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Anatomy of the root canal system
of the mandible teeth according to cone-beam

computed tomography
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Pe3ome

B craTbe npeactaBsieHbl AaHHbIE M0 aHaTOMUWN KOPHEBbIX KaHaJ/I0B 3yOOB HUXKHEN Y4es/Il0CTU Y XUTenei
MockoBckoro pernoHa, nosiy4eHHbl€ C MOMOLbIO KOHYCHO-J1y4€BOM KOMIMbIOTEPHOU TOMOrpapun. Joctu-
J)KEeHUNSI HaYKU U TEXHUKU NMOCJIeAHUX JIeT MO3BOJISIIOT LUMPOKO UCIMOJ/Ib30BaTh KOHYCHO-J1y4€BYIO KOMIMbIOTEP -
HYyl0 TOMOrpaguio asss u3y4eHNss aHaToOMUM CUCTEeMbl KOPHEBbIX KaAHaJI0B, YTO Ype3BblYaiHO aKTyaJibHO AJis
CTOMAaTOJI0roB, 3aHUMAaIOLUNXCS IHAOAOHTUYECKOU NPaKTUKOMN.

KnioyeBbie c/ioBa: aHaTOMUsI KOPHEBbIX KAHaJIOB, POHTasIbHbIe 3y0Obl, XeBaTesibHble 3y0Obl, KOHYCHO-/1y-
yeBasi KoMmrnibioTepHas Tomorpagus (KJIKT).

Abstract

The article presents information on root canal anatomy for the mandibular teeth among the residents of
the Moscow region obtained by cone-beam computed tomography. The achievements of science and tech-
nology in recent years allow a wide use of cone-beam computed tomography to study the anatomy of the

root canal system, which is extremely important for dentists working in endodontic practice.
Key words: anatomy of root canals, frontal teeth, cone-beam computed tomography (CBCT).

C nosiBNEHMEM KOHYCHO-Ny4eBOW KOMMbIOTEPHOM
ToMorpadum pacwiMpuincb BO3MOXHOCTU AN U3yye-
HUS aHAaTOMWKM CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbLIX KaHanoB. 3HaHue
QHATOMMYECKOMN CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbIX KAHANOB ABNSETCS
onpeaensioumM B NIaHUPOBAHUN JIEYEHUS N B yCrnexe
NPOBOAMMOro aHAOA0HTMYeckoro nedeHus [1, 3]. Oco-
OEeHHO aKTyaNibHbIMW 3TN BOMNPOCHI CTAHOBATCS NPU He-
06X04MMOCTU NPOBEAEHUS NIEYEHUs NepuanukanbHbIX
NnOpaxXeHnn ”n MOBTOPHOM 3HOOAOHTUYECKOM feye-
HUW, MJAHMPOBAHUN XUPYPrMYECKOro BMeELLaTeNbCTBA
Ha 3y0e 1 nepuanukanbHbiXx TkaHax [4, 5]. U3yyeHune
aQHAaTOMMKN KOPHEBbIX KaHalloB MNPOBOAUIOCH MHOMMMU
nccnenoBaTtensaMum Ha yAaaneHHbIX 3yb6ax U peHTreHo-
norvyecku [2, 12]. Tlo AaHHBbIM Pa3nMNYHbIX aBTOPOB,
NPOBOAMBLUUX UCCNEA0BAHUS B PA3/IMYHbIX NONYASLM-
S1X, aHAaTOMWUSI CUCTEMbl KOPHEBbLIX KaHANI0OB MMEET Mo-
nynsunoHHble ocobeHHocTu [1, 3, 18]. B P® nayyeHune
aHAaTOMMN CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbLIX KaHasnoB MPOBOAWNIOCH
B HEKOTOpPbIX pernoHax. Jo HacCTOALWEero BpeMeHN Mbl
MMeeM Pa3pO3HEHHbIE AAHHbIE MO aHATOMUN KOPHEBbIX
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KaHanoB, 4TO [eflaeT akTyasibHbIM UCCefOoBaHNe 3TOro
BOMpoca B pasnnyHbix pernoHax Pd [1, 3].

LLEJIb UICCJIEOOBAHU4A

MN3y4nTb aHaTOMUIO CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbLIX KaHa10B 3Y-
OO0B HUXHEN YeNntoCcTu Y Xxutenet MoCKOBCKOro permoHa
¢ npumMmeHeHnem KJIKT.

MATEPUAJIbl U METObl UCCJIEOOBAHUA

MccnepoBaHve npoBOAMIOCH Ha CTOMAaTonormye-
ckom Tomorpade KavVo 3D eXam B ceTu gnarHoctuye-
cknx ueHTtpoB OO0 «3onoToe ceyeHue». Ana npose-
neHus ncecnenosaHua 6binm npoaHanuampoBaHdbl KJIKT
105 naymeHToB B Bo3pacTe oT 20 no 70 net. SHOOA0H-
TUYECKWN rfevyeHble 3yObl UCKIK4YanMcb U3 UCCnenoBa-
Hus. OuEeHNBaNNCb KOMMYECTBO KOPHEN B Kaxxaom 3ybe
HUXHEN YentoCTU, KONMYECTBO KOPHEBLIX KaHANOB B
KaX[0M KopHe. Bce nonyyeHHble gaHHble cTaTUCTMYE-
ckn 06paboTaHbl C UCNONb3OBAHMEM NULEH3NOHHOIO
nakeTa IBM SPSS Statistics V22.0.



PE3YJIbTATbl UCCJTEAOBAHUSA

U UX OBCYXXOEHUE

AHanma cTpoeHus 3y60OB 1 KONMYECTBA KaHasloOB B 3y-
6ax Ha HMUXHEN YeNntoCcTn NpeacTaBneH B Tabnuue 1.

B Hawem wuccnegoBaHUM BbISIBAIEHO, YTO HUXHMKE
dpoHTanbHble pe3ubl 1 kabikn B 100% cnyyaeB aBns-
I0TCA OOHOKOPHEBLIMM U UMEIT OAMH KaHan. Madeira
& Hetem [11] (Bpasunusg), 99,7%, Walker [17] (KuTan),
99%, — Takxe B OONbLIMHCTBE Clly4aeB onpenenuim
OOVH KaHaN B HUXHUX pe3uax. B naHHOM cTaTbe Mbl He
aHannsnpyem dopmy kaHana (puc 1).

MepBbI NpemMonap HuxHen yentoctn B 100% cnyya-
eB onpegeneH ¢ 0OgHUM KOPHEM, HO KOJIMYECTBO KaHa-
JIOB BapbupyeT: oAWH kaHan onpepeneH B 84% cnyya-

Puc. 1. KJIKT — HuxHue pe3ubl: (A) dpoHTanbHbIA cpes,
(B) naHopamMHbIi cpe3, (C) ropn3oHTaNbHbIl Cpe3 yCTbeBOW
yacTu, (D) ropusoHTaNbHbLIA Cpe3 cpenHen 4acTu KOpHK,
(E) ropn3oHTanbHbIV Cpe3 annkKasibHOW YaCTU KOPHSA

Puc. 2. KJIKT — HuxHue npemonspbl: (A) caruttanbHbii
cpe3, (B) ¢ppoHTanbHbIN cpe3, (C) ropusoHTaNbHbI cpes3
ycTbeBoOM Yyactu, (D) ropu3aoHTanbHbIi Cpe3 cpeaHen yacTm
KOpHS{, (E) ropusoHTanbHbIN Cpe3 anukasibHON 4YaCcT KOPHS
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eB, 0Ba — B 16% cny4aeB. OTO coBNagaeT C AaHHbIMU
Caliskan et al. [10] (Typuus) — 18,8% — nBa kaHana u
Zillich and Dowson [19] (CLLUA) — 18,9% — nBa kaHana u
Abraham and Gopinath [6] (OmupaThl) — 35% — aoBa KaHa-
na, Burklein et al. [9] (TfepmaHunga) — 21,9% — aBa kaHana.

BTopon npemonsap HMXHEN YenioCTn B OAHOM KJIIMHU-
yeckom cny4ae (0,6%) nmen gBa kopHa u B 23,2% cny-
YyaeB onpepensanacb AByxkaHalbHaa cuctema. Cxoxuve
naHHble onybnukoBaHbl Sert and Bayirli [14] (Typuus) —
29% — oByxkaHanbHbI 3y6 n Al-Qudah and Awawdeh [7] —
22,8%, Bolhari et al. [8] (MpaH) — 8,7% (puc. 2).

MepBbIi Monap HuxHen vemoctu B 100% cnyya-
€B MUMen ABa KOopHsa. KonnyecTBO KaHasnoB BapbupyeT
OT OBYX OO0 4yeThipex. Yauie Bcero (59,8%) BcTpevaeTcs
TpexkaHanbHas cuctema. bnuskne paHHble ony6AMKO-
BaHbl Vertucci [16] (CLUA) — 59%, Pineda and Kuttler [13]
(Mekcuka) 57%, Caligskan et al. [10] (Typuwus) — 56,6%,
Skidmore and Bjorndal [15] (CLLA) BbigsBunu — 55,5% cny-
yae, Sert and Bayirli [14] (Typuwns) BbigBunu 52% cny-
YaeB TPEXKaHabHbIX MEPBbIX MOSIPOB HUXHEN YeOCTU.

YeTbipexkaHanbHasg cucTemMa rnepBoro Mosspa HUXHen
YenCTY BbiIBNIEHA B HaLLeM uccnenosaHnm B 39% cnyda-
€B, YTO COOTHOCUTCS C AaHHbIMU nccnenosaHus Wasti et al.
[19] (MakncTaH), B KOTOPOM HYEThIpE KaHana onpeaensnincs
B 43,3%. OcTanbHble nccnenoBateny galoT 6onee HU3Kne
3HAYEHUs 4aCTOTbl BCTPEYAEMOCTU YeTblpeExXKaHaIbHOM
KOPHEBOW CUCTEMbI MONIAPOB HA HUXHEN YEJIOCTU.

Mpu aHanMse CTPOeHUsa BTOPOro MoJisipa HMXHEN Ye-
JIIOCTU HAMKU ONpeaeNneHbl ABYX-, TPEX- U YeTbIpEXKaHab-
Hble cucTtembl. B 67,8% cnyyaeB — 3TO TpexKkaHaslbHbIN
3y06 ¢ AByMS MeavanbHbIMY KaHanamu (puc. 3). Hanbonee
6nunskmne paHHble Mbl onpegenunu y Caliskan et al. [10]
(Typums) — 56,9% — ABa kaHana B MeananbHOM KOPHE.

TpeTuin MoNap HUXHEN 4eNtoCTM B OONbLLUNHCTBE CNy-
yaeB nMeeT aBa KopHs (90,8%), a cuctemsbl KaHanoOB MO-
ryT ObITb ABYX- U TPEXKAHAJIbHbIE.

UccnepgoBaHue

BbiBOAbI

KJIKT — meTon, mo3BOASAIOWUA N3YYUTb aHATOMMUIO
KOPHEBbLIX KaHanoB in vivo. naHnpoBaHue 3HAOO0H-
TUYECKOro fie4eHnss HeobxoaMMO NPOBOAUTL C YYETOM
aHAaTOMMKN KOPHEBbLIX KaHaloOB B OAHHOM pervoHe. B
MOCKOBCKOM pernoHe AJisi NEPBOro MOsipa HUXHEN Ye-
JIIOCTUN XapakKTepHO TpexkaHanbHOe CTpoeHue B 59,8%
Ccryyaes, yeTblpexkaHalbHoe — B 39% cny4aeB v AByX-
kaHanbHoe — B 1,2% cnyyaeB. [lna BTOPOro monsipa xa-
pakTepHO TpexkaHanbHOe cTpoeHne B 67,8% cnydaeB u
C OOQVHAKOBOW YaCTOTOW onpeaeneHbl ABYX- U YEeTbIpex-
KaHasbHble CUCTEMbI. B nepBOM 1 BTOPOM npemonsapax
B OonbwKnHCTBE cnyyaeB (84% un 76% COOTBETCTBEH-
HO) onpegeneHbl OAHOKaHalbHble cucTeMbl. B 16% B

Puc. 3. KJIKT — HmxHue monspbl: (A) carntranbHbii cpes, (B) ¢ppoHTanbHbIN cpes,
(C) dbpoHTanbHbLIN cpes, (D) ropusoHTanbHbIV CPe3 yCTbeBOM YacTu, (E) ropuzoHTanb-
HbIA Cpe3 cpeaHel 4acTu KOpPHS, (F) ropu3oHTanbHbIVi Cpe3 annuKasibHOW YaCTU KOPHS
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UccnepgoBaHue

Tabavuya 1. AHaTOMUS CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbIX KAaHAJIOB 3yOOB HMXKHE Y4eniocTu

3y6 Konunyecteo 3y60B KopHu Konuyecteo 3y6oB Kananbi KonunyecTeo 3y6oB
LleHTpanbHbIii peseLy 196 (100%) 1 196 (100%) 1 196 (100%)
BokoBoii peseL, 202 (100%) 1 202(100%) 1 202 (100%)
Knbik 206 (100%) 1 206 (100%) 1 206 (100%)
1 158 (84%)
MepBbiii npemonsip 188 (100%) 1 188 (100%)
2 30 (16%)
1 118 (76,8%)
1 154 (99,4%)
Bropoii npemonsp 155 (100%) 2 36(23,2%)
2 1(0,6%) 1 1
2 1(1,2%)
MepBbiii MONsIP 82 (100%) 2 82 (100%) 3 49 (59,8%)
4 32 (39%)
1 2(1,6%) 2 2
16,5%
2 19
Bropoii monsip 127 (100%)
2 125 (98,4%) 3 86 (67,8%)
4 20 (15,7%)
1 1(1,1%)
1 9 (9,2%) 5 8
TpeTuii Monsip 98 (100%) B - 39,8%
2 89 (90,8%)
3 58 (59,1%)

nepsom npemonsape n 23% BoO BTOPOM COOTBETCTBEHHO
BbISIBNIEHbl [BYXKaHaJibHble CUCTEMbI. Pe3ubl 1 KJblKK
B HalleM UCCNefoBaHUN BbISBJIEHbI C OJHOKaHaNIbHOWN
cTtpyktypon B 100% cny4yaes. NpoTnBOpeynBble OaH-
Hble aHaTOMMYEecKOro CTPOEHUS CUCTEMbI KOPHEBbIX
KaHaNloB MOXHO OOBACHUTb PasfnNYHbIMKM MeToAaMu
NCCNenoBaHns, a Takxe, No-BUOMMOMY, PasfvyHbIMU
BO3pPAaCTHbIMM O0COGEHHOCTAMW rpynn obcnenoBaHHbIX
nMB0 HEPABHOMEPHOCTbIO 3TUX FPYMM.
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