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PesynbTaTtbl OL,EHKM YNbTPa3BYKOBOU aonnieporpaduu
Ha 3Tanax OpTOAOHTUUYECKOr0 NeYeHus

N.B. IMutpmreHko

Iepmckuii 20cydapcmeeHHblli MeQUUUHCKULI YHU8epcumem um. akademuxa E.A. BazHepa,
Iepms, Poccuiickas dedepauus

AHHOTALMUA

AxkmyansHocms. COBpeMEeHHbBIN JMarHOCTUYECKMI KOMIIJIEKC NP MJIaHUPOBAHUM OPTOLOHTUYECKOTO JIeUeHS He-
BO3MOXXeH 6e3 OI[eHKV COCTOSIHUS TKaHell MapoJoHTa.

Llenb. OueHUTH IMHAMUUYeCKMe MU3MEeHEeHMS TKaHel TapofgOHTa IIPU OPTOLOHTUYECKOM JIeUeHUN.

Mamepuanst u memodst. [Ipou3BOAMIN CpaBHEHMeE TI0Ka3aTeseii CKOpOCTM KPOBOTOKA BO PPOHTAJIBHOM OTAENe
HJDKHEN 4eI0CTY B JMHAMMKKE: Tlepe]l HauaJ0M OPTOLOHTUYECKOTO JIeUeHMS U 10C/Ie ero 3aBepIlieHusl.
Pe3ynvmamet. uepes 6 = 2 Mecsiija I1ocjie Havyajia OPTOLOHTUYECKOTO JieueHMsI HabII01a/I0Ch JOCTOBEPHOE yBeauJe-
HMe JTMHEeHBIX ¥ 00beMHBIX CKOPOCTel KPOBOTOKA.

3axnioyenue. OpTOLOHTHYECKOE ITepeMelleHe CKYYeHHO PAcCIloNIOKeHHBIX 3y60B C MCIIOAb30BaHVEM JIaiiHEPOB
MpoTeKaeT 6e3 Ype3MepHOro IaBIeHMUs, YTO TIO3BOJISIET JOCTUYD IVIABHOTO U MOCTEIIEHHOTO M3MeHEeHMS TMHETHbIX
" 06bEMHBIX CKOPOCTE KPOBOTOKA, MHIIEKCA MY/IbCAIIVY U MHIEKcA mepyudepuyeckoro CompoTUBIEHMS.
Kntoueewle cnoea: snaiiHepsl, yIbTpa3ByKoBas fonruieporpadusi, mapoLoHT.

Jnsa yumupoeanus: [ImutpueHko VIB. Pe3ynbTaThl OIeHKM YIbTPAa3BYKOBOII AOMIIeporpadmy Ha 3Tarax OpTOIOH-
TUYECKOTroJieueHus. Cmomamosnozusi demckozo 8o3pacma u npogunakmuxka. 2022;22(2):128-132.D0I1: 10.33925/1683-
3031-2022-22-2-128-132.

Doppler ultrasound assessment results at stages
of orthodontic treatment
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ABSTRACT

Relevance. A modern diagnostic complex when planning orthodontic treatment is impossible without assessing the
condition of periodontal tissues.

Purpose. To evaluate the changes in periodontal tissues during orthodontic treatment.

Material and methods. Blood velocity and flow rate in the anterior mandible were compared before and after the
orthodontic treatment.

Results. Blood velocity and volumetric blood flow rate significantly increased 6 * 2 months after the beginning of
orthodontic treatment.

Conclusion. Orthodontic movement of crowded teeth using aligners proceeds without excessive pressure, which
allows for a smooth and gradual change in the blood velocity and volumetric blood flow rate, pulsation index and
peripheral resistance index.

Key words: aligners, Doppler ultrasound, periodontium.
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BBEOEHUE

CoBpeMeHHbIVi AMarHOCTUYeCKMIA KOMIIIEKC IIPY TIaHU -
POBaHMM OPTOTOHTMYECKOTO JIeUueH)s] HEBO3MOXKHO TIpe-
CTaBUTH Ge3 OLIeHKM COCTOSTHMSI TKaHeji mapopoHTa [1, 5-7).

Ha navanbHOM 3Tane OPTOLOHTUYECKOIO JIeUeHUs
BOCIIAJINTeTbHbIE 3a60/1eBaHMsI TKaHel IapoloHTa IIPo-

TEKAalOT yallle BCEro JIATEHTHO, MallMeHThl He obpalia-
10T BHMMAaHMS HA MIePBbIe CUMIITOMBI 3a00/I€BaHUS, UTO
MIPUBOJIUT K MO3[IHE! OMAarHoCTUKe U Tepanuy JaHHBIX
3aboneBanuii. Kpome Toro, mpu MUCIONb30BaHUM He-
aJekBaTHOM CUJIbl B Mpoliecce JiedeHUsl IIKyal3-Tex-
HUKOWM NPOUCXOOUT Teperpyska TKaHel MNapoJoHTa,
BO3HMKAeT CiaBjieHue 1 TPoMO03 COCY 0B, HapyIIaeTcs
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KpoBoOGpaleHue 1 MUTaHKe TKAHEe, YTO MPOSIBJISIETCS
B BUJe BOCIIJIMTEIbHOI peakuuu [3, 6, 9-10].

[Ipu poBeeHNM peonapofoHTOTpadUm UCcIenoBa-
TeJSIMM ObIIO BBISBJIIEHO, UTO TepeJi HauaaoM JIeUeHUS
MHAEKC Tepudepnveckoro KpoBooOpaIieHns y naiueH-
TOB COCTaBJisieT B cpengHeM 81%, a mocie jedeHUs] He-
CbeMHO OPTOLOHTUYECKOI ammnapaTypoil JOCTOBEPHO
CHMXaeTcs B TpU pasa [2, 3].

CoriacHO COBpeMeHHBIM MCC/Ie0BaHNUSAM, TPU3HAKA
BOCHIQJINTENBbHBIX MPOLECCOB (TUIepeMusi, OTEUHOCTb,
KPOBOTOUMBOCTb) B TKAHSIX [TaPOAOHTA MOXHO OOHapy-
SKUTD IO Havajaa OPTOLOHTUYECKOro JeyeHusi. Hepegko
BO (DpOHTAJILHOM OTHE€e HVKHEl JeaiocTu Habmoma-
eTcst Tuneptpodusi 3y6omecHeBbIX COCOUYKOB. LuTosno-
rMyeckoe ucciaeqoBaHue JeMOHCTPUPYET, UTO, TIOMUMO
BOCHIAJINTENBHOIO Tpoliecca B TKaHSIX MapofoHTa, Ha-
6/TI0IAI0TCS JeCTPYKTUBHBIE Mpollecchl. Tak, mokasare-
JIV UHAEKCca NeCTPYKIMU B CpeJHEM B TPU pa3a IpeBbI-
1IaIOT ero0 HopMaJsibHble 3HaueHus [7, 9-11, 15].

MATEPWAJIbl U METOLbI

Kpurepun BKIIOUeHMS NALMEHTOB B MCCIeOBaHME:
repuog chopMUPOBAHHOTO ITOCTOSSHHOTO MpuKyca (oT 18
no 24 nert); Hanuume auarHosa no MKB K07.3 — aHoma-
suu nionokeHus 3y6oB (K07.30 — ckyuyeHHOe TOJIOKeHUe
3yOOB); OTCYTCTBME CKeJNETHbIX (OPM 3yOOUETIOCTHBIX
aQHOMAaJINIA; JieueHre KIMHUYECKUX CIyuaeB 6e3 yaaneHust
3y00B; HaJIMuue 10O6POBOILHOTO MHGOPMUPOBAHHOTO CO-
r7acus Ha yyacTue B KIMHMUECKOM MCCIeTOBaHUM U UC-
MI0JIb30BaHMe IePCOHAIBbHBIX JaHHBIX B HAYYHBIX LeJIsX.

KpuTepuu HeBKIIIOUeHMS: BO3PACT NalMEHTOB M/ -
e 18 yeT u crapie 24 jet, HaMUYMe aHOMAaJINUI COOT-
HOIIeHUS] 3YOHBIX IYT, IPUCYTCTBUE CKeJeTHbIX GhopM
3yOOUeNIOCTHBIX aHOMAINM, Jie4eHNe KIMHUYIeCKUX
CJTydaeB C yaaaeHneM 3y60B, OTCYTCTBYE NJOOPOBOIBHO-
ro MHQOPMMUPOBAHHOTO COT/IACUS HA YYaCTHe B KIUHU-
YeCcKOM MCCAeOBaHMM UM MUCIIONb30BaHME IMePCOHAaJb-
HbIX TaHHBIX B HAYUYHBIX I[eJISIX.

Iu3aitd ucciefoBaHMs — MHOTOIL[EHTPOBOE OTKPBITOE
IMMPOCIIEKTUBHOE KOTOPTHOE KOHTPOJ/JIMPpyeMOe K/IIMHNn4Ye-
CKOe MCCIefOoBaHMe C 3JleMeHTaMU PeTPOCIEeKTUBHOTO
aHanmsa. B ucoiemoBaHue 6bLIO BKIIOYEHO 139 many-
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eHTOB (93 >KeHLIUHBI U 46 MY>XYMH), IPOKXUBAKOILIUX B
roponax Mocksa u [lepmb.

IlepBasi ocHOBHas MOATPYIIIA BKIOUaIa 49 malyueHToB
¢ meduIMTOM MecTa B 3yGHOM psiAy Ao 3 MM. Bropast oc-
HOBHag TMOATrpyImIa: 28 MauyeHToB ¢ 1e@uIiiMToM MecTa B
3y6HOM psAy 3-6 MM. JleueHue maiueHToB 1-it u 2-i oc-
HOBHBIX [TOATPYIII IPOBOAMIOCH C UCIIOIb30BaHMEM 3/1aii-
HepoB. TpeTbsl 0OCHOBHAS MTOATPYIINA BK/IIoUasia 32 maiyeH-
Ta ¢ HedUINTOM MeCTa B 3yOHOM pSITy 10 6 MM, JIedUeHue
MIPOBOIMJIOCH C UCIIO/Ib30BAaHMEM 3IKyaii3-TeXHUKU. ['pyTi-
Ma cpaBHeHMsI BKIoyaja 30 MalMeHTOB C OpTOrHaTHye-
CKMUM TIPUKYCOM U KIMHUYECKHM 3J0POBBIM MTapOIOHTOM.

I uccnenoBaHMs reMOOMHAMMKM B TKaHSIX Mapo-
IIOHTa B AMHAMMUKe OPTOJOHTMUUECKOTO JieUeHUs HaMu
MIPOM3BOAMIIOCH JoIIieporpaduueckoe mUccieoBaHue ¢
MOMOIIbI0 KOMIBIOTEPU3UPOBAHHOTO OUArHOCTUYECKO-
ro npubopa «MuHumakc-Jonriep-K» («CIT MuHUMaKc»,
Caukr-IleTep6ypr). Ha mommieporpaMmax OIpemetsiin:

1) 1uHeliHbIE CKOPOCTU KPOBOTOKA (CM/CEK):

Vas — makcuMaabHas CUCTOIMYecKass CKOPOCTh IO
KPUBOI CpefHel CKOPOCTH;

Vam — cpefHsIs1 CKOPOCTb IO KPUBOI1 CpeJiHEeN CKOPOCTH;

Vakd - koHeuHas IMacToIMvYecKasi CKOpoCTb 10 KpHU-
BOI1 CpefHeVi CKOPOCTH;

2) 06beMHbIE CKOPOCTU KPOBOTOKA (MJI/CEK):

Qam — cpenHsIsi CKOPOCTb IO KPUBOJ CpeJHel CKOPOCTH;

Qas — MakcuMasbHasl CUCTONMYECKasi CKOPOCThb I10
KPUBOI CpefHeli CKOPOCTH.

Taxke oneHuBaau cienywoiue rnokasarenu: RI (MH-
Iekc mepudepuyeckoro cOmpoTuseHus), PI (MHOEKC
nynbcanyy). CpaBHeHMe MOTyYeHHBIX JaHHBIX TPOU3BO-
IUIY B IMHAMUKe: Mepel HauaJloM OPTOAOHTUYECKOTO
JleueHMs U [10CJIe ero 3aBeplieHus B 1-i1 u 2-71 MoArpymn-
nax — yepes 6 * 2 mecsiia, a B 3-1 oArpyIe — yepe3 12 +
2 mecsiia. Mcrnonb3oBanu Kputepuii ManHua — Yutuu. O6-
paboTka pe3y/lnbTaTOB MUCCAENOBAaHMS TPOBOAVIINCH C UC-
MO/Ib30BaHMeM ITaKeTOB MPUKIAAHBIX ITporpamm Micro-
soft Office® 365 (Microsoft Corporation, Seattle, CIIIA),
Microsoft Excel u SPSS Statistics 17.0.

UccnenoBanme onmobpeHo penieHreM JIOKaIbHOTO
sTuveckoro komutera ®rbOY BO III'MY um. akagemMu-
ka E.A. BarHepa MuHn3apaBa Poccuu B COOTBETCTBUM C
MpUHUMIIaMM XeJbCUHCKOI Aeknapauuyu BMA

Ta6nmua 1. MNokazatenn napaMeTpoB YbTPA3BYKOBOM Aonnneporpadum Mmexay rpynnaMu nccnepsoBanus no nevenus (M £m)

Table 1. Doppler ultrasound parameter values in the study groups before the treatment (M £ m)

Napametp OcHoBHas rpynna / Main group pynna cpaBHeHus
Parameter 1 n/rp / subgroup 1 2 n/rp / subgroup 2 3 n/rp / subgroup 3 Comparison group
Vas 0.84 = 0.09 0.81 +£0.04 0.83 £0.06 1.610 £ 0.091
Vam 0.23 £ 0.04 0.22 £0.05 0.22 £0.03 0.53 £0.06
Vakd 0.240 £ 0.047 0.230 £ 0.054 0.230 £ 0.042 0.570 £ 0.044

Qas 0.0040 + 0.0002 0.004 + 0.0004 0.0040 = 0.0006 0.0260 + 0.0003
Qam 0.001 * 0.0002 0.0010 = 0.0004 0.0010 + 0.0004 0.0080 + 0.0002
Pl 2.53£0.19 2,49 £0.23 2.57+£0.15 3.67£0.10
RI 0.840 £ 0.032 0.860 £ 0.059 0.850 £ 0.054 0.650 £ 0.036
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Puc. 1. MNoka3saTtenn ob6beMHbIX CKOPOCTEN KPOBOTOKA
B rpynnax uccnegoeaHus (mn/cek)
Fig. 1. Volumetric blood flow rate parameters
in the study groups (ml/sec)

PE3YJIbTATbDI

Ilo maHHBIM YJAbTPAa3BYKOBOI mormmieporpaduu Bo
dbpoHTaILHOM OTHEe HUKHE!N UYeqCTU Y MalMeHTOB
OCHOBHO TPYIIIIbI UCCIeL0BaHUS O OPTOLOHTUYECKO-
O JieueHUsI ObLIIO BBISIBJIEHO CHMKEHME JTMHEHBIX CKO-
poCTelt KpOBOTOKA MO CPaBHEHMIO C MMalleHTaMy IPYII-
IbI cpaBHeHMS (Tabs. 1). Tak, mokaszarenb: Vas (CM/ceK)
O6bUT CHIDKEH Ha 49%, mokaszaTenb Vam (CM/ceK) — Ha
58%, a mokasatenb Vakd (cm/cek) — Ha 59% (p < 0,01).

IToka3aTenu 06beMHBIX CKOPOCTElT KPOBOTOKA Qas u
Qam (mJ1/ceK) 6bUIM CHMKEHBI Ha 84% u 87% coOTBeT-
ctBeHHO (p € 0,01) (puc. 1). Uugexc mynbcanuu PI 6611
CHMKeH B obmactu 4.1,4.2,3.1,3.2dd Ha 31% (p < 0,01).
B cBoto ouepenb nHAeKc RI ObL7 BbINIE Y MAIMEHTOB OC-
HOBHOJ rpynnbl Ha 23% 110 CpaBHEHMUIO C IPYIIION CpaB-
HEHMs], YTO TOBOPUJIO O IOBBIIIEHUM COCYLUCTOTO CO-
MIPOTUBJIEHUS TOKY KPOBU, CBSI3aHHOM C TeMOCTa3oOM B
30He Meperpy3ku TKaHel nmapomoHTa. belio oTMeueHo,
YTO Ipu 60JbIIeM medUIuTEe MPOCTPAHCTBA B 3yOHOM
psimy HabmomaloTcs 6onee HU3KMe MOKA3aTeNu IO pe-
3y/JbTAaTaM yJAbTPa3BYKOBOI momrieporpadbumn.

Takum 06pa3om, MpU CKy4eHHOM TOJIOXKEHUM 3yOOB
BO (DPOHTAJILHOM OT/eJie HVKHEN YeNlIoCTU CHIDKAJIUCh
CKOpPOCTHBIE IIOKa3aTejlu KPOBOTOKA, UTO CBUIETENb-
CTBYeT O CHUKEHHOM HallOJIHEHMM TKaHell KPOBbIO,
CBSI3aHHOM C TeperpysKoii TKaHeil mapomoHTa B oba-
CTU CKYYEHHO PacIOJIOKeHHbIX 3y60B (puc. 2).

O6beMHbIE CKOPOCTU KPOBOTOKA TaKkKe CHMUKAIOTCS
B CBSI3M CO CIIa3MOM apTepUOa ¥ BEHO3HBIM 3aCTOEM.
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Fig. 2. Blood velocity parameters
in the study groups (cm/sec)

ITokasaTenu MHAEKCA MyJbCalU TOBOPST O CHUKEHUU
YIIPYTO-371aCTUYECKUX CBOVCTB COCYIAUCTONM CTEHKU.

VY mauueHTOB 1-71 U 2-ii OCHOBHOM MOATPYIIIBI, KO-
TOPBIM MPOBOAMJIOCH OPTOLOHTUUYECKOE JieueHe C UC-
M0JIb30BaHMEM 3J1aliHepOB, KOpPpeKIMs 3aBeplianach
cImycTs 6 = 2 mecsiia. B aTux mogrpymnnax B JaHHbIE CPO-
KM HaOII0aI0Ch JOCTOBEPHOE YBEINUYEHME JIMHENHBIX
U 00BEMHBIX CKOPOCTEII KPOBOTOKA, KOTOpbIe TPUOIN-
SKaIMUCh K 3HAUYEHMSIM, MMOJIyYeHHBbIM B I'PYIIIie CpaBHe-
Husi. Y MauMeHTOB 3-i1 OCHOBHOWM MOATPYIIIbI Takxke
ToKasaTenu, 6;1M3Kue K IoKasaTelIsIM TPYIIIIbl cCpaBHe-
HUSI, GBUTY JOCTUTHYTHI, OAHAKO 3HAUMUTEIBHO O3 HEE,
crmycrs 12 + 2 mecsila mocie Havyaaa OpTOLOHTUIECKOTO
JleueHMsI C UCII0Jb30BaHMEM 3 Kyaii3-TeXHUKN.

3AKJTIOYEHUE

Takum 06pa3soM MNPy CKYYEHHOM IIOJIOKEHUM 3y6OB
BO (hPOHTATBLHOM OT/e/e HIVDKHEN UYelIoCTY HapylIaloTCs
rpoiiecchl 0OMeHa BEIIeCTB B TKAHSX MapoJOHTa U IMPOo-
11eCChl MUKPOLMPKY/ISILIMY, YTO IPUBOAUT CHavasa K obpa-
TUMBIM, @ 3aTe€M K He0OPaTMMBbIM ITOBPEKIEHMSIM TKaHei
[7, 12, 16]. OpTomoHTMUYECKasT KOPPEKLMS ITOJIOKEHUS CKY-
YeHHO PAaCIIOJIOKEHHBIX 3YOOB C MCITOIb30BAaHMEM 3Jaii-
HEpOB MpoTeKaeT 6e3 Ype3MEpPHOTo HABJIeHMsS, UTO IIO-
3BOJISIET JOCTMUYb O0JIee TIABHOTO M GBICTPOrO YIYUILIeHUs
JIMHEHBIX ¥ 00bEMHBIX CKOPOCTE KPOBOTOKA, UTO ITO3BO-
JsIeT TaHHOMY anrapaTypHOMY MeTORY OPTOLOHTUYECKO-
IO JieueHMsI ObITh METOAOM BbIOOpA IIPU JIEYEHUM B3POC-
JIBIX TIAIIMEHTOB C IAHHOI aHOMaJIMel TTOJIOKeHMST 3yO0B.

3. Jiang F, Xia Z, Li S, Eckert G, Chen J. Mechani-
cal environment change in root, periodontal ligament,
and alveolar bone in response to two canine retraction
treatment strategies. Orthod Craniofac Res. 2015;18
Suppl1(01):29-38.

doi: 10.1111/0cr.12076

4. AuTocuk PM. AHanu3 3¢pheKTMBHOCTY OPTOOOHTH-
YeCKOTO JIeUeHUs TTallMeHTOB CO CKYYeHHOCThI0 3y60B Ha
3jlaliHepax, U3roToBJeHHbIX 0 3D- 1 DPM-TexHomorMn.
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