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PesynbTraThl M3y4eHus HUdPOBBIX
1300parkeHN1 6a3MCOB MOTHBIX ChEMHBIX
IIPOTE30B, U3TOTOBIEHHDBIX C IIOMOILIBIO
3D-nevyaty 1 TpafgMLMIOHHBIX TE€XHOIOT UM

Pedepar. Llenb — u3yuntb pa3mepHy0 TOUHOCTb 6a31COB MOSHbIX CbEMHbIX MPOTE30B, U3r0-
TOBJIEHHbIX C NPUMEHeHVeM LPPOBBIX U TPAANLMOHHBIX TexHonornii. MaTepuanbl n meToAbl.
Ba3ncbl NonHbIX CbeMHbIX MPOTE30B U3roTaBAMBaNY C NPUMEHEHVEM BHYTPYPOTOBOrO la3epPHOro
ckaHepa iTero Cadent (CLLA) n 3D-npuHTtepa Asiga Max UV (ABctpanus). LudpoBsble n3obpakeHus
6a31COB MOJIHBIX CbeMHbIX MPOTE30B M3yYasy C MOMOLLbIO KOMMbOTEPHOI nporpammbl MeshLab.
[lna cTaTcTMyeckoro aHann3a NonyyeHHbIX JaHHbIX NPUMEHANN HenapameTpuyecknn U-Kputepui
MaHHa—YuTtHu. Pe3ynbTaTtbl. Ha 0CHOBaHMM NoyUYeHHbIX AaHHbIX YCTAaHOBIIEHO, YTO 6a3uchl
NOJHbIX CbeMHbIX MPOTE30B, N3rOTOB/IEHHbIE C MOMOLLbI0 COBPEMEHHbIX LUPOBbLIX TEXHONO-
ruii, o6naaatoT 6oblueli pa3mMepHO TOYHOCTbIO (CpeaHee 3HaUYeHNe MeAVaHHOTO PaCcCTOAHNSA
0,0771+0,0158 mMM) No cpaBHEeHUIO C 6a3ncamii NOJTHbIX CbEMHbIX NPOTE30B, M3rOTOBNEHHbIMY TPa-
OVLVOHHBIM MeTOAOM (CpefiHee 3HaueHVe MeauaHHoro pacctoanns 0,1357+0,0277 Mm) € ypoBHeM
3HaummocTn p<0,05 (U=0, p=0,002). 3akntoueHme. CkaHnpoBaHue 6e33y60oii BEpXHEN YenocTu
BHYTPVPOTOBbIM 1a3epPHbIM CKaHEPOM MO3BOJISIET U3rOTOBUTb C NoMoLLbio 3D-npuHTepa u3 6vo-
NHepTHoro ¢poTononumepHoro matepuana NextDent Base 6a3ncbl NOMHbIX CbEMHbIX MPOTE30B
C BbICOKOV pa3mMepHON TOYHOCTbIO.

KnioueBble cnoBa: uMdpoBble TeXHONOruy B CToMatonoruu, Ludposbie oTTckm, ExoCAD, BHy-
TPUPOTOBOI CKaHep, 3D-neyaTb, NONHbIE CbeMHbIe NMPOoTe3bl
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Results of the study of digital images
of the bases of complete removable
prostheses made using 3D printing
and traditional technologies

Abstract. The aim is to study the dimensional accuracy of the bases of complete removable
prostheses made using digital and traditional technologies. Materials and methods. Bases
of complete removable prostheses were made using an intraoral laser scanner iTero Cadent (USA)
and a 3D printer Asiga Max UV (Australia). Digital images of the bases of complete removable pros-
theses were studied using the MeshLab computer program. The nonparametric Mann—Whitney
U-test was used for statistical analysis of the obtained data. Results. Based on the data obtained,
it was found that the bases of complete removable prostheses made using modern digital technol-
ogies have greater dimensional accuracy (average median distance 0.0771+0.0158 mm) compared
to the bases of complete removable prostheses made using the traditional method (average me-
dian distance 0.1357+0.0277 mm) with a significance level of p<0.05 (U=0, p=0.002). Conclusion.
Scanning the toothless upper jaw in an experiment with an intraoral laser scanner makes it possible
to produce complete removable prostheses with high dimensional accuracy using the 3D printer
from the bioinert photopolymer material NextDent Base.

Key words: digital technologies in dentistry, digital impressions, ExoCAD, intraoral scanner,
3D printing, complete removable prostheses
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cTOoOMATODNOT K A

BBEJJEHUE

MATEPUAJIBI I METO/IbI

CoBpeMeHHbIe IU(POBbIE TEXHOIOTUH MO3BOJISIIOT aBTO-
MaTM3MpPOBAaTh MPOIECC U3TOTOBJIEHUS MOJHBIX CheMHBIX
npoTe30B. LIuppoBbie METO/IbI CO3/1aHust GA3UCOB MOJTHBIX
CbEMHBIX TIPOTE30B OCHOBAHBI Ha MOJIyYeHUN BUPTYalb-
HbIX U3006paXKEeHUI YeNI0CTell MAlUEeHTOB C MOMOIIbIO
BHYTpUPOTOBbIX [1—11] 1160 Ma6OPaTOPHBIX CKAHEPOB,
KOMIIBIOTEPHOM MOJIEJIMPOBAHUM U U3TOTOBJIEHUH C TIOMO-
1IbI0 CyGTPAKTUBHOTO IGO0 afAUTUBHOTO MeTozia [12—21].
TpaauIIMOHHOW TEXHOJIOTHEH N3roTOBIeH!s 6a31COB MOJ-
HBIX CheMHBIX MPOTE30B ABJISETCS METOJ TOPsAYe MOJM-
Mepu3aly aKpUJIOBOU riactMacchl [22]. B nmuteparype
BCTPEYAKOTCS OT/EJIbHbIE ONMCAHNS KIMHAIECKUX CIIyYaeB
MBrOTOBJIEHUSI TIOJIHBIX ChEMHBIX IPOTE30B C IPUMEHEHNEM
undpoBbIx TexHomoruii [23—28]. HayuHbix ny6auKauuii,
TOCBSANIEHHBIX M3YYEHUI0 PAa3MEPHON TOYHOCTH GA3UCOB
TIOJIHBIX ChEMHBIX POTE30B, M3TOTOBJIEHHBIX TPalUIMOH-
HBIM ¥ [IUGPOBLIMU METOZIAMHU, CETO/HS KPaiiHe MaJjio, OHHI
JIOCTaTOYHO MPOTUBOPEYMBBI U TPEOYIOT IOTIOHUTENHHBIX
uccienoBanuii [29—32].

Ileab — U3y4nTh Pa3MEPHYH) TOYHOCTb GA3UCOB TIOJ-
HBIX ChbeMHBIX TIPOTE30B, M3TOTOBJIEHHBIX C IPUMEHEHNEM
MPPOBbIX ¥ TPAAUIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTHA.

Dnccuepumentaanman
MO/

—_— OTTHCK — THITCOBAA MOTETL
C-cHANKOHUBBIT l

Basac moIHOTO CLEMBOTO
npoTeda, DOIYIeHRLIE 00
TPaTHNHOAAOH TEXHAKS

Hnadposoe Basac noanoro ceéMuore
H306] MPOTeda, DOTY TeHHLIH

IRCMEPHMEATATLHOH © momome 31 npaaTepa
Asiga Max UV

MOTETH, MOUTVIeHADE

[ © noMOmBR
EBHYTPHPUTUBUIO l

ckanepa iTero Cadent
Iindy H300] Imdy Ha06y ' 1y H300]
BICCI.IEPHDIEH'I‘ﬂ.ﬂhHUi ﬁa:u{c:l uporesa,

GH!HCH HpoTe3d, NoJay4eHHOoe
L, MOdE/H, N0y HeHHOR € HOMOLBH JAG0PATOPHOTO NOIYHEHHOE € HOMOIbH
[ P AadopaTOPHOTO

KaVe ARCTICA
JaG0paATOPHOTo CRAHCPA cranepa KaVo ARCTICA
KaVo ARCTICA

Puc. 1. Cxema npogedeHus 3KkcnepumeHma
[Fig. 1. Scheme of the experiment]

Puc. 2. 3kcnepumeHmManbHas 2uncosas Mooesb 8epxHell yeocmu
[Fig. 2. Experimental plaster model of the upper jawl

[1s1 u3y4eHus1 pa3MepPHON TOYHOCTU 6a3MCOB MOJHBIX
ChEMHBIX TPOTe30B OblIa pa3paboTaHa crenuaabHast cxe-
Ma ucciefoBaHus (puc. 1), B KOTOpOX MUCIOIb30BAIN IKC-
IepUMEHTAIbHYI0 THIICOBYIO MOZeNb 6e33y0o0il BepxHeit
qemocTu (puc. 2).

Ha mepBoM 3Tarne ¢ MOMOIIbI0 BHYTPUPOTOBOTO Ja-
3epHoro ckaHepa iTero Cadent (CILIA) 6bLIO HONY4EHO
6 uudppOBBIX M300paXKeHHIT IKCIIePUMEHTATbHON MOfie-
mu. B mporpamme Dental CAD npoBoAMIN MOZIeMpPOBa-
Hye 6a3MCOB TOJHBIX CheMHBIX TPOTe30B (puc. 3a). [lasee
Ha 3D-mpunTepe Asiga Max UV (puc. 3b) uzroroBuu 6 6a-
3MCOB IOJIHBIX CHEMHBIX NPOTE30B U3 (OTOMONTUMEPHOTO
marepuana NextDent Base.

Ha BTOpOM 3Tane NONy4uIu 6 OTTUCKOB 3KCIIEPUMEH-
TaJbHOU MOJIeI U3 CUJIMKOHOBOTO MaTepuasa Speedex
(Coltene, IlIBeiiapus) ¥ U3TOTOBUIJIU TUIICOBBIE MOZIENN
u3 BeIcOKonpoyHoro rumnca Fujirock (GC, Anonus). Janee
0 TPAZAULIMOHHOW MeTO/MKe BBIIIABJIEHUsI BOCKA U $Op-
MOBKH Miactmacchl Vertex Rapid (Vertex-Dental, Hunep-
]IaH,I[bI) M3TrOTOBWIN 6 6A3MCOB MOJIHBIX CheMHBIX IPOTE30B.

Ha TpeTbeM 3Tare ¢ MOMOLIBIO JIAGOPATOPHOTO ONTHU-
yeckoro ckaHepa KaVo ARCTICA AutoScan (I'epmanus)

Puc. 3. A— modenuposaHue NosHbIX CbeMHbIX
3y6HbIX npome3os 8 npozpamme DentalCAD;
b— yucghposoe uzobpaxeHue 6a3ucos NOHbIX
CBeMHbIX NPoMe308 U MoOenuposaHue cuc-
membl N0OOePXKeK NPU N0O20MOBKe K neyamu
Ha 3D-npuHmepe
[Fig. 3. A — modeling of complete removable
dentures in the Dental CAD program; b — digi-
tal image of the bases of complete removable
dentures and modeling of the support system
in preparation for printing on a 3D printer]
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nosy4yaau udppoBbie N306paKeHUs HKCIIePUMEHTAIbHON
MOJIeNIM U BCEX TOJIyYeHHBIX B XOZle HKCIepuMeHTa 6a3u-
COB TIOJTHBIX CheMHBIX MPOTe30B. B mporpamme MeshLab
COBMeIIasy uppoBoe U306 paskeHre SKCIIePUMEHTaTbHON
MozieJ ¢ TMPPOBLIMU U300paKeHUSIMU 6Aa3KCOB MOJHBIX
CbEMHBIX NIPOTE30B, MOJTyYeHHBbIX B XOZle HKCIIePHMeEHTa.
CoBmerenve nudpoBeIx n306paxxennii B MeshLab ocy-
IeCcTBJISI€TCA aBTOMATU4ecKU. Ilocie HaJoXeHus OBYX
1MPOBBIX M300paXKeHN MpOorpaMMa PacCYUTHIBAET Me-
ZIMaHy PacCTOSHUIN MeXxay HUPPOBLIMU 00beKTaMu. AJro-
PUTM CpPaBHEHUS COCTOUT B CJIEAYIOIIEM:

1. Ciy4aiiHbIM 06pa3oM BbIOUPAETCS JOCTaTOYHO OOJIb-
II0e YMCJI0 TOYeK Ha ABYX LUQPOBLIX U300paXKeHNUSX,
paBHOe YMCIly BepUIMH B OZHOU U3 MOzieslel.

2. TN KaX/10M TOYKK OJHOTO 1PPOBOr0O N300paXKEHUS
1epe61paOTCA TOYKY APYroro BUPTyalbHOroO M300pa-
)KeHWs IUIs onpeniesieHus O6mmkaiimeil. PaccrosiHue
MEX/ly STUMH IByMSI TOYKaMU 3a[IOMUHAETCS.

3. Cpenu Bcex 3alIOMHEHHBIX PACCTOSTHUI aBTOMAaTU4IeCKU
paccynThHIBAETCS Me/IiaHa PACCTOSTHUM MeX[y IBYMS
11 $POBBIMU N300PAKEHUSIMY.

0.000000 Max 4.798313

0.000000 Max 4.149323
n 0.24700% M=d 0.081730

251996 Med 0.125496

Puc. 4. Pabouee okHo npozpammbl MeshLab ¢ coameuwseHHbIMU Yugposbimu

u306paxeHuAMU 6a3UCO8 NOJIHbIX CbEMHbIX NPOME308: d — U320MO8J1eH-

HO020 MpaoduyuOHHbIM Memodom,; b — u3zomosneHHo20 Ha 3D-npuHmepe

Asiga Max UV u3 mamepuana NextDent Base

[Fig. 4. Working window of the MeshLab program with combined digital
images of the bases of complete removable prostheses: a — made by the
traditional method; b — made on the Asiga Max UV 3D printer from Next-
Dent Base materiall

Asiga TpaAVLIMOHHbIR MeToq,

0,18 0,18
0,16 0,16
0,14 0,14
0,12 0,12
0,10 0,10
0,08 0,08
0,06 0,06
0,04 0,04
0,02 0,02

0 0

Puc. 5. PacnpedeneHue meOuaHbl paccmosHul 8 3asucumocmu
om Memodad u320moeieHus
[Fig. 5. Distribution of the median distance depending

on the manufacturing method]

B mpuioxeHuM K HalleMy MCCIIeZIOBAaHUIO pa3MepHast
TOYHOCTb 6A3UCOB MOJIHBIX ChEMHBIX IIPOTE30B TeM OOJIbIIIe,
yeM MeHbllle 3HaUeHre MeIMaHHOTO PaccTOsIHUA (puc. 4)
MeXZly IMPPOBBIMU N300paXKEeHUAMHU IOCTIe MX COBMeIIe-
HUSA. Pe3ynbTaThl U3MepeHui 3aHOCUIN B TaOJIMLbI IS
HOCTIeZ[yIOIIero CTaTUCTIYEeCKOTo aHauu3a. B 3w ¢ Tew,
YTO KCII0JIb30BAJIU IPYIIIBI MaJIbIX 00bEMOB, IJIS aHAIM3a
JIaHHBIX I1e1ec000Pa3HO IPUMEHATh HellapaMeTpUyecKUuil
U-kputepuii ManHa—YutHu. B 1aHHOM HUcclieoBaHUU
B Ka4ecTBe KPUTHYECKOTO ObUI IIPUHAT YPOBEHb 3HAYMMO-
ctu p=0,05. YpoBeHb 3HauuMoctu p<0,05 yka3bIBaeT, 4To
BEPOSATHOCTb OMIMOOYHOTO NPUHATHUSA TUIIOTE3bl O Pa3Ju-
4uu rpynn MeHblue 0,05.

PE3YJIBTATBI I OBCYKJJEHIE

Pe3ynbTaThl n3MepeHNUs MeUaHHOTO PACCTOSHUA MeXIy
11 $POBLIM M300paXKeHNEM HKCIePUMEHTATLHON MOZIeNH
¥ 1 POBBIMU U300paXKeHUSIMU 6a31COB TIOTHBIX ChEMHBIX
IPOTE30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIX Pa3HBIMU METOAAMH, [IPeCTaB-
neHsl B Tabx1. 1. Ha puc. 5 mpencraBiieHO cpaBHeHHe pac-
npezesieHNs 3Ha4eHUI BeTMIMHBI MeJaHbl PAacCTOSTHU,
a B TabJ. 2 — onucaresbHas CTATUCTUKA.

Tabnuua 1. MeanaHHoe pacctoaHne Mexay uudpoBbiM 306pae-

HUEeM 3KCnepuUMeHTaNbHOI Mogenu 1 LudpoBbIMYU U306paxKeHAMN

6a31COB NOJHBIX CbeMHbIX MPOTE30B, U3TOTOBNEHHDBIX Pa3HbIMM Me-

ToAamu (B Mm)

[Table 1. Median distance between the digital image of the experi-
mental model and digital images of the bases of complete removable
prostheses made by different methods (mm)]

MeTop 13rotoBneHns

undposoii TPaAVLMOHHbIN
1 0,051704 0,099449
2 0,091105 0,123901
3 0,076736 0,125496
4 0,067337 0,179955
5 0,081730 0,131866
6 0,094009 0,153496
CpepHee 3HaueHue 0,077104 0,135694

Tabnuua 2. OnucatenbHble CTaTUCTUKK pacnpeaeneHns 3HauYeHuil

BENNYMHbI Me[UaHbl PacCTOAHNI

[Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the distribution of the values of the
median distance]

MeToa nsrotosnexHuna

undposoi TPaANLMOHHBIN
M+m 0,07710+0,01577 0,13570+0,02774
MepnaHa 0,07923 0,12870
MuHnmym 0,05170 0,09950
Makcumym 0,09401 0,18000
25-1 NpoLEeHTUNb 0,06969 0,12430
75-1 NnpoLeHTUNb 0,08876 0,14810
CraHpapTHas owmnbKa 000644 001132

cpepHero
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Ha ocHOBaHUY TOJTy4eHHBIX IaHHBIX ObLJIO YCTaHOBJIE-
HO, 4TO CpeJiHee 3Ha4eHue MeJUaHHOTO PACCTOSTHUA MeXIy
1M $POBLIM M300pakeHEeM HKCIIEPUMEHTAILHON MOJieH
1 [ HPOBBIMU N300paXKeHUSIMU 6Aa31COB TOTHBIX CheMHBIX
IpPOTEe30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIX Ha 3D-NpuUHTEpe, COCTaBIA-
et 0,07710+0,01577 mMMm. CpenHee 3HaueHHe MeAAUAaHHOTO
paccTosIHUA MeXy LUUPPOBBIM M300paXKeHNeM KCIepu-
MEeHTaJIbHOIM Mozien ¥ IU$POBLIMU U300pakeHusIMU Oa-
31COB IOJHBIX CbeMHBIX NPOTe30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIX Tpa-
JTUITMOHHBIM MeToioM, coctasisieT 0,13570+0,02774 mm.
DTH IaHHBIE T03BOJIUIIH C/IeJIaTh BBIBOJ, O TOM, YTO OAa3UCHI
TIOJIHBIX CheMHBIX TPOTEe30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIE C IIOMOIIbIO
COBPEMEHHBIX IUPPOBBIX TEXHONOTUH (BHYTPHPOTOBOE JIa-
3epHOe CKaHMpOBaHuUe U 3D-mpuHTep), 06J1a1aI0T OOJIbIIEN
Pa3MepHOH TOYHOCTBIO [0 CPaBHEHUIO ¢ 6a3uCcaMy MOJTHbIX
CbeMHBIX IPOTE30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIMU TPAAULIMOHHBIM Me-
TOZIOM € ypoBHeM 3HauuMocT# p<0,05 (U=0, p=0,002).

Be3ycn0BHO, Npe/CTaBAAI0T UHTEepeC UCCIef0BaHNUsA
MHOCTPaHHBIX aBTOPOB, 3aHMMAIOLINXCS U3y4eHUeM JjaH-
HO# npo6yemsl. B yactHocti, Hu Chen u coaBT. B cBO-
€M HCCJIefJlOBAHMU He HAllIU CTaTUCTUYeCKUX pasiu-
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TIPOTE30B, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIX M3 BOCKOBBIX 3aTOTOBOK, TIOJIY-
YeHHBIX C TIOMOMLILI0 3D-TIpUHTEpa U TPAJUIMOHHBIM Me-
tonom [31]. B.J. Goodacre u coaBT. IPUILILIK K BBIBOAY, YTO
TIOJIHBIE CheMHbIE TIPOTe3bl, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIE C TTIOMOIILIO
CAD/CAM, ob6nazmatoT 60sbleld pa3MepHOi TOYHOCTHIO
110 CPaBHEHUIO C CheMHBIMU TIPOTe3aMH, U3TOTOBJIEHHBIMH
TPaIULMOHHBIM MeTozOM [32].

3AK/IIOYEHUE

CkaHunpoBaHue 6e33y00i BepXHeH 4eTI0CTH BHYTPUPOTO-
BBIM JIa3epHbIM ckaHepoM iTero Cadent mo3BossieT u3ro-
TOBUTH Ha 3D-npuHTepe Asiga Max UV u3 6MOMHEPTHOTO
¢dorononmumepHoro matepuana NextDent Base 6a3uce! mos-
HBIX CbeMHBIX IIPOTE30B C BLICOKOI pa3MepHOI TOYHOCTBIO.
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