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annKaNbHOro NepuogoHTUTa C NPUMEHEeHNeMm
doTognHammnuyeckon Tepanun
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Pe3slome:

Llenb. OueHNTb aHTUMUKPOBHY0 3P HEKTUBHOCTL MOBTOPHOTO 9HAOAOHTUYECKOTO NIEYEHMSI NALMEHTOB CAECTPYKTUBHbLIMU
dhopmMamMm XpOHUYECKOro MEPUOAOHTUTA NMPU UCMNONb30BaHUN KOMOMHMPOBAHHOIO NoAxo4a K Oe3UHMEKLMM CUCTEMDI
KOpPHEBbIX KaHanoB U NpenapaTa Ha OCHOBE rManypoHOBOW KUCMOThI.

Mamepuanbl u memodsbi. pynna Ne1 — nOBTOpPHOE SHAOLOHTUYECKOE revYeHne C Ae3nHdeKUuMen KOPHEBbIX
kaHanoB npenapatoM «lmnoxnopaH-3»; rpynna Ne2 — To xe, HO Ana Ae3nHdEeKLMM KOPHEBLIX KaHamnoB NPUMEHANN
BHadane «lunoxnopaH-3», a 3aTeM (OTOAUMHAMUYECKYID Tepanuio C UCMNoNb3oBaHMeM 662 HM OuoaHoro nasepa
n dotoceHcubunusatopa «ANOPUT®»; rpynna Ne3 — B gononHeHue k NpoBeAeHHbIM B rpynne Ne2 maHunynauusam,
OBYKpaTHO BBOAUNM npenapat «Revident» B mpoekuun anukanbHOW YacTu MPUYUHHOTO 3y6a. AHTuGakTepmanbHyto
3(p(PeKTMBHOCTb OLEHMBanNM Mo pesynbTaTaM MUKPOOMONorMyeckmx mccrnegoBaHuii 6vonpob B3ATbIX 4O U 4vepes 2
Hefenu rnocrie NOBTOPHOIrO 3HAOAOHTUYECKOro nedenus. aoeHTndukaumsa KONOHUIN MUKPOOPraHn3MoOB NpoBoaMMnach
METOAOM MaccC-CneKTpoMeTpum.

Pesynbmamai. Y NaUMEHTOB C AeCTPYKTUBHbIMU (hOpMaMmU XPOHNYECKOTrO NEPUOAOHTUTA KaK [jO, TaK 1 MOCcne NpoBeAeHus
Oe3nHEeKLMM KOPHEBbLIX KaHanoB MepBOe paHroBoe MEecTO MO YacToTe BbiiBieHMs B Guonpobax npuHagnexano
Enterococcus faecalis, BTopoe — Candida albicans n Tpetbe — Veillonella parvula. Mpu 3Tom Ao 06paboTkn KOpHEBbLIX
KaHanoB noka3aHo npeobnagaHuve (6onee 80%) NonNMMMKPOOHBLIX accoumnauuin ¢ ux ydactueM. ocne obpaboTkm
KOPHEBbBIX KaHanoB KOMWYECTBO BbIAEMNEHHbIX U30MATOB MUKPOOPraHM3amoB B rpynnax 1-3 cTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO
cokpatunoce: Ha 60,0%, 74,3% n 76,0%. Ha aTtom ¢poHe fonsa cTpormx aHaspobos 1 Mukpoaapodunos B rpynnax 1-3
cHu3unaco: Ha 60,6%, 81,3% u 78,1%. Jonsa dakynbTaTUBHLIX aHAa3PO6OB TakXKe CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO CHMU3MMACh Ha
59,7%, 79,7% v 83,8%.

Bbigodbl. [ToBTOPHOE 3HAOAOHTMYECKOE NeYEHME NaLMEHTOB C AECTPYKTUBHBIMU (DOPMaMM XPOHUYECKOTO NEPUOAOHTUTA
C NPYMEHeHMEeM KOMOUHMPOBaHHON Ae3vH(EKLUN KOPHEBBLIX KaHaroB kak 6e3, Tak U B covYeTaHuu C npenapaTom
rManypoHOBOW KUCIMOTbl COMPOBOXOAETCA CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMbIM COKpalleHMeM BUAOBOro pasHoobpasus,
accouunauuin n cogepxxaHusi NepnoaoHTONaTOreHHOM MUKPOdIopbI.

KnioueBblie crioBa: NoBTOPHOE 3HAOAOHTMYECKOE JIeYEHUE, XPOHUYECKUI NEePUOAOHTUT, (hoToAMHAMMUYECKas Tepanus,
662 HM OMOAHbIN nasep, AnoduT, rmanypoHoBas KUCnoTa, NnepuoaoHTonaToreHHast MukpodJiopa.

CraTtba noctynuna: 09.01.2022; ucnpasnena: 18.02.2022; npuHaTa: 23.02.2022.

KoHdnukT nntepecoB: ABTopbl coobLyaioT 06 0TCYTCTBUMN KOHMKTa UHTEPECOB.

BnaropgapHocTu: ®uHaHcMpoBaHue U MHAMBUAYanNbHble GnarogapHOCTU ANS AeKNapupoBaHUs OTCYTCTBYHOT.
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Mukpoburonornyeckas oueHka 3dEKTUBHOCTU NEYEHU XPOHMYECKOTO annkanbHOro NepuoaoHTUTa ¢ NpUMEHeHNeM
dhoToanHammnyeckon Tepanuu. AugoaoHTUs today. 2022; 20(1):4-11. DOI: 10.36377/1726-7242-2022-20-1-4-11.
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Abstract:

Aim. To evaluate the antimicrobial efficacy of endodontic retreatment of patients with destructive forms of persistent
periodontitis using a combined approach to disinfection of the root canal system and a hyaluronic acid medication.
Materials and methods. Group Ne 1 — endodontic retreatment with root canal disinfection by Hypochloran-3; group Ne 2 —
the same, but for root canal disinfection, first "Hypochloran-3" was applied, and then photodynamic therapy using a 662 nm
diode laser and a photosensitizer "ELOFIT®"; group Ne 3 — in addition to the manipulations carried out in group Ne 2, of the
"Revident" medication was injected twice in the projection of the apical part of the causative tooth. Antibacterial efficacy
was assessed according to the results of microbiological studies of biological samples taken before and 2 weeks after
endodontic retreatment. The identification of microorganism colonies was carried out by mass spectrometry.

Results. In patients with destructive forms of persistent periodontitis, both before and after root canals disinfection,
Enterococcus faecalis ranked the first in terms of the frequency of detection in biological samples, Candida albicans the
second, and Veillonella parvula the third. At the same time, before the treatment of root canals, the predominance (more than
80%) of polymicrobial associations with their participation was shown. After root canal treatment, the number of obtained
microorganism isolates in groups 1-3 significantly decreased: by 60.0%, 74.3%, and 76.0%. Against this background,
the share of strict anaerobes and microaerophiles in groups 1-3 decreased: by 60.6%, 81.3%, and 78.1%. The share of
facultative anaerobes also significantly decreased by 59.7%, 79.7%, and 83.8%.

Conclusions. Endodontic retreatment of patients with destructive forms of chronic periodontitis using combined disinfection
of root canals both without and in combination with a hyaluronic acid medication is accompanied by a statistically significant
reduction in species diversity, associations, and content of periodontal pathogenic microbiota.

Keywords: endodontic retreatment, persistent periodontitis, photodynamic therapy, 662 nm diode laser, Elofit, hyaluronic

acid, periodontal pathogenic microbiota.
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AKTYANNIbHOCTb

Hannyne XpoHu4yeckoro MHMEKLUMOHHOro npouecca B
kopHeBbIx kaHanax (KK) sBnseTcst OCHOBHOWM NpUYMHON pe-
unanBa XpOHUYECKOro annkansHoro nepuogoHTuTa (XAIT)
nocrne NepBUYHOro 3HAOAOHTUYecKoro nevenus (A1) [1].

B nutepaTtype onucaHbl MHOrOYMCMEHHbIE CTpaTeruu
6opbbbl ¢ NOsiIBNEHVEM BTOPUYHOW 3HAOAOHTUYECKOWN WUH-
dekumm [2, 3]. OagHako Hanuyme y mmkpooprannamos (MO)
pa3HOOOpa3HbIX MexaHW3MOB pe3UCTeHTHOCTU [4] 3ava-
CTyt0 HMBenupyeTt 3aPEKTUBHOCTb TPAAULMOHHOIO neYye-
Hus, obycnaesnuBaeT nosineHve peuuamsoB XAl u ero
OCINOXHEHWI, YTO CBUAETENLCTBYET 06 akTyanbHOCTY pas-
paboTkn HOBbIX MOAXOAOB K Ae3uHdekummn cuctemsl KK [5].

OpfHMM 13 NepcnekTUBHbLIX NOAXOA0B peLleHns yKka3aH-
Hol npobnembl sBnsieTcs GOTOAMHAMMYeckas Tepanus
(POT). AT akTnBHO Mcnonb3yeTcsa Ansa ae3nHdekuymn KK,
Tak Kak MeToj nokasan cBok 3((PEKTUBHOCTb B YHUYTO-
xeHun MO ycTonumBbIX K TpaauUMOHHBLIM cnocobam o06-
paboTtkn KK [6]. MowHbIn 6akTepuumaHbii adpdpekt OOT
onocpefoBaH o6pa3oBaHMEM akTUBHbIX HOPM KMcnopoaa,
noA BrMSHWEM Na3epHOro nanyyvyeHuns Ha oToceHcMounnm-
3aTop [7-9]. Pagom aBTOpOB NokasaHo, 4TO UCNOfb30BaHMe
®OT Takxke cnocobcTBYeT pocTy 3hPEKTUBHOCTU Tpaau-
LMOHHBIX MeToAoB o6paboTtkm KK [10-12].

Mpwn BbIGOpe cnocoba o6paboTkm KK B paMkax TakTukKu
nosTopHoro JJ1 cnegyeT NOMHUTbL, YTO NPUMEHEHUE Hau-
bonee aghpeKTUBHBIX CNOCOOOB Ae3MHGEKLMM 3a4acTyto
conpsixeHo ¢ 6onee Bblpa)KeHHbIM MOBPEXAEHNEM TKaHEN,
4YTO B CBOIO O4epe/b TaKkXKe acCoLMNPOBAHO CO CHUXKEHNEM
acpekTuBHOCTM neveHms [13-15].

B cBA3u ¢ aTUM hakTOM, NEPCNEKTUBHBIM NMyTEM MOBbI-
weHnss apekTnBHOCTU noBTOpHOro JJ1 C BKIIOYEHUEM
®OT B npoTokon gesnHgekummn KK anseTcs ncnonb3osa-
HMEe HU3KOUHTEHCWMBHOMO AMOLHOMO nasepa c ANMHOM BOI-
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Hbl 662 HM [16]. MpenmyLLecTBOM NCNOMb30oBaHUsA 662 HM
(kpacHbIV cBET) Nnasepa ABMSeTCa BbICOKas NPOHMKatoLwas
CcnocobHOCTb ANMMHHOBOMHOBOIO U3ny4veHus [17].

LLinpoko obcyxpatoTcs Takxke BO3MOXHOCTN pereHepa-
TMBHOrO MnoAxoAa K CTUMYNSAUMU 3aXUBMEHWUS nepuanu-
KanbHbIX TKaHeW 3a cYeT MPUMEHEeHNs npenapaToBs rmany-
poHoBsown kucnotbl MK [18].

MATEPUATNDbI U METO[ObI

lMpoBeneHHOe uvccnefoBaHWE XapakTepuadyeTcs Kak
NPOCNEKTUBHOE, OTKPbLITOE, HEPaHAOMU3MPOBAHHOE, CPpaB-
HUTENbHO-ANArHOCTUYECKOE WCCMEeAOBaHUE pearnbHon
KNMMHMYECKoM npakTuku. [NpoTokon wnccnegoBaHus ofo-
OpeH Ha 3acefaHNy HE3aBUCUMMOro 3TMYECKOro kKommuTeTa
Ha 6ase ®I'bY BO Ky6IrMY MuHsgpaBa Poccuu: npotokon
Ne 80 ot 27.09.2019 r. B kayecTBe 0bbekTa uccrnegoBaHus
B paboTte 3agencrtBoBaHbl naumeHTtbl (N = 90) ¢ gecTpyk-
TUBHbIMU chopMmamn XAI Hyxgatowmecs B noBTopHoM 1.

XapakTepucTuka rpynn nauymeHToB (n = 90):

rpynna Ne1 (n = 30, cpaBHeHus) — noBTopHOE 3J1 ¢ ge-
s3uHdekumen KK npenapatom «funoxnopax-3» (OO0 «HK®
Owmera-[leHT», Poccus);

rpynna Ne2 (n = 30, onbiTHas 1) — To Xe, HO AN Ae3VH-
dekunn KK npumeHanu BHavane «fvnoxmnopaH-3», 3atem
OOT ¢ mMcnonb3oBaHMEM HU3KO-UHTEHCUBHOIO ANOAHOrO
nasepa ¢ gfMHoN BOMHbI 662 HM 1 dhoToceHcMbunuaaTopa
«AJNIOPUT®» (HIMK «BNO-OOKTOP», Poccus);

rpynna Ne3 (n = 30, onbITHas 2) — B 4ONONHEHME K NpOBe-
OeHHbIM B rpynne Ne2 maHunynauusam, ABykpaTHO (B nep-
BOE MnoceLlleHne 1 Yepes 2 HeJenum B xoae BTOPOro B13unTa)
BBOAMIM B 06nacTb nepexoaHon Cknaakv n anbBeonapHoO-
ro OTPoCTKa B MPOEKLUN anukanbHOW YacTu MPUYUHHOIO
3y6a 0,05 mn npenapata «Revident» (OO0 «H.Cennay,
Poccus).
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Kputepun BknroyeHus:

1) MY>XUYMHbI U XXeHLMHbI B Bo3pacTe oT 39 go 60 net

2) KINWHWYECKU M PEHTTEHONOrMYeCcKkn BepnULMPOBaHHbIV
ONAarHo3 «XpPOHMYECKUIA anukanbHbIi nepuogoHTUT» (K
04.5, cormacHo MKB-10), koTopbIi BkItoyaeT B cebsi
rPaHynMpyLWmMn 1 rpaHyrneMaTo3Hbli XPOHUYECKUN
nepunoaoHTUT, BHe obocTpeHus [19];

3) pecTtpykTmBHble dopmbl XAl nogBepraBlunecs paHee
an;

4) pobpoBonbHOe MHPOPMMPOBAHHOE corflacue Ha ydva-
CTVE B UCCIe[0BaHNN.

Kputepumn ncknrovyeHus:

1) comaTuveckvne 3aboneBaHuWs B cTagum 06OCTpeHus,
OHKOMAaTonorus, ayTouMMyHHble 3aboneBaHus, 3abo-
neBaHuns LNTOBUAHON Xenesbl U caxapHbi Anaber;

2) XpOHMYecKne MHEKLMOHHbIE 3aboneBaHus (BUPYCHbIE
renatutbl, BUY-nHdekuns, tybepkynes);

3) Henpoxogumble KK, nepenom u TpewuHbl KOpHS, Npo-
rpeccupylowias HapyXHass 1 BHYTPeHHAS pes3opbuus
KOpHS, 3yObl paHee neyeHble XMPYPruyecknm nyTem
(pesekuunsa BepxyLIKy KOpHS 3yba);

4) ©6epeMeHHOCTb 1 NnakTauus;

5) Hapko3aBUCMMOCTb n/mnn
arnkoronew;

6) vHaouBMAyanbHasi HenepeHoOCMMOCTb NEeKapCTBEHHbIX
npenapaToB NCMNOMNb3yeEMbIX B XoA€e paboThbl.
Mcnonb3yemble B npoBefeHHoN paboTe anroputmbl

TaKTUKWN BEOEHWSI U KOMINIIEKCHOW Tepanuu SeCTPYKTUBHbIX

dopm XAl npu noBTopHOM OJ1 NOCTPOEHbI C Y4ETOM K-

HUYEeCKMX pekomMeHaaumnmn npyu gnarHose 6onesHm nepnanu-

kanbHbIX TkaHen CTAP [20].

Mppurauuio KK ocywectensanu Ha atanax 3J1 wnpuuem
C 9HOOJOHTMYecKoW urnon. Mcnonb3oBanu M3onaumno cu-
ctemol kodhdpepaam Hygenic® (Coltene/Whaledent, Lseir-
Lapwsi), Nocrie KaXxaoro MHCTpyMeHTa KaHanbl NpoMbIBanu
3% pacTBopom runoxsnopuTta HaTpus. lNMocne 3aBepLueHust
uppuraumm B rpynne 2 n 3 KK npombiBanu guctunnmpo-
BaHHOW BOAJOW, 3aTeM BbICyLIMBaNM GyMaxHbiMU WTUG-
Tamn (Meta Biomed, lOxHasa Kopesl), ¢ noMmoLLbio KaHonu
BHocunu B KK npenapat «3JIOOUNT®» (XnopuH E6 gu(N-
meTunriokomuHat — 0,5%; ruanypoHoBas kucnota — 1% u
MeaHbI komnnekc xnopodgunnuHa — 0,1%), no ucteyeHmmn
5 MUHYT 3KCno3uuuM BBOAMNM CBETOBOJ NAa3epHOro anna-
paTta 662 HM «Kpuctann» (HIL «TexHuka-Mpo», Poccus)
n nposoaunu ®AT B UMNYNbCHOM pexume, Npu MOLLHOCTH
0,3-0,4 BT, B TeueHne 40-60 cekyHA.

Mocne 3aBepluerus nppuraunm B rpynne 1 v ®AT B rpyn-
nax 2 n 3 TwatensHo npombiBanu KK guctunnuposaHHOM
BOAON, BbICyLUMBaNu ByMaXHbIMU LUTUPTAMN KOHYCHOCTLIO
0,4 vnn 0,6 (Meta Biomed, KOxHasa Kopes), nnombuposanu
rmgpokcnaom kanbumsa (OO0 «LV-RUDENT», Poccus) u
yCTaHaBnvMBanu BpeMeHHyl nnomby. Pukcaunio BpemeH-
HOW KOPOHKM MPOBOAMNU Ha ueMeHT «Temp Bond» (Kerr,
Wtanus). Yepes 2 Hegenu HasHavanu nauneHTy NoBTOpHOE
nocewexve. B rpynne 3 npenapat gBykpaTHO (B nepBoe no-
celleHne 1 4yepes 2 Heenu B XoA4e BTOPOro Bu3uTa) B 06-
nacTv NepexoaHon CKMafku 1 anbBEeONApHOro OTpocTka B
30HEe MPOEeKUMM anukanbHOM YacTu npuynHHoro 3yba BBO-
avnwn 0,05 mn npenapata «Revident». Npenapat «Revident»
npeactaBnsgeT cobown Guoperpagvpyembiii YNpyroBA3KWN
WHBEKLMOHHBIN ranypoHoBbIv rugporens (1,0%), nonyyae-
MbI NyTeM NOCTaAUNHOIO B3aUMOAENCTBUS rManypoHOBOW
kncnotbl (MK) HEXMBOTHOrO MPOMCXOXAEHWUS C KOMMIIEKC-
HbIM coeaunHeHnem AGEG 1/6 (0,015%).

[Mpn noBTOpHOM BM3WTE Yepe3 2 Hedenu MPOBOAUNU
yAaneHne BpeMeHHoN nnombbl 1 rugpokcuaa Kanbums m3
KK, npombiBanu nx 3% pacTBOpOM runoxmopuTta HaTpus
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(B rpynnax 2 u 3 gononHutenbHo nposoaunu OOT) BbI-
cywmBanu 6ymaxHbiMu WtndTammn, o6TypnpoBanu cune-
poOM U ryTTanep4yen, yctaHaBnmBanu BPEMEHHYH KOPOHKY.
Mnom6uposaHne KK npoBoamnm MeToaom XonoaHoOM narte-
panbHomn KoHAeHcauuu ryttanepyn (Meta Biomed, FOxHas
Kopesi) ¢ cunnepom «AH Plus» (Dentsply Sirona, CLUA).
Manuwek ryttanepun B ycTbsix KK ygananu ¢ nomolubto
annapaTta ans obpesku ryttanepuyn C-Blade Coxo (Kareto,
Kutawn). BbinonHanu ycTtaHOBKY BpPEMEHHOW NnoMObl 13
maTepuana «[eHTuH-nacta» (BnagMuBa, Poccus). ®uk-
cauuio BpEMEHHOW KOPOHKM MPOBOAUNN Ha LeMeHT «Temp
Bond» (Kerr, UTanus).

AHTMOaKTEepmanbHyt 3ddEKTUBHOCTL MPUMEHSEMOrO
noaxona onpeaensany Ha OCHOBE MONYYEHHbIX pe3yrnbTa-
TOB KynbTyparnbHbIX MUKPOOBUONOTMYECKUX UCCrEeAOBaHNA
61onpob B3sTLIX 40 1 Yepe3 2 Hefenu nocrne NoBTOPHOro
OJ1. MpoBoannu noceBbl U3 NPOBUPOK C TPAHCMOPTHON cpe-
[oW, coaepxawmux obpasLbl NONTyYeHHbIE C MOMOLLbIO CTe-
pUnbHbIX ByMaxHbIX WTUGTOB U3 3agencTeoBaHHbIX KK, Ha
cnepywowme nutatensHble cpeabl (Merck, fepmanus): 5%
KpPOBSIHOW arap, arap C rpeTou KpoBblO (LLOKONagHbINn), arap
OHJo, XenTo4yHo-coneson arap, arap Cabypo, cepaeyHo-
Mo3roBol OynboH. Yalwku ¢ noceBamu MHKyGupoBanu B
TepmocTate npu 370C B TedeHune 18-24 yacos, nocrie 4yero
npocmaTpvBanu ux u onst naeHTudukaumm otbupanu sce
BbIPOCLUME KONTOHUMW.

MpoeHTudukauusa konoHnn MO nposogunacbs MeToaom
BPEMSAMNPONETHON Macc-CNeKTPOMETPUM C MOMOLLBIO CU-
ctembl MALDI Biotyper 3 BRUKER (BRUKER, CLLUA) [21].
Pesynbrat ngeHtudpukaumm MO oueHuBanu cneayroLlmnm
obpasom: 2,0-2,6 — goctoBepHbIV pesynbrar; 1,7-2,0 — pe-
3ynbTaT TpebyeT noaTBepxaeHns; meHee 1,7 — pesynerat
He npumeHum. B paboTe ncnonb3oBanu ToNbko AOCTOBEP-
Hble pe3ynbTaThl OT 2,0 oo 2,6 6annos.

CTtaTuctmnyeckyro obpaboTky pesynbTtaToB uccneno-
BaHWSA NMPOBOAUIM C MOMOLLbIO NMPOrpaMMHoOro obecneve-
Hnsa «MS Excel 2010» (Microsoft, CLUA) n «Statistica 13»
(StatSoft Inc, CLUA). OnucaHue gaHHbIX BbIMOMAHANN C MNO-
MOLLbIO MeanaHbl (Me) 1 MHTepKBapTUIBHOrO UHTEpBana
(Q1-Q3). MopsigkoBble M GUHAPHbIE AaHHble onucbIBanu ¢
yKaszaHnem abCONOTHbIX 3HAYEHUI U MPOLIEHTHBLIX AONEN.
Mpwn cpaBHeHUN Tpex n 6onee 3aBUCUMbIX FPYNN NPUMEHSI-
nm kputepuin Ppugmana, a B criyyae He3aBUCUMbIX TPYMN —
kputepun Kpackenna-Yonnuca. ns oueHkn ctatuctuye-
CKM 3HAYMMbIX PasnuyuMii Mo Ka4eCTBEHHOMY MPU3HaKy B
Xo[e aHanv3a Tabnuu Conps>XXeHHOCTH NCNONb30Banu Kpu-
Tepun cornacus NupcoHa, npn HeobxoANMMOCTN BBOAWUMN
nonpaeky Ha npasgonofobue. B cnyyae manoro pa3mepa
BbIGOPKM NSt MONAPHOro CpaBHEHUA rPynmn Mo KayeCTBEH-
HOMY MPU3HaKy UCMONb30Banmn TOYHbIN KpuTepuin Puwiepa.
B kayecTBe KpUTMYECKOro ypOBHS 3HAYMMOCTU UCMOMb30-
Banu p < 0,05.

PE3YNbTATbI

Mpu npoBeaeHUN KynbTypanbHOro nccrenoBaHus 6mo-
npo6 n3 cuctembl KKy nauneHToB ¢ AeCTPYKTUBHbIMU hop-
mamu XAl oo ux gesnHdekumnn, B xoge nostopHoro 3J1 13
97 obpasuoB BblaeneHo 12 ocHoBHbIX B1UAoB MO, oTHOCS-
LWmMxXcsa K hakynbTaTMBHLIM aHaspobam, CTPOrum aHasapo-
6am 1 Mukpoaspodunam (yumTbiBany M30nsThbl BblAeNeH-
Hble He MeHee YeM 13 3-x 6uonpob). Npu aHanm3e cCooTHO-
weHus rpynn BblgeneHHbix MO B 6uonpobax ua rpynn 1-3
[0 noBTopHOro OJ1 nokasaHo, YTO AONSA CTPOrmx aHa’3po-
60B 1 MUKPOa3apoumnoB vs akynsTaTUBHLIM aHaapobam
Bbllwe Ha 50,75%, 53,62% wn 52,94% (x2 = 23,6, p = 0,001;
X2 =27,8, p=0,001; x2 = 26,5, p = 0,001).

Cpean cTpormx aHaspoboB WM MUKPOasapoduros: B
rpynne 1 (33 npo6bl — 100%) nepBoe paHroBoe mMecTo 3a-
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HumaeT Veillonella parvula — 39,4%, BTopoe paHroBoe me-
cto Porphyromonas gingivalis — 21,2%, TpeTbe paHrosoe
mecTo Propionibacterium acnes — 15,2%, Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans - 15,2% wn  Lactobacillus
acidophilus — 9,1%. B rpynne 2 (32 npo6bl — 100%) nepsoe
paHroBoe MecTto 3aHumaet Veillonella parvula — 34,4%,
BTOpOE paHroBoe MecTo Aaenat Porphyromonas gingivalis —
18,8%, Propionibacterium acnes — 18,8%, Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans — 18,8% v TpeTbe paHroBoe MecTo
npuHagnexuT Lactobacillus acidophilus — 9,4%. B rpynne
3 (32 npobbl — 100%) nepBoe paHroBoe MeCTO 3aHMMaeT
Veillonella parvula — 40,6%, BTOpoe genat Porphyromonas
gingivalis — 21,9% w Propionibacterium acnes — 15,6% n
TpeTbe paHroBoe MeCTO npuHagnexut Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans - 12,5% wn  Lactobacillus
acidophilus — 9,4% (tab. 1).

Takum obpas3om, cpeau CTporux aHaspoboB M MUKPO-
asponoB NEpPBOE paHroBOE MECTO BO BCEX Cryyas npu-
Hagnexano Veillonella parvula, BTopoe — Porphyromonas
gingivalis, a TpeTbe, Kak NpaBuo, Aenunun ocTarnbHbIe Bbl-
peneHHble MO: Propionibacterium acnes, Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans, Lactobacillus acidophilus.

CpeandakynbsraTtMBHbixaHaapobos:Brpynne 1 (67 npob—
100%) nepBoe paHroBoe MecTo 3aHumaeT Enterococcus
faecalis — 31,3%, BTopoe Candida albicans — 23,9% n
TpeTbe paHroBoe mMecTo fendat Actinomyces naeslundii —
10,4%, Streptococcus mitis — 10,4%, Lactobacillus casei —
9,0%, Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus — 7,5% v Streptococcus
sanguinis —7,5%. B rpynne 2 (69 npo6 — 100%) nepsoe paH-
roBoe MecTto npuHaanexut Enterococcus faecalis — 27,5%,
BTopoe Candida albicans — 20,3% wn TpeTbe paHroBoe me-
cto genat Streptococcus sanguinis — 13,0%, Streptococcus
mitis — 11,6%, Lactobacillus casei — 10,1%, Actinomyces
naeslundii — 8,7% w Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus — 8,7%.
B rpynne 3 (68 npo6 — 100%) nepBoe paHroBoe mMecTo
npuHagnexuTt Enterococcus faecalis — 29,4%, BTOpoe
Candida albicans — 22,1% wn TpeTbe paHroBoe MecTO fe-
nat Actinomyces naeslundii — 11,8%, Streptococcus mitis —
11,8%, Streptococcus sanguinis — 10,3%, Lacticaseibacillus
rhamnosus — 7,4% v Lactobacillus casei — 7,4% (1a6. 1).

Taknm obpasom, cpean hakynbTaTUBHLIX aHaapoboB
nepBoe paHroBoe MEecTO BO BCEX Cryyvas npuHaanexano

v

Enterococcus faecalis, BTopoe — Candida albicans, a Tpe-
Tbe penunu Actinomyces naeslundii, Lacticaseibacillus
rhamnosus, Lactobacillus casei, Streptococcus sanguinis,
Streptococcus mitis.

Mpwv aHanm3e YeTbIpexnonbHbIX TabnuL CONPsiXKeHHOCTU
nokasaHo, 4to nocne obpaboTkn KK konnyecTBo BblaeneH-
HbIX n3onAToB MO cTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO COKPaTUIOCh:
B rpynne 1 Ha 60,0% (x2 = 53,13; p = 0,001), B rpynne 2
Ha 74,3% (x2 = 94,62; p = 0,001) n B rpynne 3 Ha 76,0%
(x2 =100,1; p = 0,001). Mpun aTOM AoNs cTpormx aHaapobos
1 MMKPOa3apoduIOB CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYNMO CHU3MMAach: B
rpynne 1 Ha 60,6% (x2 = 17,985; p = 0,001), B rpynne 2 Ha
81,3% (x2 = 39,062; p = 0,001) u B rpynne 3 Ha 78,1% (x2 =
34,715; p = 0,001). B wacTtHocTu, gona Veillonella parvula
cHusunace: B rpynne 1 Ha 23,1% (x2 = 0,78; p = 0,376), B
rpynne 2 Ha 54,5% (x2 = 4,612; p = 0,032) n B rpynne 3 Ha
61,5% (x2 = 7,366; p = 0,007).

[onga dakynbTaTnBHBIX aHa3apoboB Takxe cTaTtucTuye-
CKM 3Ha4YMMo cHuaunach: B rpynne 1 Ha 59,7% (x2 = 35,153;
p = 0,001), B rpynne 2 Ha 79,7% (x2 = 79,470; p = 0,001) n
B rpynne 3 Ha 83,8% (x2 = 91,502; p = 0,001). B yactHo-
ctn, gonsa Enterococcus faecalis cHusunacek: B rpynne 1 Ha
23,8% (x2 = 1,355; p = 0,245), B rpynne 2 Ha 63,2% (x2 =
11,508; p = 0,001) n B rpynne 3 Ha 70,0% (x2 = 15,906; p =
0,001). Oons Candida albicans Take cHU3unaco: B rpynne
1 Ha 31,3% (x2 = 1,863; p = 0,173), B rpynne 2 Ha 57,1%
(x2 =6,583; p=0,011) n B rpynne 3 Ha 66,7% (x2 = 10,465;
p = 0,002).

Bes yyeTta rpynnosow npuHagnexHoctn MO, y nauneH-
TOB rpynn 1-3 Kak 4o, Tak n nocne nposeaeHns ge3nHpek-
uun cuctembl KK Bo Bcex crnyvasi nepBoe paHroBoe me-
CTO MO YacToTe BbisiBNeHus B Guonpobax npuHagnexano
Enterococcus faecalis, BTopoe — Candida albicans v Tpe-
Tbe — Veillonella parvula (Tabnuua 1).

B 6uonpobax nonyyeHHbix o obpabotku KK npuxogm-
nocb OT ogHoro Ao yetbipex BuaoB MO Ha obpasel, cpea-
Hee 3HayeHue B pacyeTe Ha Npoby cocTaBuno: B rpynne
1 - 3,03; rpynne 2 — 3,16 v B rpynne 3 — 3,13 (Kputepun
Kpackenna-Yonnuca, p = 0,0003). Nocne obpabotkn KK
cpegHee konuyectso Bugos MO B pacyeTe Ha npoby co-
ctaBuno: B rpynne 1 — 1,21; B rpynne 2 — 0,81 n B rpynne
3 - 0,75 (Kputepun Kpackenna-Yonnuca, p = 0,0106).

Ta6bnuya 1. AuHamuka BUGOBOro cocTaBa MUKpoghnopbl 6uonpob KopHeBbIX
kaHamnoB B3fTbIX 4O U NOCJie NPOBeAEHUA UX Je3NH(EKLNMU.

Table 1. The dynamics of species composition root canal biosamples microbiome taken before and after their disinfection.

Mpynna 1 Mpynna 2 Mpynna 3
KonuyectBo 6Monpo6 =33 =32 =32
Bup / 6uonpoba oo nocne % no nocne % 0o nocne %
Bcero usonsartos 100 40 60,0 101 26 74,3 100 24 76,0
CTporuve aHa3po6bl U MUKpoa3apodunbl 33 13 60,6 32 6 81,3 32 7 78,1
Veillonella parvula 13 10 23,1 11 5 54,5 13 5 61,5
Propionibacterium acnes 5 0 0 6 0 0 5 0 0
Porphyromonas gingivalis 7 1 85,7 6 0 0 7 1 85,7
Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans 5 2 60,0 6 1 83,3 4 1 75
Lactobacillus acidophilus 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0
®PakynbTaTUBHbIE aHa3pPOObI 67 27 59,7 69 14 79,7 68 11 83,8
Enterococcus faecalis 21 16 23,8 19 7 63,2 20 6 70,0
Actinomyces naeslundii 7 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 0
Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus 5 0 0 6 0 0 D) 0 0
Lactobacillus casei 6 0 0 7 0 0 5 0 0
Streptococcus sanguinis 5 0 0 9 1 88,9 7 0 0
Streptococcus mitis 7 0 0 8 0 0 8 0 0
Candida albicans 16 11 31,3 14 6 57,1 15 5) 66,7
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Takum obpasom, npoBeaeHne obpaboTkm KK conposo-
XOaeTcs BbIpaXXeHHbIM CHMKeHMeM KonmyecTBa Bugos MO
B pacueTe Ha 6uonpoby: no rpynne 1 Ha 60,1%; no rpynne 2
Ha 74,37% v no rpynne 3 Ha 76,04% (Kputepun ®pugmana,
p < 0,05) (tabnuua 2).

Mpn n3yyeHnn MmMKpoOHBLIX accoumaumii B Guonpobax
nony4yeHHbix Ao obpabotkun KK nokasaHo 3HauuTenbHoe
npeobnagaHue (bonee 80%) nonnMukpoOHbLIX accouma-
uun ¢ yyactuem Enterococcus faecalis, Candida albicans u
Veillonella parvula (tab. 1, 2).

Mocne o6paboTkm KK BbIsBNEHbI MEXIPYNNOBbIE pa3nu-
ymsa B yncne npob 6e3 BbiceBoB MO: rpynna 2 vs rpynna
1 6onbwe Ha 50,0% (x2 = 4,078; p = 0,044), rpynna 3 vs
rpynna 1 6onblie Ha 57,1% (x2 = 6,583; p = 0,011) u rpynna
3 vs rpynna 2 6onbwe Ha 14,3% (x2 = 0,308; p = 0,579).
Mpwn atom o obpabotkn KK npobel 6e3 BoicesoB MO non-
HOCTbIO oTCcyTCcTBOBanNu (1ab. 2).

Mpn cpaBHEHMM [ONU MOHOMWKPOOHBIX MPO6 B3SATbIX
nocrne obpaboTkn KK cTtatnctnyeckn aHa4dmmMbix pasnuymnin
Mexay rpynnamu npu nonapHom cpaBHEHUU HE BbISIBNEHO
(p>0,05). OgHako B Xxo[e «BepPTUKANbHOro» aHanu3a BHY-
Tpu rpynn 8o u nocrne o6pa6oTkn KK BbissBNeHa cTatucTu-
YecKn 3HauMmas TeHAEHUMS K pOoCTy UX AOMMW: No rpynne
1 Ha 250% (x2 = 11,768; p = 0,001), no rpynne 2 Ha 367%
(x2 = 15,446; p = 0,001), no rpynne 3 Ha 500% (x2 = 15,850;
p =0,001) (Tab. 2).

Mpn conocTaBneHun Aonv NONMMUKPOGHbIX Npob B3si-
Tbix nocne obpaboTkn KK nokasaHo, 4yto rpynna 1 vs rpynna
2unrpynna 1 vsrpynna 3 6onblue Ha 116,7% (x2 = 5,281; p =
0,022), rpynna 2 vs rpynna 3 — cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMbIX
pa3nuuunin He BbisBreHo (x2 = 0,0; p = 1,0) (Tab. 2). B xone
«BEpTUKanbHOro» aHanuaa BHyTpu rpynn 4o 1 nocne obpa-
60Tk KK BbisiBneHa cTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMas TEHOEHLUUS
K cokpalyeHuto nx gonu: no rpynne 1 Ha 55,2% (x2 = 12,504;
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p =0,001), norpynne 2 Ha 79,31% (x2 = 32,9; p = 0,001) n no
rpynne 3 Ha 80% (x2 = 34,932; p = 0,001) (Tab. 2).

Ha ocHoBe nonyyeHHbIX AaHHbIX MOXHO caenaTb 3a-
KInoYeHne o ToM, YTO nocriefoBaTenbHas obpaboTka KK
3% pacTBopoMm runoxnoputa HaTtpusa 1 nposegeHve OOT
¢ poToceHcubunusaTopom «ANNOPUT®» 3HAUMTENBHO MNO-
BbllaeT apdeKkTMBHOCTE Ae3nHpekummn cuctemsl KK npum
noBTOpHOM JOJ1 NaUMEHTOB C AECTPYKTUBHbIMU (hopMamu
XATT.

OBCYXOEHUE

Y naumeHToB C AecTpyKTUBHbIMU hopmamu XATlT kak go,
Tak 1 nocre nposeaeHns gesnHgekunn KK nepsoe paHro-
BO€ MEeCTO MO YacToTe BbigBneHus B 6uonpobax npuHag-
nexano Enterococcus faecalis, BTopoe — Candida albicans
n TpeTtbe — Veillonella parvula. MNpwn atom go o6pabotkm KK
nokasaHo 3HauuTenbHoe npeobnagaHve (bonee 80%) no-
NMMUKPOBHBIX accoumaumin ¢ ux ydactnem. Nepevmcnen-
Hble MO aBnAKTCSA TUMUYHBIMU NPEACTaBUTENSMU MUKPO-
dnopel KK ¢ XATll, nx Hannyune accouummpyetcs ¢ Hebnaro-
NPUATHBIM UCXOAOM nepBuYHOro A1 [22, 23].

Mpn aHanuse nensaxa MO BblgeneHHbIX U3 6uonpob
rpynn 1-3 B3aTbIX 40 NoBTOpHOro AJ1 nokasaHo, 4YTo Aons
CTpOrMx aHaapoboB 1 MUKPOA3POMUIOB MO OTHOLLIEHMWIO K
dakynbTaTMBHBIM aHaapobam Bbiwe Ha 50,75%, 53,62% u
52,94%. Mony4yeHHoe pacnpepeneHne MO saBnseTcsa xa-
pakTepHbIM ANS NauMeHTOB ¢ 6eCCUMNTOMHBIM TEYEHUEM
XAl n B page crnyyaeB CBsI3aHO € AedeKTaMn NePBUYHOIO
O [24].

Mpu aHanu3e no rpynne cTporux aHaspoboB U MUKPO-
a3podUIOoB: NEPBOE PAaHIOBOE MECTO BO BCEX Clyyas npu-
Hagnexano Veillonella parvula; BTopoe — Porphyromonas
gingivalis; TpeTbe, Kak NpaBuno, Aenunu ocTarnbHble Bbl-
penexHble MO: Propionibacterium acnes, Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans, Lactobacillus acidophilus.

Tabnuya 2. Accounanyum MMKpOOPraHU3MoB U3 6uonpo6 KopHeBLIX kKaHanoB, B % K o0wemy yncny npob.
MpumeyaHue: Kputepun ®puamMaHa ucnonb3oBanu AN OLEHKW BHYTPUrPYNNOBbIX pa3nuynii NpU MHOXECTBEHHOM
CpaBHEHMW 3aBUCUMbIX Fpynn B guHamuke; Kputepuit Kpackenna-Yonnuca Ans oueHKM MeXrpynnoBbIX pa3nuymii
npu MHOXECTBEHHOM CpaBHeHMW He3aBUCUMBbIX Fpynn; npu p < 0,05 npuHMManack anbTepHaTMBHaA runoTesa
0 HanWyMM CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIX pa3nuymii; npu p > 0,05, HyneBas runotesa o6 UX OTCYTCTBUM.

Table 2. Microorganisms associations from root canal biosamples, in % of the samples total number. Notes: Friedman's

test applied to assess intragroup differences in multiple comparisons of dependent groups over time; Kruskal-Wallis test
for assessing intergroup differences in multiple comparisons of independent groups; at p < 0.05, an alternative hypothesis
about the presence of statistically significant differences was accepted; at p > 0.05, the null hypothesis of their absence.

Bupg / 6uonpob6a Mpynna 1 Mpynna 2 Mpynna 3 .
Konun4yectBo 6Monpo6 n =33 n =32 n =32 Kpurepum Mupcona
[0 Ae3MHGEKLMN CUCTeMbl KOPHEBBIX KaHaroB
Hert BbiceBOB 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% abs
MOHOMUKPOGHbIE 4 12,12% 3 9,37% 2 6,25% abs
MonMukpobHbie 29 87,88% 29 90,63% 30 93,75% abs
CpenHee KOnNu4ecTBo BUAOB 303 316 313
Ha 6uonpoby ’ ' ’ Kputepuin dpmnamaHa
Me (Q1-Q3) 3(3-4) 3(3-4) 3(3-3,5)
Kpmep;//u?l Kpackenna- %2 = 16,0: df = 2; p = 0,0003
onnuca
nocrne Ae3avHMEKLUM CUCTEMbI KOPHEBBIX KaHaNoB
HeT BbiceBOB 6 18,18% 12 37,50% 14 43,75% | x2 =5,991; p = 0,073
MOHOMUKPOGHbIE 14 42,42% 14 43,75% 12 37,50% |x2=0,287;p=0,867
MonMMnKpoGHble 13 39,40% 6 18,75% 6 18,75% |x2 =4,850; p = 0,089
CpeHee KoNMHeCTBO BUAOB | 4 51, -0 0001 0,81; p=0,0001 0,75; p=0,0001 )
Ha 6uonpoby Kputepuin dpuamaHa
Me (Q1-Q3) 1(1-2) 1(0,001-1) 1(0,001-1)
KpMTep;//lPl Kpackenna- %2 =91 df = 2: p = 0,0106
‘onnuca
mdodonmus | Ton 20, N© 1/2022
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Mo gaHHbIM nutepaTtypsbl Veillonella parvula npogyumpy-
eT BbICOKOMOJEKYsipHble nonucaxapuabl v ButamuH K, Ta-
Knm obpasom, ctumynupys poct Porphyromonas gingivalis
n pas3Butne GuonneHok [25]. MNMaTtoreHe3 nepuanmkanbHOM
naTonorum TecHo ceda3aH ¢ Porphyromonas gingivalis, naH-
Hbin MO nogaBnsieT MeCTHbIA UMMYHUTET POTOBOW MO0~
cTW, cTumynupyet GuonneHkoobpasoBaHWe U NOALEPXKMU-
BaeT TeYEeHMEe XPOHMYECKOW BOCManuUTENbHOW peakuuu
[26].

Mpn atom cpeau dakynbTaTUBHbLIX aHa’poboB: nep-
BOE paHroBoe MECTO BO BCEX Cryvasd npuHagnexano
Enterococcus faecalis; BTopoe — Candida albicans; Tpe-
Tbe — genunu Actinomyces naeslundii, Lacticaseibacillus
rhamnosus, Lactobacillus casei, Streptococcus sanguinis,
Streptococcus mitis.

Mo gaHHbIM NUTEepaTypbl, TPU BTOPUYHbBIX SHAOAOHTUYE-
CKMX UHpekumnax npeobnagatoT akynsTaTMBHble U 06nn-
raTHble aHaapoObl [5]. Mpu aTom Enterococcus faecalis siB-
nsieTca Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM MO npu BTOPUYHBIX
3HOO0J0HTMYECKUX MHekumax (33%) [27, 28]. Pag opyrux
nuccnegoBaHUn Takxe Mokasanu BbICOKYH [OMK BbisiBe-
Hus Enterococcus faecalis (0T 29% p[o 77%) B cnyvyae BTO-
PUYHbIX 3HAO4OHTUYECKNX MHdekuunn [1, 29].

CnepnyeT oTMeTUTb, UYTo Enterococcus faecalis, ocobeH-
HOo B coveTaHun c Candida albicans 4acTo BbIABNSAT B
cnyyae pes3ncTeHTHbIX nHdekuni KK [30], TpygHOCTU € nx
anUMUHaunen npenmyLlecTBeHHo obycroBneHsl obpaso-
BaHMeM B1MonneHok ycTonymebix kK uppuradtam [31]. Hanu-
yne accounaumn Enterococcus faecalis w Candida albicans
B COYETaHMM C aHaTOMUYECKMMU OCOBEHHOCTSIMU CUCTEMBI
KK n pedektammn 3J1 cBsiIZ3aHO C HU3KOW 3PHDEKTUBHOCTLIO
CTaHO4apTHbIX NOAXOA0B K MOBTOPHOMY opTorpagHomy OJl
[32, 33].

B xone nccnepoBaHusa nokasaHo, 4To nocne obpaboTku
KK konuyecTBO BblgeneHHbix nsonaros MO B rpynnax 1-3
CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HAYMMO cokpaTtunock: Ha 60,0%, 74,3% wn
76,0%. Ha atom coHe gons cTpormx aHaapoboB 1 MUKPO-
aspodumnos B rpynnax 1-3 cHusmnack: Ha 60,6%, 81,3% un
78,1%. [ons Veillonella parvula cHuaunace: B rpynne 1 Ha
23,1%, B rpynne 2 Ha 54,5% v B rpynne 3 Ha 61,5%.

[ona dakynsTaTnBHBIX aHaspoboB Takxe cTaTucTuye-
CKM 3HA4YMMO cHM3unacb Ha 59,7%, 79,7% v 83,8%. Ocobbli
WHTEepec nNpeacTaBnseT To, YTo Aonda Enterococcus faecalis
cHuamnacb Ha 23,8%, 63,2% wn 70,0%. Oons Candida
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albicans Takxe cHusunacb Ha 31,3%, 57,1% wn 66,7%.
CnoOXHOCTb YHUYTOXEHUS rpaMoTpuulatenbHbix 6akTepum
c nomoulblo OOT 3akntoyaeTcs B TOM, 4YToObl obecneynTb
NMPOHWKHOBEHNE OTOCEHCMBUnNmn3aTopa BHYTPb CTEHKM
GakTepnanbHOM KNeTKW, Npu 3TOM BHeELWHAS MembpaHa
rpaMmoTpuuaTenbHbiX 6akTepMin UrpaeT rmaBHYH porb B NX
YCTOMYMBOCTU K NPOTUBOMUKPOOHBLIM areHTam [34].

MpoBeneHne obpaboTkm KK conpoBoxaaeTcs Bblpa-
XKEHHbIM CHUXeHneM konuyecTtsa Bngos MO B pacueTe Ha
6uonpoby: no rpynne 1 Ha 60,1%; no rpynne 2 Ha 74,37%
n no rpynne 3 Ha 76,04%. MNMocne obpaboTkmn KK BhIsSBRE-
Hbl MEXTpynnoBble pa3nuyns B yncne npob 6e3 BbICEBOB
MO: rpynna 2 vs rpynna 1 6onblwe Ha 50,0%, rpynna 3 vs
rpynna 1 6onbwe Ha 57,1% v rpynna 3 vs rpynna 2 6onb-
we Ha 14,3%. MNMpun conocTaBneHmn 4onu NONMMUKPOBHBIX
npo6 B3ATbIX nocne obpaboTku KK nokasaHo, 4to rpynna 1
vs rpynna 2 v rpynna 1 vs rpynna 3 6onblwe Ha 116,7%, a
rpynna 2 vs rpynna 3 — cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HaYUMBbIX pasnu-
4ni He BbisiBneHo (p>0,05).

B xone «BepTuKanbHOro» aHanuMaa BHYTPUW rpynn o u
nocne o6paboTkm KK BbiIBNeHa cTaTucTU4eckn 3Haunmas
TeHAEeHUMS K cokpalleHuto nx gonu: no rpynne 1 Ha 55,2%,
no rpynne 2 Ha 79,31% v no rpynne 3 Ha 80%. OTmeyvaeTcs
TEHAEHLUNS K HEKOTOPOMY npeBanvMpoBaHmio 3 dEeKTUBHO-
ctn gesvHdekunm KK B rpynne 3, no OTHOLIEHMIO K rpynne
2, HecCMOTps Ha MCMonb30oBaHWe OAMHAaKOBOrO MPOTOKO-
na pesvHdekumn KK. [JaHHble M3MEHEeHUA MOryT yKasbl-
BaTb Ha Hanuyue He OO0 KOHLAa M3yYeHHbIX 0COBeHHOCTEeNn
BNuaHuA npenaparta K «Revident» Ha UMMYyHHbIN cTaTyc
nepuogoHTanbHon obnactn. Tem He meHee, Npu conocTas-
nexHumn ceoncts K no psay nutepaTypHbIX NCTOYHUKOB C
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