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Pe3iome

AKTyasnibHOCTb. [IpMEHEHNE CKEeJIETHOK Oropbl B OPTOLOHTUMN MPUBEJIO K UCIMOJIb30BAHUIO 3J1aCTUHECKOU TAIrv v
MUHU-UMIJIAHTATOB 415 POTPaKLMN BEPXHEN 4es10CTy B 1edeHuu Il kiacca, oaHako rnpuv rnjiaHnpoBaHumM yCTaHOBKU
MUHU-UMIIHTaTOB KJIMHULMUCTbLI HE MPUHUMAJIM BO BHUMAaHWE aHaTOMUYECKNEe CTPYKTYPbl OTAE/bHbIX 00/1aCTel, 4TO
npuUBOLANIIO K ASTPOrEHHOMY MOPaxeHUo 3HAOAOHTA Y NepUoLOHTA.

Llenbto naHHOro nccsienoBaHus SBJISETCS TPEXMEPHAasi OLeHKa B3auMOpPacriOiOXeHUsI KOPHE KJIbIKOB U pe3LoB
HVDKHE Yes1i0CTU MPU MJ1aHNPOBaHNM JIe4eHUsS aHoMasium okkro3um lll knacca ¢ ncrnosib3oBaHUeEM MUHU-UMIIAHTATOB.

Martepuanbl u meroabl. Hamu Obiiy 06Cne80BaHbI0 27 KOHYCHO-/TYHEBbIX KOMIbIOTEPHbLIX ToMorpamm (KJIKT)
y naumeHToB B Bo3pacte ot 20 go 36 ner. CHayana Ha KopoHapHbix cpe3dax KJIKT 6bin namepeH yros avBepreHuum
rpPoAO0/IbHbLIX OCEV KJIbIKOB UM 1aTepasibHbIX PE3L0B. 3aTem rno 6UCCEKTPUCE yriia OT aHATOMUYECKOW Lweliku 3yba Gbliv
M3MEPEHbI PACCTOSIHUST MEXAY KOPHSIMU B CAeayoLmnx Touykax: 3 MM, 5 Mm, 8 mmv 1 10 MM. AHasnorn4Hble n3mepeHus
OblIV IPOBEAEHBI MEXAY LIEHTPAsIbHLIMU PEe3LIaMu HUXHE YeIi0CTH.

Pe3ynbrartel. CpenHuii yroa AnBepPreHumy Mexay natepasibHbiM pe3LoM/kibikom crpasa coctasmn 13,80 + 2,82
rpagycoB, Mexay natepasibHbiM Pe3LoM/Kabikom cripaBa 14,68 = 2,68 rpaaycos n 10,76 * 2,47 rpaaycos. CpeaHee
paccTosiHne mexay aatepasibHbIM Pe3L0M/KJIbIkOM B 06LuemM cocTaBuio 2,45 = 0,4 MM Ha ypOBHE 5 MM, Ha ypoBHE 8 MM
AaHHoe paccTtosiHue coctasnaset 2,9 = 0,5 mm, a Ha yposHe 10 mm — 3,26 + 0,60 mm.

BbiBOA. YCTaHOBKA MUHW-UMIMIAHTATOB HA HUXHEV Y4eloCTy B 0671aCTU MeXAy KOPHSIMU laTepasbHbiX PEe3LoB U
KJIbIKOB [OJTIXXKHA MPOBOANTLCS anvkaabHee aHaTOMUYeCcKo Lweiky 3yba 6osiee 4emMm Ha 8 MM.

KnrouyeBblie crioBa: KOHYCHO-J/1y4eBasi KOMIbIOTEPHAas TOMOrpagus, MUHU-UMIIaHTarTsl, Il knacc aHomanmy npukyca.

Ana uymntupoBanms: MaxHukoBa B.A., AbpamsH A.A., LLybutuaze M.M., ConumaHoB LLL.M., KysHeuosa A.O.,
Bosnbbepr P.B. TpexmepHasi oLeHka B3anMopacriosioxXeHusi KopHer 3y60oB B rnepeaHemM OTAes1€ HUXHEN YesloCcT aJ1s
nAaHnpPoOBaHus J€4eHNs aHOMaany OKk3uu Il knacca ¢ Mcrnoib30BaHUEM MUHU-UMIIAHTATOB. SHAOAOHTUS today.
2019; 17(3):30-34. DOI: 10.36377/1683-2981-2019-17-3-30-34.

OCHOBHBbI€ IM0JIOXEeHUSI:

1. YcraHOBKa MUHU-UMIIAHTATOB Ha HUWXHEV 4YeJsIloCTu AJ1S JIeHeHUs natosorun okkmosuu Il knacca nosxHa
npoBoanTbCS B 0671aCTU MEXAY KOPHSIMU J1aTepasibHbIX PE3LI0B U KJIbIKOB Kak MOXHO arnuvkaibHee aHaTOMUYeCKom
Levikm 3yba.

2. Heobxoaumo npuMeHsiTe MHANBUAYAaIbHbIV MoAxo4 ¢ ncrosib3oBaHnem KJIKT v, o BO3MOXHOCTU, XUPYPIrn4eCKux
L1ab/IOHOB.

Three-dimensional assessment of the relative position
of the roots of the teeth in the anterior lower jaw

for treatment planning for class Ill occlusion anomalies
using mini-implants
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Abstract

Relevance. The use of skeletal support in orthodontics led to the use of elastic traction and mini-implants for upper
jaw traction in class lll treatment, however, when planning the placement, clinicians did not take into account the
anatomical structures of individual areas, that could lead to iatrogenic damage to the endodontium and periodontium.

The aim of this study is a three-dimensional assessment of the relative position of the roots of mandibular canines
and incisors when planning treatment for anomalies of class Ill occlusion using mini-implants.

Materials and methods. We examined 27 cone beam computed tomography (CBCT) scans in patients aged 20 to 36
years. First, the divergence angle of the longitudinal axes of the canines and lateral incisors was measured on coronary
sections of CBCT. Then, according to the bisector of the angle from the anatomical cervix of the tooth, the distances
between the roots were measured at the following points: 3 mm, 5 mm, 8 mm and 10 mm. Similar measurements were
performed between the central incisors.

Results. The average divergence angle between the lateral incisor / canine on the right was 13.8 + 2.82 degrees,
between the lateral incisor / canine on the right 14.68 = 2.68 degrees and 10.76 * 2.47 degrees. The average distance
between the lateral incisor / canine totaled 2.45 = 0.4 mm at a level of 5 mm, at a level of 8 mm this distance is 2.9 + 0.5
mm, and at a level of 10 mm - 3.26 = 0. 6 mm.

Conclusion. The mini-implant placement in mandibula in the area between the roots of lateral incisors and canines
should be carried out more apically from the anatomical cervix of the tooth more than 8 mm.

Key words: cone beam computed tomography, mini-implants, class Ill malocclusion.
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Highlights:

1. The mini-implant placement in the mandibula for the treatment of class Ill malocclusion should be carried out in the
area between the roots of lateral incisors and canines as apical as possible from the tooth anatomical cervix.

2. Itis necessary to apply an individual approach using CBCT and, if possible, surgical guides.

BBEOEHUE cawmecs kK kateropum lll, npossasnn nepcecTmpytoLLyio

YactoTta BCTpeYaeMOCTU COOTHOLLUEHUS YyentocTer no  60nb, YeTbipeM 3yb6am NpoBenn 3HO0A0HTUYECKOoE Jleye-
Ill knaccy konebnetca B npepenax 0,8-12% [1-3]. OaH-
Has aHOManus MMeeT OBe PasfINyHbIX 3TUONOrUn: reHe- 0
TUYECKY0 N akonornyeckyto [3]. YepenHo-nuueBble xa-
pakTepuctukm npu lll knacce MoryT 6bITb OTHECEHBI Kak
K HapyLIEHWNIO MOJIOXEHUS, TaK U K HapyLIeHWUIoO pasmMe-
POB CTPYKTYP YepenHo-NnLLEBOrO CKeneTa, BKJIIOYAOLLLNX
OCHOBaHMe 4yeperna, BEPXHIOW YEeNOCTb U/UN HUXHIO
yeniocTb [4-6]. Hanpumep, Ellis 1 McNamara [7] B ue-
danomeTpuyeckom aHanmse 302 B3pOCbIX NALUEHTOB C
COOTHoOLWeHneM yentocTei no Il knaccy obHapyXunu, 4to I
45,5% nmenn peTpysunto BEPXHEN YENOCTU.

MpuMeHeHWe ckeneTHOM OMnopbl B OPTOOOHTUWU MNpU-
BEJIO K MCMOJIb30BAHUIO 31aCTUYECKON TAMM U MUHU-UM-
NnaaHTaToOB AJ151 NPOTPaKLNUM BEPXHEN YENOCTU B NIeHeHUn
Il knacca [8]. MUHM-UMNNaHTaTbl CTanM caMbiM NOMynAsp-
HbIM CPEeACTBOM AJ15 BDEMEHHOI CKEIETHOM OMNOPbI, 1 OHWU | |
MoryT obecneuntb ee B NOOGOM HamnpaefeHUN, NO3TOMY LSRR R
npu Nx NO3NLLMOHMPOBAHUM 1 YCTAHOBKE CTOMATOONM He

NPUHUManNMU BO BHMMaHWE aHaToMuyeckue ¢akTopbl [9- Puc. 1. Knaccnopukauus PacnoJioXXeHns MUHU-
1], MMNJIaHTAaTOB OTHOCUTEJIbHO KOpPHei 3y60B No

Schulte-Geers u gp. [14]: 0 — 6e3 noBpexXaeHus;
| — TaHreHUunanbHbI KOHTAKT C KOPHEM,
noepexaeHue uemeHTa; Il - nopaxxeHue AeHTUHa
0e3 noepexaeHus nynbnol; Il — nopaxeHue
AEHTUHA C NOBpPEeXAeHUeM NyJbhbl

Yalue BCero MMHu-nMniaaHTaTbl yCTaHABAMBAIOT TPAHC-
TMHIMBaNbHO B MEX3yOHble NPOMEXYTKM, MO3TOMY PUCK
NOBPEXOEHUS KOPHel 3y60B MU OKpyXaloLmx CTPYKTYP
nocTtatoyHo Bbicok [12]. Roccia u gp. [13] coobuwunm o6
11% noBpexAeHHbIX KOpHel 3y60B Mpu YCTAaHOBKE MU-

HU-UMNNaHTaToB, a Schulte-Geers n ap. [14] coobwwnu o Fig. 1. Categorization of dental root damage
17,3% noBpexaeHHbIx 3yboB (285 n3 1663 obcnenoBaH- by Schulte-Geers et al. [14]: 0 — no lesion;
HbIX C/ly4aeB) N COCTaBUAM Knaccndukaumio pacnonoxe- I — tangential contact to the root, cementum
HUS MUHU-UMMNNAHTATOB OTHOCUTENIbHO KOpPHEN (puc. 1). damage; Il — dentin lesion without pulp
ObpauaeT Ha cebs BHMMaHMe TOT GakT, 4To 3yObl, OTHO- damage; Il — dentin lesion with pulp damage

Tom 17,03/19 | 3Hdodoxmus



52

B noMolb NpaKTUYECKOMY Bpauy

Puc. 2. PeHTreHorpamMmmbl 10 (cneea) v nocne (cnpaBa) 3KCTpakuuu MUHU-
MMnsaHTaTa, nokasbiBaloLwme noBpexaeHme KopHs [14]

Fig. 2. Radiographs before (left) and after (right) mini-implant extraction, showing root damage [14]

HVE N Pe3eKkLMI0 BEPXYLLKN KOPHS, a Tpu 3yba Obiin yaa-
JIeHbl U3-3a anukanbHOro UM NeEPUPaguKynspHoOro BOC-
naneHus (puc. 2).

Wilmes n gp. [15] npenonoxumnu ncnonb3oBartb HaBU-
rauVOHHbIM WabnoH AN yCTaHOBKM MUHU-UMIMIAHTATOB,
KOTOpPbI 0b6ecneynT 3apaHee 3arnjaHMpPOBaHHOE OMTuU-
MasibHOe MOJIOXEeHWEe, AJNIMHY U Yron HaKIoHa MUHU-UM-
nAaHTaToOB Ha OCHOBE KOHYCHO-/y4eBOW KOMMbOTEPHOMN
Tomorpadpum (KJIKT). Takxe psag opyrux nccnegoBaHuni
KaHanbHO-KOPHEBOW CUCTEMbI U, B YHAaCTHOCTU, Pacroso-
XeHus KopHer 3y6os ¢ nomoLbio KJIKT nokasan BbICOKYO
3P DEKTUBHOCTb 1 BHAYNMOCTb JAaHHOM MeToamku [16-18].

Llenbio faHHOro nccnenoBaHng 9BAgeTCa TpexMmepHas
oueHKa B3anMopPacnosiOXEHUS KOPHEN KbIKOB U Pe3L0B
HVKHEN YenioCTy O NiaHMpPoOBaHUS NIe4eHns aHoOManmm

Puc. 3. PaccTosiHue Mexay KOpHIMU, USMepeHHble
Ha UHTepBaJsiax OT aHaTOMU4YEeCKOW LeiKun
3y060B: 3eneHblii — 3 MM, XenTbiii — 5MM,
opaHXeBbli — 8 MM, cuHUii — 10 Mmm

Fig. 3. The distance between the roots,
measured at intervals from the anatomical
cervix of the teeth: green — 3 mm, yellow - 5
mm, orange — 8 mm, blue - 10 mm

okkJ1to3uum lll knacca ¢ MCNoNb30BaHUEM MUHN-UMIMNAHTA-
TOB.

MATEPUWAJIbl U METOAbl UCCJIEOOBAHUA

Hamun 6binn ob6cnepoBaHbl 27 KOHYCHO-NTYYEBbIX KOM-
NbOTEPHbLIX TOMOrpaMM y naumeHToB B Bo3pacTte oT 20 oo
36 net (17 xeHwwmH n 10 MyXxu4urH; cpegHuin Bo3pacT 28,2
4,2 net) paamepom 8 x 8 cM B nNporpamMmmMHOM obecrnevyeHmmn
OsiriX MD 10.0 (Pixmeo SARL, Bernex, LLsenuyapwus). MNnce-
MEHHOe cornacue Ob110 NOANMCaHO BCEMM NauneHTaMm 4o
nposeneHnss obcnenosaHus. PeHTreHonornyeckne o6b-
€Mbl OblSIM NOJTyYEHbI C UCMOJIb30BAHMEM KOMIMbLIOTEPHOIO
Tomorpadga eXxam® (KaVo, Biberach, lepmaHus) co ctaH-
[apTHbIMU HacTpoikamu (06nacTe ckaHMpoBaHus 23 * 17
cMm; pasmep Bokecens 0,3 mm; 110 kB; 1,6-20 c.).

MayneHTbl 6bINM HanpaBneHbl HA OPTOAOHTUYECKOE fe-
YyeHuve no nosoay aHomanuu npukyca lll knacca. Bece naum-
€HTbl UMENN 3HAOAOHTUYECKM HE NeYeHHble 6e3 nepuanu-
KaNbHbIX NATONOrNIM pesLbl N KIbIKM HA HUXXHEN YeniocTu.
PaHee OpTOOOHTMYECKOE U XMPYPruU4ecKoe Jie4eHue no
NnoBOAY aHOMasMM NPUKyca NauMeHTam He MPOBOANIOCH.

CHavana Ha KOpPOHapPHbIX CPe3ax KOHYCHO-Ty4eBbIX KOM-
NbIOTEPHBLIX TOMOrpamMm Obl1 U3MEPEH Yron ANBEPTEHLAN
NPOAOJIbHBIX OCEN KJIbIKOB U NaTepaibHbIX PE3L0B. 3aTEM
no GuccexkTpuce yria oT aHaTOMUYECKO werikm 3yda Obinin
M3MEPEHbI PACCTOSHUS MEXAY KOPHSAMM B CIEAYIOLLMX TOY-
kax: 3 MM, 5 MM, 8 MM 1 10 MM (purc. 3). AHANOrNYHbIE N3Me-
peHuns HbINN NPoBeAEeHbl MeXy LleHTpasibHbIMY pe3Lamm
HUXHeN YyentocTn. CtaTucTnieckmii aHanns 6bin NnpoBeneH
Ha ocHoBe kpuTepus CTbiogeHTa (t-test).

PE3YJIbTATbl UCCJNTEQOBAHU4A

CpefHue 3HayeHus yrna OMBepreHunumn KopHen Oblnun
6onblle Mexnay nartepasibHblM pe3uoM U KiblKOM CNeBa,
4yeM y naTepasibHOro pesua 1 Kiblka crpaBa 1 Mexay LeH-
TpanbHbIMK pe3uamu (Tabn. 1), ogHako AaHHas pasHuua
He saBnsnacb ctatucTudeckn sHadmmon (p = 0,6). Hau-
6onbllee U HaMMeHbllee 3HadyeHue yrna Obuin 3aperun-
CTPUpPOBaHbLI B 06/1aCTM natepasibHOro peaua/knbika cne-
Ba M LEHTpasibHbIX pe3L,0B COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Tabnmua 1. CpepHMe aHaTOMMUYEeCKUe faHHble yria AuBepreHumnmn oceii 3y60B, Nosily4eHHbie
B pe3yJsibTaTe aHanu3a 27 KOHYCHO-J1y4eBbIX KOMIMNbIOTEPHbIX TOMOrpamm (rpagychbi)

Table 1. Average anatomical data of the divergence angle of the teeth
axes, obtained after the analysis of 27 CBCT scans (degrees)

CpepHee 3HaYeHue CraHpapTtHoe oTK/IoHeHue | MuHumManbHoe 3HayeHue | MakcumanbHoe 3HaYeHue
JlatepanbHblii pe3eL/knbk crpasa 13,8 2,82 7,02 20,82
JlaTepanbHblii pe3eL/KNblk cnesa 14,68 2,68 8,53 31,73
LieHTpasnbHble pesLibl 10,76 2,47 5,49 17,52
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3 mm 5 mm Bmm 10 mm

N cnpasa peaus

e flaTEPANBHEI pE3EL HABIK CNESE

Puc. 4. PaccTtosaHusa (MM) mexay KOpHSIMU
flatepa’sibHbIX PE3L0B U KJ1IbIKOB HUXHEN
4eniCcTU, a TakXe Mexay KOpHaIMU
LeHTpaJsibHbIX PE3L,0B HAa Ppa3J/InyHbIX
YPOBHSIX OT aHaTOMU4YEeCKOW Wweiikn 3yba

Fig. 4. Distances (mm) between the roots
of the mandibular lateral incisors and
canines, as well as between the roots of
the mandibular central incisors at various
levels from the anatomical neck of the tooth

3aTtemM Hamu BbINIo U3MEPEHO PAaCCTOAHME MEX Y KOp-
HSIMM 3yOOB B BbILLEYNOMSIHY ThIX 061aCTAX HA PACCTOAHUN
3 MM, 5 MM, 8 MM 1 10 MM OT aHaTOMUYeCckux week. Kak
nokasaHo Ha puUcyHke 4, yem 6MXe PacCTOsIHME K anek-
caMm KopHel 3y6oB, Tem Oonblue cpefHee paccTosiHMe
MexXay KOpHsamu 3y6os. OfHaKko ANs AaHHOW 3aKOHOMEP-
HOCTW HaM He yaasiocb BbIIBUTb KO3 DULMEHT Npornop-
LMOHAJIbHOCTN.

CpepHee pacCcTosiHue MexXay KOPHSAMU KIbIKOB 1 naTe-
panbHbIX pe3uoB cnesa (2,8 Mm) 66110 60sbLLE YEM Cpea-
HEe pPacCTOosHME MeXAy aHanornyHbiMn 3ybamu crnpasa
(2,59), ogHako faHHas pa3HMLa He ABNsachb cTaTtucTuye-
ckun 3Hauymmoim (p = 0.9) (puc. 5). Takxe B LeNoM cpenHee
paccTosiHMe Mexay KOPHAMM pe3LoB OblI0 MeHbLLE, Kak
1 AmManasoH 3Ha4Y€HUI, HO 3HAYMMOM pPasHuLbl BbIABIIEHO
He ObIsio.

OBCY>XOEHME

YCTaHOBKA MWHU-UMMAHTATOB 4acTO WCNOMb3YOT-
CS1 AN MEXYENIOCTHON durKcaunm onst OpTOrHaTUYeCcKon
XUPYPrumM Unm KOHCepPBaTMBHOIO OPTOAOHTMYECKOro ne-
YyeHus. [TOMMMO 3TOr0 OHW MO3BONSAOT NPOBOAUTL TUIMN-
eHy nonoctu pta [19]. U3BECTHO, 4TO MUHU-UMMNIAHTATbI
cnenyeT yCcTaHaBAMBaTb B 00/1aCTb NPUKPENIEHHOM Aec-
Hbl UM MYKOTMHIMBANbHOE COEAUHEHME, B TO BPEMS KakK
ON11M30CTb MEXAyY KOPHSAMUN COCeHNX 3yOOB B 3TOM MeECTe
orpaHuyeHa.

OnTumanbHas nokanudaums oNns pasmMeLlleHns MUHU-
MMniaHTaTta B NnepeaHeM otaene HUXKHEN YenoCTn — Mex-
Oy 60KOBbIM Pe3LL0M U KJIbIKOM Ha YPOBHE 6 MM OT aHaTo-
MWYECKOM Lenkn 3yba. PekomeHayeTcs, YTOObl MUHU-BUH-
Tbl ObIIN OKPY>XEHbI KOCTHOM TKaHblo Mo 1 MM C Kaxzaol
CTOPOHbI AN COXPaHEHUS 300POBOro COCTOSHUS MEPUNO-
noHta [20]. MNoaTtomy, korga yunTbiBaeTcst AnameTp MUHU-
VMMIaHTaTa u MUHUMalbHbI 0ObEM KOCTHOM TKaHU, MeX-
KOPHEBOE PacCTOSAHWE AOJIKHO COCTaBNATbL 3 MM [20, 21].
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LieHTpanbHsie peaust

NatepansHsii pezey/
KABIK CNDasa

NarepansHeii pezey,/
KAbIK Cnesa

Puc. 5. Anarpammbl, NoKa3biBaloLWwmue
cpeagHee, MakCMMaJsibHO€ U MUHUMAJIbHOE
paccTtosiHne (MM) MeXxAay KOPHAMU
nartepasnbHbIX Pe3L,0B U KJ1bIKOB
HUXXKHEW 4eslloCTU, a Takxe Mmexay
KOPHSIMU LLeHTpaJibHbIX PEe3L0B

Fig. 5. Diagrams showing the average,
maximum and minimum distances
(mm) between the roots of the
mandibular lateral incisors and
canines, as well as between the roots
of the mandibular central incisors

Ona cpaBHeHUs, Hamu Oblna n3yyeHa rpynna LeH-
TpanbHbIX PE3LOB HUXHEN 4yeniocTn. B cpenHem, pac-
CTOSIHME MeXAy KOPHAMW AaHHOM rpynnbl 3y6oB cocTa-
Buno 1,8 mm. C y4eTom yrna KOHBEPreHUuMn n cpeaHero
paccTosaHua Ha yposHe 10 MM (puc. 4), 9TO eLe pas noa-
TBEpXAaeT TOT dakT, 4HTO yCTaHOBKA MUHU-UMMIAHTATOB
B LlAHHOW 06n1acTn He akTyanbHa [22].

HecmoTpa Ha TO 4TO pekoMeHAyemMoe paccTosHue
MeXAY KJbIKOM W naTepanbHbiM Pe3LoM COCTaBnseT 6
MM OT aHaTOMMYeckoW Lenkn 3yba, Halle mccrneposa-
HVe nokasaso, 4To obLLee cpefHee PacCToOsSHUE MeXay
naHHbiMK 3ybamu coctasnseT 2,45 + 0,40 MM Ha ypOBHe
5 mM. Ha ypoBHe 8 MM oaHHOM paccTosiHMe cocTaBnseT
2,9+ 0,5 MM, a Ha ypoBHe 10 MM — 3,26 + 0,60 mm. Takum
obpasom, 6esonacHas yCcTaHOBKa C y4eTOM yria AuMBep-
reHuun KOpHel HaunHaeTcs Ha paccTosiHum 6onee 8 Mm
OT aHaToMu4yeckol Lwwenkn 3yba (LeMeHTHO-3maseBol
rpaHuubl).

MHorne ¢akTopbl MOryT UrpaTb KJKYEBYIO POb AN
ycnexa yCTaHOBKU MUHU-UMMIAHTATOB, Takne Kak TUM u
HanpaBfeHNE NPUIIOXKEHHOIO YCUNUS, MEPUOL, HArpy3Ku,
Ka4eCTBO KOCTHOM TkaHu u Tak panee [23]. Pag naHHbIX
BOMPOCOB A1 YCMELIHOro NPOBEAEHUS C/IOXHO OLEHUTH
Ha ocHose KJIKT, 4To n aBngeTcs orpaHM4eHNeEM 4aHHOIrO
nccnenoBaHus.

SAKJTIOMEHUE

Takum 06pa3om, AaHHOE nccriegoBaHme nokasarsno, 4To
yCTaHOBKa MUHU-UMIMIAHTATOB HA HUXHENM YentocTu ans
neyeHuns natonorum okkno3uu Il knacca gomkHa NpoBo-
OUTbCs B 0611aCTV MexXay KOPHAMU naTepasbHbIX Pe3L0B
1 KJ1bIKOB anvkasibHee aHaTOMUYeCcKoi Lwenkm 3yba bonee,
yeM Ha 8 mM. Takxxe cneayeT He NpeHebperaTb MHOVMBUAOY-
afibHbIM MAAHUPOBAHMEM YCTAHOBKN MUHU-UMMNI2HTATOB
Ha ocHoBe KJIKT.

3. Jacobson A., Evans W. G., Preston C. B. et al. Mandibular
prognathism // Am J Orthod. 1974. Ne66. P. 140-171.

4. Guyer E. C., EllisE. E., McNamara J. A. et al. Components of Class
IIl malocclusion in juveniles and adolescents // Angle Orthod. 1986.
Ne56. P. 7-30.

SHdodoHmus
— T



54

5. Battagel J. M. The aeitiological factors in Class Ill malocclusion //
Eur J Orthod. 1993. Ne15. P. 347-370.

6. Tollaro I. Class Illl malocclusions in the deciduous dentition: a
morphological and correlation study // Eur J Orthod. 1994. Ne16. P. 401-
408.

7. Ellis lii E., McNamara J. A. Jr. Components of adult Class Il
malocclusion // J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 1984. Ne42. P. 295-305.

8. De Clerck H. J. Orthopaedic traction of the maxilla with
miniplates: a new perspective for treatment of midface deficiency // J
Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2009. Ne67. P. 2123-2129.

9. PiaoY., Kim S. J., Yu H. S. et al. Five-year investigation of a large
orthodontic patient population at a dental hospital in South Korea //.
Korean J Orthod. 2016. Ne46. P. 137-145.

10. Jung M. H. Age, extraction rate and jaw surgery rate in Korean
orthodontic clinics and small dental hospitals // Korean J Orthod. 2012.
Ne42. P. 80-86.

11. Jung M. H. Total arch distalization with interproximal stripping
in a patient with severe crowding // Korean J Orthod. 2019. Ne49 (3). P.
194-201.

12. Kuroda S., Sugawara Y., Deguchi T. et al. Clinical use of
miniscrew implants as ortho- dontic anchorage: success rates and
postoperative discomfort // Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2007.
Ne131. P. 9-15.

13. Roccia F., Tavolaccini A., Dell’Acqua A. et al. An audit of
mandibular fractures treated by intermaxillary fixation using intraoral
cortical bone screws // J Craniomaxillofac Surg. 2005. Ne33. 251e254.

14. Schulte-Geers M., Kater W., Seeberger R. Root trauma and
tooth loss through the application of pre-drilled transgingival fixation
screws // Journal of Cranio-Maxillofacial Surgery. Vol. 40, Issue 7,
2012, e214-e217,

15. Wilmes Benedict et al. CAD-CAM-fabricated mini-implant
insertion guides for the delivery of a distalization appliance in a single
appointment // American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial
Orthopedics. Vol. 156. Issue 1. P. 148-156.

16. Pasymosa C. H., Bparo A. C., Cepebpos . B. n ap. OueHka
ONVHBI MONSIPOB U MPEMONSAPOB BEPXHEN YENOCTU U PACCTOSHUSA OT
Bepxylek aTnx 3y60oB A0 BEPXHEYENIOCTHONO CUHYCA MO AaHHbIM KO-
HYCHO-N1y4eBOW KoMnbloTepHo Tomorpadum (KJIKT) B pasnmnyHbix BO3-
pacTHbIX rpynnax // QuponoHTus today. 2019. Ne2 (17). C. 47-51

Razumova S. N., Brago A. S., Serebrov D. V. et al. Estimation of the
length of maxillary molars and premolars and the distance from the
apexes of these teeth to the maxillary sinus according to cone-beam
computed tomography (CBCT) in different age groups // Endodontics
today. 2019. Ne17 (2). P. 47-51.

17. Pasymosa C. H., Bparo A. C., XacxaHoBa JI1. M. AHaTomusa cucte-
Mbl KOPHEBBIX KaHaNOB 3yO0OB HWXHEI Y4enoCTU NO AaHHbIM KOHYCHO-

JndodoHmusna
— T

B noMolb NpaKTUYECKOMY Bpauy

Nly4eBOli KOMMblOTEPHO TOMOrpaduun // AHponoHTus today. 2018. Ne16
(4). C. 50-52.

Razumova S. N., Brago A. S, Hashanova L. M. Anatomy of the root
canal system of the teeth of the lower jaw according to cone-beam
computed tomography // Endodontics today. 2018. Ne16 (4). P.50-52.

18. OonraneBA. A., Heuyaesa H. K., ApakensH H. . n gp. Bo3aMoxHo-
CTW KOHYCHO-/1y4€eBO KOMMbIOTEPHO TOMOrpadum npu gmarHoctuke
nepenomoB kopHeli 3y6oB // QHpofoHTUs today. 2018. Ne2 (16). C. 43-
47.

Dolgalev A. A., Nechaeva N. K., Arakelyan N. G. et al. Possibilities of
cone-beam computed tomography in the diagnosis of fractures of the
roots of teeth // Endodontics today. 2018. Ne16 (2). P. 43-47.

19. Schneider A. M., David L. R., De Franzo A. J. el al. Use of
specialized bone screws for intermaxillary fixation // Ann Plast Surg 44:
154e157, 2000

20. Poggio P. M., Incorvati C., Velo S. et al. ‘‘Safe Zones’’: A Guide
for Miniscrew Positioning in the Maxillary and Mandibular Arch // Angle
Orthod. 2006. Ne76. P. 191-197.

21. Schnelle M. A., Beck F. M., Jaynes R. M. et al. A radiographic
evaluation of the availability of bone for placement of miniscrews //
Angle Orthod. 2004. Ne74. P. 832-837.

22. Monnerat, Cristiane et al. Tomographic mapping of mandibular
interradicular spaces for placement of orthodontic mini-implants //
American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics. 2014
Vol. 135. Issue 4P. 428-429.

23. Raghavendra V., ReddyY. M., Sreekanth C. et al. Safe Zones for
Miniscrews in Orthodontics: A Comprehensive Review // Int J Dent Med
Res. 2014. Ne1 (4). P. 135-138.

KOHGINKT nHTEepecos:

ABTOPbI AEK1APUPYIOT OTCYTCTBME
KOH®MKTa MHTEpecoB /

Conflict of interests:

The authors declare no conflict of interests.

Mocrynuna / Article received 19.08.2019
KoopawHatsl 4718 ¢BS3U ¢ aBTopamu /
Coordinates for communication with authors:
PomaH Bonbbepr / Roman Volberg

E-mail: dr.volberg@gmail.com

Tom 1/, 05/19



