBUIbHO (DYHKIIMOHUPOBATh
rocJjie 3aBeplleHus ckeeTHoro pocta. Kpome Toro, BojiokHa
M KJIETKU MePUOJIOHTA, COXpPAaHEHHbIE Ha MOBEPXHOCTU KOPHSI
MpU aTpaBMaTUYHOM YIAJEHUU U Tlepecanku 3yoa, 00J1anaoT
OCTeOTeHHBIM ToTeHLanoM [8]. TeM He MeHee BCJIEACTBUE
MaJIOi MOMYJISIPHOCTU METOAMKHU U OTCYTCTBUSI MH(MOPMUPO-
BaHHOCTHU nauueHToB mnpoienypa ATT yacto pacueHuBaeTcs
KaK «3KCTMepPUMEHT» U BTOPOCTETNEHHbII MO0 3HAYMMOCTU Bapu-
aHT BOCCTAHOBJICHUSI 3y0a, He MOJUIeXKalllero TeparneBTUYecko-
My 1 opTonennyeckomy jJeyeHuto. OnHako ATT cienyet cum-
TaTh BApUAHTOM BbIOOpA /ISl MALMEHTOB, MOAIEPXKUBAIOIINX
ayTOJIOTMYHBIEC TPUHIMIIBI JICUEHMSI.

JlaHHBI MPOTOKOJI TPeOYEeT 10pabOTKU U HE SIBJISIETCS KIIU-
HUYECKU OJJHO3HAYHO MPaBUJIbHBIM, aBTOPBI TPOAOJIKAIOT Ha-
OJItofIcHNUE 32 TEKYIIIMMU KIMHUYECKUMU CIydasiMM U BEAyT pa-
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00Ty HaJl ONTUMU3ALIMEH 1 YCOBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUEM ITAIIOB Illa-
HUPOBaHUS U XUpypruyeckum npotokojom ATT.

3akAoueHue

B npencTtaBiieHHbIX KIMHUYECKUX CAydasiX TOCTUTHYT
YCIEIIHbIN pe3yabTaT, YTO MOATBEPKAACTCS TEKYIIUMU PEHT-
TeHOJOTUYECKUMU U KIMHUYECKUMU JaHHBIMU TIPU CPOKE Ha-
omoaeHust 6osee 1 rona. Takum o6pa3oM, ayToTpaHCIJIaHTa-
LIS MOXET paccMaTpUBaThCs PaBHOLIEHHON ajlbTepHATUBOM
YCTaHOBKE JICHTAJIbHOTO MMILJIaHTaTa.
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