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Pe3rome

AKTyaAbHOCTb. [lpumeHeHne CBETOOTBEPXKAAEMbIX CMAAHTOB M TEKYYUX KOMIMO3MTOB AASI repmeTu3aumm puc-
cyp 3yboB y AeTefl 3aTPYAHEHO M3-3a CAOKHOCTU NPoLeAypbl. Lleab nccaeaoBaHnst — u3yumTb 3¢hhekTMBHOCTD
€CaMorpoTPaBAUBAIOLErO CaMOAAre3MBHOrO TEKy4ero KOMMO3UTa AASI repMeTusaLmm (puccyp BpeMEHHbLIX MO-
ASIPOB y AeTed.

Marepnarbl M metoabl. PaspeiueHne AOKaAbHOrO 3TMHYECKOrO KOMMTETa M MUCbMEHHbIE MHGOPMUPOBAHHbIE
AOBPOBOAbHbBIE COrAACHSI POAMTEAEH MOAYYEHbl AO Ha4aAa MCCAeAOBaHus. Y 48 Aeteii B BopacTte 2-5 reT (B
cpeanem 41,2 + 1,3 MecsiLieB) npoBeseHa HeMHBa3UBHasi repmeTnsaumns uccyp 48 BpemMeHHbIX MOASPOB C MC-
MOAb30BaHMEM CaMOMPOTPABAMBAIOWErO CaMOaAre3uBHoOro texydero kommnosuta (Constic,c, DMG, Germany).
Yepes 6, 12, 18 n 24 mecsueB onpeseasiAu COXpaHHOCTb (%) repmeTusmpyiowero nokpsITus u 4actoty (%)
pa3BUTHSI Kapueca XXeBaTeAbHO! NOBEPXHOCTH, 95% AoBepuTeAbHblEe MHTEPBaAbl (AM). AAst oLEHKM 3HAYMMOCTH
pasAnumii Mcnoab3oBam t-kputepui CTbiOA€HTa.

Pe3yabTatpl. [MoAHasi COXpaHHOCTb repmeTuka BeisiBAeHa vepe3 6 u 12 mecaues B 75% (AM 61,2-85,1%) n
60,4% (AU 46,3-73,0%) morsipos, p > 0,05, yepe3 18 u 24 mecsiueB cHu3maacb Ao 27,1% (AM 16,6-41,0%)
n 18,7% (AM 10,2-31,9%), p > 0,05. Noanas noteps repmetnka BcTpeyasace B 8,3-18,7% cayuaes. [lepsoe
kapuo3sHoe rnopaxenue (2,1%, AW 0,4-10,9%) Ha MOBEPXHOCTHM C yTpa4EeHHbIM FEPMETHUKOM BbiSIBAEHO Yepe3 12 13
mecsiueB, yepes 24 mecsiua — 4,2% (AW 1,1-14,0%).

BbiBoabl. [loche HeMHBA3UBHONA repmeTusaumm (UCCYp BPEMEHHbIX MOASIPOB CamOrpOTPaBAUBAIOWMM CaMO-
aAre3smBHbIM TEKyYUM CBETOOTBEPXKAAeMbIM KOMMO3UTOM MOAHasl roTeps repmeTuka coctasasira ot 8,3% Ao
18,7% qepe3 6-24 mecsiueB HabAloAeHus1, YacTuyHas — oT 8,3% Ao 31,3%. Kapuec xeBaTeAbHOH MOBEPXHOCTH
fnocAe yTpaTbl repMeTuka BbisiBA€H B 6,3 % cAydaes.

KaroueBbie caoBa: repmeTusaumsi puccyp, BpemMeHHble MOASIPbI, CaMONPOTPaBAUBAIOWMIA CAMOAAre3UBHbIA Te-
Ky4Ymi KOMMO3UT, Kapuec
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Abstract

Relevance. The use of light-cure sealants and flowable composites for fissure sealing in children is difficult
due to the complexity of the procedure. The research aimed to study the efficiency of self-etching self-adhesive
flowable composite for fissure sealing in primary molars in children.

Materials and methods. The Local Ethical Committee permission and written informed voluntary consents from
the parents were obtained before the study. Non-invasive fissure sealing with self-etching self-adhesive flowable
composite (Constic, DMG, Germany) was performed in 48 primary molars in 48 children aged 2-5 years (mean
41.2 + 1.3 months). After 6, 12, 18 and 24 months, the sealant’s retention (%) and frequency (%) of occlusal
caries development, and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were calculated. The significance of the difference was
assessed by the Student’s t-test.

Results. After 6 and 12 months, complete sealant’s retention was revealed in 75.0% (Cl 61.2-85.1%) and 60.4%
(Cl 46.3-73.0%) molars, p > 0.05; it decreased to 27.1% (Cl 16.6-41.0%) and 18.7% (Cl 10.2-31.9%), p > 0.05, after
18 and 24 months. Complete loss of the sealant was noted in 8.3-18.7% cases. The first caries lesion (2.1%, Cl 0.4-
10.9%) on the surface with the lost sealant was revealed after 12 months, after 24 months — 4.2% (Cl 1.1-14.0%).
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Conclusions. In primary molars after non-invasive fissure sealing with self-etching self-adhesive flowable
composite, complete loss of the sealant was from 8.3% to 18.7% after 6-24 months post-op, partial loss was
from 8.3% to 31.3%. Occlusal caries was revealed in 6.3% cases after the sealant loss.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

FepMeTu3aumuss ecTeCcTBEHHbIX YrnyosieHuin 3y6oB —
AMOK 1 puccyp — XOpoLLO U3BeCTHas npoLegypa, Kotopas
C foKa3aHHON 3 PEKTUBHOCTbLIO NpeaynpexaaeT Kapmec
3y6oB [1-3]. Mporpammbl repmeTnsaumm duccyp 3y6oB y
JeTell UMEIT He TOMbKO KJIMHUYECKYIO, HO U SKOHOMMYe-
ckyto atdekTUBHOCTb [4, 5]. Ons repmeTusanuu puccyp
NPUMEHSIIOTCA pasfinyHble MaTepuanbl: CUNAHTbI, TeKy-
yme KOMMNo3uTbl, KOMNOMEPbI U TMOMEpPbI, TPaAULMOHHbIE
M MoAUGDULMPOBAHHbIE CTEKSIOMOHOMEpPHbIE LIEMEHTHI
(CUU) [6-10]. OTMeyaeTcs, YTO CBETOOTBEPXKAAeMble CU-
NaHTbl U TeKyYme KOMMNO3UTbl UMEET NYULLYIO PETEHLMNIO,
yeM CULL, Tekyuyme KoMnomMepbl U CUTAHTbl XUMUYECKOTO
oTBepxaeHusa [11]. B TeyeHue AByx neT MnonHas peTeH-
LMS CUNAHTOB M TEKYYMX KOMMO3UTOB COCTaBAsAET 6onee
80-95% [12, 13]. Ha coxpaHHOCTb CMMIAHTOB BMAET BUJ,
aAre3aMBHOM CUCTEMbDI: NPUMEHEHME aAre3nBHbIX CUCTEM
YeTBEPTOro-NATOr0 MOKOJIEHWIN Jfy4ylle, YEM LUECTOro-
ceibMOro rnokoJsieHuni [14]. Take oTMeuyeHo, 4YTo B 3ybax
HUXXHEN YeNtoCTU COXPAaHHOCTb FrepMeTMKa Bbllle, YeM B
3y6ax BepxHeii yentoctu [15]. HegocTaTKkoM cunaHToB U
TEKYUYMX KOMMO3ULMOHHbIX MaTepuasnoB ABMsETCA CNOX-
HOCTb TexHosorum (Heo6xoAMMOCTb NpeaBapUTEeNbHOro
npoTpaBAnBaHMA aManu 3y60B, COXpaHEHUS CYXOCTU pa-
604ero noss, CTPOroro Co6/t0AEHNSI BCEX 3Tanos paboThbl
n ap.), co6nogatb KOTOPY TPYAHO Y MasieHbKUX W/Uu
HEeKOHTAaKTHbIX AeTeit [16]. Bce 3T HegocTaTkun obycnas-
NNBatOT BbICOKUI YPOBEHb NOTEPU CUNAHTOB BO BPEMEH-
HbIX 3y6ax [17].

Ona ynpouwieHUss TeXxHONorMm repMeTmsanmm guccyp u
AMOK 3y60B U YCKOpPeHUsi paboTbl 6blK NpeaioXeHbl ca-
MOMpOoTpaBiMBaloLLNe caMoafre3nBHble TEKYUYNE KOMMO-
3UTHble MaTepuarnbl, OfHaKO B IUTepaType HeA0CTaTOYHO
npeacTaB/ieHbl pe3ynbTaTbl KIIMHUYECKUX UCCTIef0BaHUi
Nno NPUMEHEHUI0 3TUX MaTepuanoB AN repMeTUsauuun
¢durccyp BpeMeHHbIX MONIAPOB Y AeTeN.

Lenb uccnepoBaHua — n3yunTb aPGHEKTUBHOCTL caMo-
NpOTpaB/MBaOLLEr0 CaMOAAre3NMBHOIO TEKYYEro KoMno3urta
ANa repmeTusanmmn duccyp BpEMEHHbIX MOMSIPOB y AETEN.

MATEPUAN U METOA4bl UCCNEOOBAHUSA

UccnepgoBaHue npoBefeHo B NTAY3 «J[leTckaa KAUHK-
yeckasi cTomartofiormyeckas nonuknuHuka N2 2» r. Bon-
rorpaja nocrsie nonyyeHuss paspeLleHuns IOKanbHOro aTu-
YECKOro KOMWUTEeTa M MUCbMEHHbIX MHPOPMUPOBAHHbIX
cornacuu pogutenen getein. Y 48 pneten B Bo3pacTte oT 2
o 5 net (cpegHwuii BospacT 41,2 + 1,3 MecsiLa) BbINos-
HeHa HeuMHBa3uBHaaA repmeTtusauua duccyp B 48 Bpe-
MeHHbIX Monsipax (nepeble Monsipbl — 18, BTopble — 30;
MONApbl BepHein YentocTu — 25, HUXHen — 23). Mepme-
TU3auuo NpoBoAuAM B OTKpbITbIX duccypax 1 u 2 tuna
(1 Tvn — oTKpbITbIE hrccypbl C NpU3HaKaMu F’MNOMUHepa-
nvsaumm, 2 Tun — oTKpbITble GpUccypbl 6€3 NPU3HAKOB M-
nomMuHepanusaumm, B COOTBETCTBUM C Knaccudukaumen
Macnak E.E. u coasrT. [18]).

LOns repmeTvsauumn guccyp ucnonbsopannm camonpo-
TpaBMMBalOLWMA CcaMOafreanBHbIA TEKYYM KOMMO3UT
(Constic, DMG, Germany) B COOTBETCTBUM C UHCTPYKLUEN
npoussoautens. Yepes 6,12, 18 n 24 mecsaua onpegensanu
nponopumm (%) NONHOMN / YaCTUYHOWN COXPAHHOCTM U MOJ-
HOW yTpaTbl repMETU3UPYIOLLEr0 MNOKPbLITUS U YacToTy (%)
pasBUTUA Kapueca XeBaTeNlbHOW (repMeTU3MpoBaHHOM)
NMOBEPXHOCTH, @ TaKXe COOTBeTCTByloWwmne 95% posepu-
TenbHble MHTepBasnbl (ON). ANs oLeHKM 3HaYMMOCTH pas-
NMYniA Ucnosib3oBanu Kputepuii CtotogeHTa (t) npu ypos-
He 3HaymmocTun p < 0,05.

PE3YJIbTATbl UCCNEAOBAHUA U OBCYXXAEHUE

[aHHble 0 COXpPaHHOCTM repMeTuKa NpeacTaBrieHbl B
Tabnuue 1.

B TeyeHue Bcero nepuopa HabnAeHUA OTMeYasnochb
YMEeHbLUEHNE KonnyecTsa 3y60B C NOMHON COXPaHHOCTbIO
repmeTuka: ¢ 75% (OU 61,2-85,1%) yepes 6 MecsiLeB A0
18,7% (AW 10,2-31,9%) yepes 24 mecsua (p < 0,05). Ko-
NMYecTBO 3y60B C YaCTUYHOW COXPAHHOCTbIO repMeTuKa
yepes 6 MecsiLeB cocTaBnano 8,3% (AU 3,3-19,5%), 3aTtem
yBenMumMBanocb MakcumanbHo po 31,3% (OW 19,9-45,3%)
yepes 18 Mecsues (p < 0,05). NMonHana yTpaTa repMeTuka
yepes 6 MecsiLeB BbisiBfeHa B 16,7% (OW 8,7-29,6%), 3a-
TeM nokasaTefnb CHuXancsa yepes 12 MecsaueB fo 8,3%

Ta6nuya 1. CoxpaHHOCTb repMeTuKa B TeueHue 24 mecsueB HabnogeHus
Table 1. Sealant’s retention during 24-month follow-ups

OueHKa coxpaHHocTu repmeTuka / Assessment of the sealant’s retention

Mepuop HabnoaeHus
Follow-up period

MonHas peTeHuMA
Complete retention

YacTuyHas peTeHuus (YacTUYHasA yTpaTta)
Partial retention (partial loss)

MonHas yTpaTa
Complete loss

% (95% AN) / % (95% ClI)

6 mecsieB / 6 months 75.0 (61.2-85.1)

8.3 (3.3-19.5) 16.7 (8.7-29.6)

12 mecsiyeB / 12 months 60.4 (46.3-73.0)

16.7 (8.7-29.6) 8.3 (3.3-19.5)

18 MmecsiueB / 18 months 27.1 (16.6-41.0)*

31.3 (19.9-45.3)* 18.7 (10.2-31.9)

24 mecsya / 24 months 18.7 (10.2-31.9)*

16.7 (8.7-29.6) 18.7 (10.2-31.9)

*3HaYUMOCTb pas3INyYunii B peTeHLUN repMeTuKa, no cpaBHEHUIO ¢ JaHHbIMU Yyepes 6 mecsues, p < 0,05
*Significant difference in sealant’s retention in comparison with the data after 6 months, p < 0.05
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(4K 3,3-19,5%) n ysenuumsancs go 18,7% (O 10,2-31,9%)
yepes 18 n 24 mecsLa, 0AHAKO pa3Mymnsa He O6blsIv 3HaUYK-
MbIMU cTaTucTUdeckm (p > 0,05).

KapuosHble nopaxeHusi He 6bliM BbiSIBNIEHbI Yepes
6 MecsueB 1 18 MecsiueB HabnogeHUs, yepes 12 mecs-
ueB BbisiBneHbl B 2,1% (OW 0,4-10,9%) cnyyaes, yepes
24 mecsaua - B 4,2% cnyyaes (AU 1,1-14,0%). KapnosHble
nopaeHus pasBMBaNNCb TOJIbKO B y4acTKax YacTUUYHOWM
WA NONHON yTpaTbl repMeTuka. Pasnuuns mexay noka-
3aTensiMyM B NepBbiX U BTOPbIX Monapax, 3y6ax BepxHen
N HWXXHEN YentocTn He 6bliv 3HAaYUMbIMU CTaTUCTUYECKHU
(p > 0,05).

MosnlyyeHHble JaHHble COOTBETCTBYHOT pesynbrataMm
nccneposaHun Chabadel O. et al., otmeTtuBwnUX 54,7%
MOJSIHOFO WM YaCTUYHOrO BbINaAeHUA CUaHTOB U3 Bpe-
MEHHbIX MONAPOB B TeyeHue ABYX feT HabntoaeHus [17].
B pa6oTe KucenbHukososii J1.M. u coasT. [19] nokasaHo,
yTO Yepes 12 MecALEB HabNOAEHUSA YacTUYHAsA peTeHUUS
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