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HanpsikeHHOe cOCTOsSIHME BOJU3U JEeHTAJbHbIX UMIUIAHTATOB
Npu pe30opOLUM KOCTHBIX TKaHel

M. H. IlepeabmyTep
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Hanckoro, a. 101, kopm. 1

Ilepeasmytep Muxauna HaranoBud, 10KT0p (PU3MKO-MaTeMaTHYECKUX HAYK, BEAYILIHH HAYYHBIH COTPYAHUK,
perelm@ipmnet.ru, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8430-5412, AuthorID: 14187

Annortanus. [IpencraBseHsl pe3y/bTaThl YUCJAEHHOTO MOAENHUPOBAHHS METOAOM TPAHHUHBIX HHTE-
rpanbHbiX ypaBHeHHH (MTMY) Bausinust pe3opOIMK KOCTHBIX TKaHeH Ha HampsiKeHHOe COCTOsIHUE
BOJIM3M BUHTOBBIX IE€HTAJbHBIX HMIJIAHTATOB MPHU AeHCTBUH HOPMAaJbHOH M HAKJOHHOH CXKHMalo-
mux Harpysok. Mcnosnbsyercs npsamoil Bapuant MI'MY nss KycouHo-0nHOPOAHBIX MofoGmaacTei.
Pacder HampsiKeHHOTO COCTOSTHUSI UMIIJIAHTATa M OKPYXKAIOLIUX KOCTHBIX TKAHEH BBITIONHSAJACS AJIS
COCTOSIHHS TIJIOCKOH neopMalyy B MPeATNoJOKEHUH TTOJHOTO COeANHEHUs] MAaTeprUasoB Ha rpaHULe
MMIIJIAHTATa U KOCTH (OCTEOMHTErpalMi) U COCTOSIN U3 IBYX 3TanoB: 1) aHa/au3a Bcell KOHCTPYKIHH
UMIJIaHTaTa CO CIVIa’KEHHBIM BUHTOBBIM COeJMHEHHEeM MeXX1y HMIJIAHTAaTOM U OKpYy2KalolHMH
KOCTHBIMH TKaHSIMH; 2) MCCJIeIOBaHUS pacrpefie/ieHUsl HaTpsiKeHWH ¢ y4eToM (hOpMbl BUHTOBOTO
COeNMHEeHUS] MMILJIaHTaTa U KOCTHBIX TKaHeHd. Moje/b NepBoro srama pacuera coCTosijla U3 ce-
MU nono6JsacTel, COOTBETCTBYIOIINX dJeMeHTaM KOHCTPYKLIHMH HUMILJIAaHTAaTa M y4acTKaM KOCTHBIX
TkaHe#. Ha BTOpoM 3Tame pacuera mpeanosarajgoch, 4YTo BINAAMHBI B ry6uaTol KOCTH, KOTOpbIE
06pasyloTcs nocse yCTaHOBKM HMILJIaHTaTa, COOTBETCTBYIOT BUHTOBOH pe3bOe Ha MMmsaHTare. Pac-
CMOTPEHO BJIMSIHME Pe30pOLMH KOCTHBIX TKaHel Ha KOHLEHTPALMIO HaNpsiKeHUH B BUTKAX Pe3bObl
UMIIJIaHTaTa U B rybuyatoil KOCTHOH TKaHHU. [locTpoeHHe UHC/IeHHBIX MOAeJ/el BhIIOJIHANOCH MIPU
JOMYIEHHH, UTO CJIeICTBHEM Pe30pOLUK KOCTHOH TKaHH siBJsieTcsi (GOPMHUPOBaHHE TOJOCTH (NYHKH
pe3opOuMK) BOKPYT MMILJIaHTaTa. BblYMC/IeHHS MPOBOAMJHUCH B IMPEATONOKEHHH, YTO KOCTHBIE
TKaHHU SIBJASIIOTCS U30TPOMHBIMH U OAHOPONHBIMH YNPYTHMH MaTepHa/jaMH. YCTaHOBJEHO, UTO B
pesy/bTare pe3opOLMH MPOUCXOAUT 3HAUUTENBbHOE NepepaclpejesieHHe HalpsiXKeHUH B KOCTHBIX
TKaHSAX U UMIJaHTaTe. MakcuMasbHble SKBHBAJEHTHbIE HAMPSKeHHs B KOPTHKAJbHOH KOCTHON
TKaHH CHHXKAIOTCS, B I'y6UaTOH KOCTHOH TKaHH — BO3pacTaloT. Pe3ysbTaTel NpeacTaBaeHbl B BUE
pacrnpene/ieHU# HHTEHCHBHOCTH HaNpsiKeHWH 10 rpaHuliaM nopobJjacTell pacyeTHOH MOAEJIH.
KnroueBble cjoBa: MMIJIaHTAT, BUHTOBOE COelMHEHHe, pe30pOLHs KOCTHOH TKaHH, MeTol Trpa-
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Abstract. The results of numerical modeling by the boundary integral equations method (BIEM)
of the effect of bone tissues resorption on the stress state near screw dental implants under
action of normal and inclined compressive loads are presented. The direct version of the BIEM for
piecewise homogeneous sub-regions is used. The computation of the implant and the surrounding
bone tissues stresses was carried out for plane strain state, assuming the complete bonding
of materials at the interface of the implant and bones (osteointegration) and consisted of two
stages: 1) analysis of the entire implant structure with smoothed screw join between implant
and the surrounding bone tissues; 2) studies of stress distribution taking into account the shape
of the screw join of the implant and bone tissues. The model of the first stage of computations
consisted of 7 sub-regions corresponding to the parts of the implant structure and bone tissues
zones. On the second stage of computations it was assumed that those hollows in the spongy
bone, which had formed in a bone after implant penetration, are conformed to the screw thread
on the implant. The effect of bone tissues resorption on stresses concentration in the screw
join of implants and spongy bone tissue is considered. The creating of computation models was
performed on the assumption that the result of bones resorption is the cavity formation around
implants. The computations were performed under the assumption that the bone tissues are
isotropic and homogeneous elastic materials. It was found that as a result of resoprtion, there is
a significant stresses redistribution in bone tissues and the implant with maximum equivalent
stresses decreasing in the cortical bone tissue and increasing in spongy bone tissue. The results
are presented as the distributions of stress intensity along the sub-regions boundaries of the
computational model.

Keywords: implant, screw joint, bone tissues resorption, method of boundary integral equations,
stress-strain state, stress concentration
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Beenenue

OnHoli U3 OCHOBHBIX MPOOJEM B CTOMATOJOTMYECKOH HMIIJIAHTOJOTUU SBJISETCS pe-
30pOLUS KOCTHBIX TKaHel, KOTopasi COKpallaeT BpeMsl CayKObl UMIJIAHTATOB. [IpuuuHbl
pe3opOLHK MHOI00Opa3Hbl U 3aBUCAT OT KayecTBa KOCTHBIX TKaHeH MallMeHTOB, a TaKxKe
OT TEXHOJIOTMH MeIMLHHCKHUX TPOLeyp YCTaHOBKH MMILIaHTaToB [1]. IleperpeB KocTHOW
TKaHU TIPU CBEpPJIEHUH B NPOLECCe YCTAHOBKM MUMIJIAHTATa MOXKeT ObITh OJHOH M3 NPUYMH
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MOBpeXXJeHHsl KOCTHBIX TKaHeH W mocJenyioleid ux pe3opOunn. YCTaHOBKA HMIJIAHTATOB C
M30bITOUHBIM YCUJIHUEM MOXKET NMPUBECTH K 3HAUMUTEJbHBIM HaNpsiKeHUSIM B KOPTHKAJIbHOH U
ry64yaToll KOCTHBIX TKaHSX, YTO TaKxKe sBJseTcsl (paKTOPOM, CIOCOOCTBYIOIKMM pe30pOLrH
KOCTHBIX TKaHeH BOJNM3M UMIJIaHTATOB. Pe30pO1usi KOCTHBIX TKaHEH 3aBUCHUT OT MOJIEJH
UMIJIaHTATOB, X Pa3MepoB, (DOPM K MaTepHaJioB, U3 KOTOPBIX OHU M3rOTOBJeHBl. BuoJio-
TMYECKUMU (paKTOpaMH, BJAHSAIOLIMMH Ha pe30pOLHI0 KOCTHBIX TKaHeH, IBJSIOTCS, KpoMe
HeJ0CTaTOYHOI'0 KauecTBa KOCTHOH TKaHM, paHHSS Harpy3ka UMIJIaHTaTa U HeyLOBJETBO-
pUTe/bHAsE OCTEOMHTErpalusl MexAy UMIJIAHTATOM U KOCTHOH TKaHbio. DopmupoBaHMe Ha
UMIJaHTaTe 3yOHOro KaMHS$l, SIBJSIOILIEr0Cs UCTOUHUKOM OaKTepui, SIBJASETCs AOMOJHHU-
TeJbHOH NMPUUMHON pe3opbunu. PasnnyHble acneKkThl MPUUKMH Pe30pOLUHU KOCTHBIX TKaHeH
o6cyxaaTest B paborax [2-6].

Jlns MoneMpoBaHUs HAMPSI2KEHHOI'0 COCTOSIHHS CTOMATOJIOTHYeCKHX MUMILJIAHTATOB U
KOCTHBIX TKaHel B MOCJefHHe NeCATUJETHS HCIOJb3YIOTCS UYHC/AeHHble MeToabl. Hau-
GoJiblllee pacnpoCTPaHeHHe MOJYUYUJ MeTON KOHeuHbX ajnemeHToB (MKD) [7-12]. MTUY
B 3aJlayaX CTOMAaTOJIOrMYeCKOH OHOMEeXaHHWKH HCIMOJb3yeTcsl He Tak LWHpoko. OgHO u3
MepBbIX MPUMeHeHHH 3Toro Metona 6bwio B 1993 r. mis aHa/nu3a HampsiXKeHHOTO COCTOS-
HUSI COeNMHEHHs] LIMJUHIPUUECKOTO UMIJIaHTaTa ¥ KOCTHOH TKaHu [13]. MY Takxe
NPUMeHSJICS /1S aHa/JM3a HaMpsiXKeHHOT'0 COCTOSIHHS CTOMATOJIOTMYeCKUX MUMIJaHTaTOB,
M3TOTOBJIEHHBIX M3 Pa3/JHUHbIX MaTepuasoB (TUTaHA WM KepaMuKH) [14]. CpaBHUTEbHBIH
aHau3 npumeHeHuss MK u MI'MY 17 oueHKH HampsizKeHHOTO COCTOSIHUSI UMIIJIAaHTATOB
¥ KOCTHOU TKaHU Obla BbiMoJsHeH B [15, 16]. [Ipu ucnonbsoBanuun MI'MY, BBULY Hesa-
BUCUMOTO MOJeJIMPOBAHUS TepeMellleHUH U HanpsiKeHUH Ha MOBEpXHOCTH TeJsa, B 30HAX
C BBICOKMMM I'PalM€HTaMH Halpsi>KeHHH MOXKHO IOJIYUHUTb pe3y/bTaThbl, CONOCTaBUMBIE C
pesyJbTaTaMH, MoJydeHHbIMH ¢ nomouibio MKD, Ho 6e3 cyllecTBEHHOr0 M3MeJbueHHs
CeTKH 3JeMeHTOB. B naHHoi pabore MI'MY ucnonbsyeTcs nJisi CpaBHUTEJNBHOTO aHANNU3a
BJIMSIHUSA TJIyOUHBI 30HBI BePTUKAJbHOH pe30pOLMUM KOCTHBIX TKaHEH Ha HalpsiKeHHOe
COCTOSIHHE B 3TUX TKaHAX W UMILJIAaHTATe.

1. MeToanKa 4YMCA€HHOTO peleHus

JI1s1 yucaeHHOro aHaJ/u3a HanpsixkeHHO-1e(hOPMHUPOBAHHOI'O COCTOSIHUS B paboTe HcC-
nosib3yercs npsmoi Bapuant MIMY [17]. [IBymepHasi cocTaBHasi KOHCTPYKIIHSI MOJe-
Jupyetcsi Ha6OpPOM OJHOPOAHBIX MofoOJacTeil. Takol moaxof MO3BOJSET pacCMaTPUBATD
COeIMHEHHS Pa3JUYHbIX MaTepuasoB B KOHCTPYKLIMH, a TaKxkKe YCJOBHUS HEHIeasbHOTO
CoelMHeHHUs1 Mex 1y nopodsaactsimu. [paHuuHoe uHTerpasibHoe ypaBHenue (I'MY) Teopun
YIPYTOCTH AJS1 KaXXI0H OOHOPOAHON MON00/MaCTH KOHCTPYKLUHMH 0e3 yyeTa MacCOBBIX CHJ U
TeMIepaTypHBIX BO3leHCTBUE nMeeT BUA [17]

cij(p)ui(p) :/[Gij(pv Q)ti(q) — Fij(p, Qui(@)dl (q), 4,7 =1,2, (1)

r

e TOUYKH p U ¢ TIpUHaJekat rpanuue nopobsactu I, u,;(q) — nepemerienus u t;(q) —
YCUJIMS Ha I'PaHHULe MOA00MaCTH, ¢;;(p) — QYHKLHH, 3aBUCSLINE OT JIOKAJbHOH reOMeTpPUH
rpannnsl nogobsaactu B Touke p. Pynxunu Gi;(p,q) u Fi;(p, q) aBasiorces GyHIaMeHTaJb-
HBIMH pellleHusiMM KesbBHHA 1J1 3aaud TeopuH ynpyroctd (miockas pedopmanus) [17].

Ha yuacTkax upeasbHOrO KOHTaKTa MoA00JacTel moJjaraeM, 4To BHITOJHSIOTCS YCJIOBHUS
HEMpepPBIBHOCTH /IS epeMelleH|H U paBHOBeCHs /s ycuaud (k U n — HOMepa COCeIHUX
nopobsacTei)

uf(p) = ul(p), t(p) = —t7(p). (2)
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st uncnensoro pewenuss [MY ucnonbsyoTes nzonapaMeTpyuueckrie KBaapaTHYHble
rpaHHYHble 37eMeHThl. [lucKkpeTusauus rpaHul nonodJaacTeil U anmnpokKCHMaL s MepeMeH-
HbIX M03BOJISIeT 3aMEHUTb BBIYUCJ/IEHUE UHTErpaJsoB MO BCEH MOBEPXHOCTH MOA0OIAaCTH B
Y (1) cymMMO#i MHTErpaJjoB Mo COBOKYMHOCTH PAaHUUYHBIX 3JI€MEHTOB, MPEACTABJISIOIINX
MIOBEPXHOCTh MOAO00JIACTH, U MOJYUYUThb A/ KaXKAOH TOUKHM KOJIJIOKALUHU p AUCKPETHOe
npenctasienre ['MY. Cunrynsipoe noseneHue ¢pyHnaMeHTanbHbix pemeHud 8 TUY (1)
NpOsIB/JSeTCS B OCHOBHOM IPU BBIUHUCJEHHHU HHTErpaJjoB MO 3JeMeHTaM, COAepxKalluM
TOUKY KOJJIOKAUMK p. BBHUAY 3TOro paccMartpuBaeTcsl IBa CJydas pacloJsoKeHUsl TOu-
KU p: a) p & e; 6) p € e, 30eCb € — TPAaHUYHBIH 3JIEMEHT, M0 KOTOPOMY BBbIMOJHSIETCS
UHTerpupoBaHue. B mepBoM ciyyae HHTErpUpPOBaHHUE BHIMNOJIHSETCS MO KBaApaTypHLIM
¢dopmynam [aycca — Jlexxanapa ¢ yueTom CrylieHusi TouekK UHTeIPUPOBAHUS B HaNpaBJeHUH
TOUKH KossoKauuu. [Ipn p € e ¢pyHmameHTasbHOEe pelleHHe MJOCKOH 3aJadd TeOpHUHU
YIPYTOCTH 1JIs TepeMelleHUd G;;(p, q) CONEPXKHUT c/1abyio JorapuMUIecKyio 0COOEHHOCTD
U MHTerpaJ/bl B JUCKpeTHOM npenctasienuu 'Y, comepxamme 3Ty QyHKLUHIO, BBIYUC/ISA-
I0TCSl C UCIO0Jb30BAaHHEM KBaApaTYpPHOH (POPMYJBI C JOTapu(PMHUUECKOH BECOBOH (PYHKLHEH.
dyHraMeHTaNbHOE pelleHHe [ TOBEPXHOCTHBIX YCHIHH Fj;(p, q) CONEPKUT CHIbHYIO
0CO6EHHOCTb, U BBIUHCJIEHHE CYMMbl COOTBETCTBYIOLIMX MHTErpajoB U MapameTpa ¢;;(p)
BBITIOJIHSETCS KOCBEHHBIM TyTeM, UCXOIsl U3 CMeIlleHHs Tesa KakK »KeCTKOro 11esioro (cMm.
OMUCaHWe aJrOPUTMa YUCJEHHOTO UHTETPUPOBAHUS AJs IBYMEPHBIX U MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX
3anau B [18]). Obxoxst mocsenoBaTeIbHO Y3J0Bble TOUKU TPAHHUIL BCEX MOA00/acTel, mosy-
yaeM cucteMy auckpeTHbix MY nus Bcell KOHCTPYKLUMH. YueT rpaHHYHBIX yCJOBHUH Ha
BHELIHUX I'PaHULaX NOf00JaacTel U AONOJHUTE/bHBIX YCJOBUH Ha y4acTKax COeLUHEeHHSs
nono6JacTeil (2) Mo3BOJISIET TOJYYUTh U3 cUCTeMbl AUCKpeTHBIX MY masa Bcex momo6-
JlacTel KOHCTPYKIMH CUCTEMY JIMHEHHBbIX anreOpanyeckKux ypaBHEHUH MJs1 onpeeseHust
y3JI0BBIX HEHW3BECTHBIX 3agauu. Metoanka uuciaeHHoro peuieHus MY peanusoBana B
koMmiiekce nporpamm «MEIP2» (MEton I'Panuunbix dnemento) [18-20], koTopsiit
UCIIOJIb30BaH /151 MOJYYEHUS] Pe3ysbTaToB, NPUBENEHHBIX B JAHHOW CTaThe.

[Ipu pe3op6buuy KOCTHOW TKaHU BOJM3M HMIJIaHTATa MPOUCXOAUT (POPMUPOBAHUE MO-
JocTH (JIYHKHU pe3opOLUU) MeXIy UMIJIaHTaTOM U KOCTbIO, MPUBOJsIIee K 0OHAXKEHUIO
BepxHell yacTH MMIJIaHTaTa. PacueT HampsixkeHHO-Ae(pOPMHUPOBAHHOI'O COCTOSIHUS UMI/AH-
TaTa U OKPYKAIOLIUX KOCTHBIX TKaHeH C y4yeTOM pe30pOLMM BBHINOJHEH B MOCTAHOBKE
TJIOCKOTO J1Ie()OPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSTHHSI M COCTOSINI M3 [IBYX 3TAroB: 1) aHasiu3a BCel KOH-
CTPYKLHH HUMIJIAHTaTa CO CIVIa>KEeHHBIM BUHTOBBIM CO€UHEHHEeM MeXXAy HUMIJIaHTaTOM H
OKPYKAIILIMMH KOCTHBIMH TKaHSIMH; 2) UCCJEIOBAHUS paclpeleseHnsl HaTlpsikKeHHH B BUH-
TOBOM COE/IMHEHUH B 30HEe CLeMNJEeHHUs MUMIJIaHTaTa ¢ KOCTHOM TKaHblo. JIyHka pe3opbuuu
MeX1y UMIJaHTAaTOM W KOCTHOH TKaHbIO MOJEJNHPOBaJach Kak KJWNHOBHUAHOE OTCJOEHHE
KOCTH B BepXHeH 4acTH HMIJIaHTaTa. PacueTsl BbINOJHEHBl IPU JONYLIEHHUH, UTO KOCTHAA
TKaHb §IBJISIETCS U30TPOINHBIM M OJAHOPOAHBIM YIPYIMM MaTepHaJsoM. 3HauyeHUs MopayJneH
YyIPYTrOCTH KOPTUKANbHOM U IyOUaTOH KOCTHBIX TKaHEH MU3MEHSIOTCS B JOCTATOUHO LIKPO-
KoM nuanasone [21]. [Ipu BbIMOJHEHHH NAHHOTO MCCJEI0BaHHS M0Jaragoch, 4YTO MOAYJb
YIpyrocT ry6uatoél KoctHo# TkaHu — Es = 0.5 'Tla, koappuuuent Ilyaccona vy = 0.35, a
MOZYJ/b YIIPYTOCTH KOPTHKAJbHOW KOCTHOH TKaHU — L. = 18['T]a, koapduuument Ilyaccona
v. = 0.3. [losarasock, UToO KOpOHKa UMILJIAaHTaTa siBJsieTcss Kepamudeckon (£) = 70TTla,
ko3(dunuent [lyaccona v, = 0.19), octanbHble YaCTH UMIIJIAHTATa U3TOTOBJEHBI U3 THTAHA
(E; = 110TTla, xosdduuuent [lyaccona vy = 0.3).

PesysbraThl pacueToB NpeacTaBJ/eHbl B BUIE pacnpefeneHUH NMHTEHCUBHOCTH HalpsikKe-
HUH MO IpaHuIlaM Mopo6JacTed pacueTHOW Monesd. MIHTeHCHBHOCTb HampsiKeHUH (3KBHUBa-
JIEHTHble HaTpsiKeHUs, HaTpsiKeHUs1 1o Musecy) 1/ COCTOSIHHUS TJIOCKOH neopMaluu

(03—05)*+(03—01)°
2

2
—02)%+
onpeneasercs KaKk o; = \/(Ul o2) , TJe 0123 — [VIaBHblE HATIPSKEHHS.
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2. AHaau3 BJIUSHHMSA pe30pOLMM KOCTHOM TKAHU Ha HaMNpsKeHHOe
COCTOSIHUE Ha MOJHOU KOHCTPYKIMM MMILIaHTarTa

[lonHast KOHCTPYKIMS pa30OPHOro UMILJIAHTATA BKJOYAeT B ceOsi COOCTBEHHO UMI/IaH-
TaT (MCKYCCTBEHHBIH KOpPEHb, BHEAPSIEMbIl B KOCTHYIO TKaHb MECHBI), KEPaMHUYECKYIO
KOPOHKY C KapKacoM W COeIHHHTeJbHble neTand (abaTMeHT ¥ BUHT). PacueTHast Momesb
NaHHOTrO 3Tana (ComepXKHUT 7 mopobsacTeit) ¢ yuyeToM pe3opOLHH KOCTHOM TKaHH, ¢ yKasa-
HUeM BHJA HAarpy3ku U IPAaHUUYHBIX YCJOBHH, a TaKXkKe yBeJUUeHHOe U300pakeHHe BepxHei
yacTH MOJEJH TMpeacTaBjeHbl Ha puc. 1 (/s ymoO6c¢TBa rpaduueckoro mnpeacTaB/eHUs

BHEILLHUH CJIOH KOPTHUKAJbHOH KOCTH,
BUHT, KapKac U KOpPOHKa 3alITPUXO-
BaHbl). Tpu momo6jacTd MomeSupy-
I0T KOCTHble TKaHHU: 1nonobsactb / —
BHEILIHUH CJIOW KOPTUKAJBbHOU KOCTH
(cpennsisi TonmuMHa cjosi 1.7 MM), moga-
o6mactb 2 — ry6uyatasi KOCTb — OCHOB-
Hasl 4acThb KOCTHOH TKaHH YeJIIOCTH;
nono6JacTb 7 — CJI0H KOPTUKAJbHON
KOCTHU TOJIILMHOK 1 MM, dopmMUpyto-
IAHA CTEHKH HHUKHEYeJIOCTHOro Ka-
Hasta avametpoM 3 MM. OcTajibHble
no1006/1aCcTH MOJEJNH COOTBETCTBYIOT
3/7eMeHTaM KOHCTPYKLHH MMIJIaHTaTa

Puc. 1. duckperusanus rpaHul] nomobaacted uUM-

MJIaHTaTa ¥ KOCTHBIX TKaHeH, NeHCTBHEe HaKJOHHOH
Harpy3KH, TyOHUHa 30HBI Pe30pOLUU MeX Yy UMILIaH-
TaToM U KocTblo h/L = 1/3, cemp nopobmacreit (I —
BHEIIHWN CJIOH KOPTHKaNbHOH KocTH; 2 — ry6uaTas
KOCTb; 3 — UMILJIaHTaT;, 4 — BUHT;, 5 — abaTMeHT; 6 —
KepaMHUeCKHe KOPOHKA M Kapkac; 7 — KOPTHKaJbHasi
CTeHKa KaHaJa), 1166 y3j0B Bo Bcell Mopmesu

Fig. 1. Boundary elements discretization of the
implant and surrounding bone tissues under inclined
load application, bone resorption cavity depth
h/L = 1/3, seven subregions (I — external layer
of the cortical bone; 2 — spongy bone; 3 — implant,
4 — screw; 5 — abatment; 6 — crown and framework;
7 — cortical wall of the channel), total 1166 nodes

(IMHA LUJHHAPHUYECKOH YacTH HM-
nnaHTata L = 14 MM, nogo6JacThb J).
Mexny BceMH COeIMHEHHBIMH 3Jie-
MeHTaMWU MOJEeJH I0JaraeTcsl BbINOJI-
HEHHWe YCJOBUM HJIeaJIbHOTO CLierJie-
HUS, BKJIIOUasl 30Hy COeJMHEHUs LH-
JIMHIPAYECKOW 4acTU HMMIlJIaHTaTa U
ryouaTtoii KOCTHOH TKaHH (moJsiHas
ocreouHTerpauus). [lonocts, 06pasy-
IOLAsCs TIPU pe30pOLHH, MOeNUpPYeT-
€l KaK KJIUHOBUIHOE OTCJIOEHUE KOCT-
HbIX TKaHeHh OT BEepPXHEHHU YacTHU UM-
NJaHTaTa Ha ydacTKe TJyOMHOH h,
paccTosiHMe OT BePXHEro Kpas MoBepx-
HOCTH HMMILJIAaHTaTa 10 BEpXHEro Kpas

KOPTUKAaJbHOU KOCTH 10J1arajoch paBHBIM TOJILKHE CJ0S1 3TOH KOCTH. PacueTHble Moje/u
OblIM CPOPMUPOBAHBI Uil ABYX CJydaeB [VIyOUHBI h JYHKHU pe30pOUMU MeXay UMIJIaHTa-
ToM (mopo6sacTe 3) U KOCTHBIMH TKaHsiMu — h/L = 1/3 (cm. puc. 1) u h/L =1/2.

Cxumaroliasi Harpy3ka BeJuuuHo# p = 6 MIla, cooTBeTCTBYyIOLIAS YCUITHIO YKEBAHUS
(mo pesysabratam paboThl [22]), MpHKJagbiBasach K OKKJIHO3MOHHON MOBEPXHOCTH KOPOHKH
B JIBYX BapHaHTaX (B BepTHKaJbHOM HAMpaBJeHHU U MOA YoM 45° K BepTHKaJaH) (CM.
puc. 1, 3oHa 6). [lo BHelIHel rpaHulle KOPTUKAJBHOH KOCTH (puc. 1, 30Ha /) 3amaHbl
HyJIeBble MepeMellleH st (3a UCKII0UeHHeM Y4acTKOB, MPUMbIKAIONIIMX K KOPHIO HMIIIAHTATa).
3amTpuxoBaHHAasi TOHKAsi 30HA MOKa3biBaeT 00JIACTb 3alaHHBIX HYJIEBBIX MepeMelleHHH
M0 BHeLIHEH rpaHHlle KOPTHKAJbHOH KOCTU (3TO 0003HAaYeHHe TOJbKO HA PUCYHKE, He
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3alaHHOe YCHJIMe p COOTBETCTBYeT MpPUJIOKeHHOH cuje F' ~ 600 H.
AHanus pesysbTaToOB pacueToB MMOKa3aJs, YTO MPH Pe30pOLMH KOCTHOH TKaHH MPOHCXO-

IUT 3HAUMTEJIbHOE MepepacrpenesieHre HanpskeHWi BOIM3M uMmniantata. HanpsikeHus B

KOPTHKaJIbHOH KOCTHOH TKaHW CHHKAKOTCS, B Ty64aTod — Bo3pacratT (Tabiuia).

MaxcumanbHble 5KBUBaJeHTHBIE HanpsaxKeHusd B KOCTHBIX TKaHAX (MHa)

Table. Maximum equivalent stresses in the bone tissues (MPa)

e

ABJISIETCS YacThio Moaeu). [Ipy mioliaay KOHTaKTHOH TOBEPXHOCTH KOPOHKH S & 1 cm?

Ty6HHa AYHKH pesopoiun HopmanbHas Harpyska Haksnonnas narpyska
Koprtukanbnas ['y6uatas Koprtukanbhas ['y6uatas
KOCTb KOCTb KOCTb KOCTb
Hert pesop6uuu 69. 2.6 76.1 4.3
1/3 BLICOTHI MMIJIAHTATa 18.6 16.7 16.9 28.4
1/2 BLICOTBHI MMIIIAHTATa 7.0 22.4 19.5 45.2

Pacnpenesierrie HHTEHCUBHOCTH HAMPSIXKEHUH M0 IPaHUIle Ty6UYaTOH KOCTH C yUETOM
pesop6uuu (h/L = 1/3) npuBeneHo Ha pUC. 2 1 HOPMaJbHOH M HAaKJOHHOH Harpysok.
[Tpu HOpMa/IbHOH HAarpy3Ke MaKCHMaJibHble HAMpPsIKeHHst HAOMIONAI0TCS Y OCHOBAHHUS JYHKH,
oOpasoBaBlleiics NpU pe30pOLUK KOCTHOW TKaHH, B 30He KOHTAKTa ry64aTod KOCTHU U
uMmaanTara (puc. 2, a). [Ipu HaKJOHHOH HarpysKe 3HaUKTEJbHbIE HAMPSKEHHUSI, BbI3BAHHbIE
M3ru6OM, BO3HHKAIOT TaK»Ke B 30HE KOHTaKTa ry6uyaTod KOCTH ¥ OCHOBAaHHSI MMILJIaHTATa

(puc. 2, 6).

6/b

al/a

Puc. 2. VIHTeHCHBHOCTb Hamnpsi)KeHHH o; BHOJb KOHTypa rybuaroiét koctd, h/L = 1/3: a —
HOpMaJlbHas Harpyska Ha KOPOHKY, 0jmax = 16.7 MIla; 6 — Hak/JOHHasi Harpyska Ha KODOHKY,
Oj,max — 28.4 MIla
Fig. 2 . Stresses intensity o; along the spongy bone contour, h/L = 1/3: a is normal load on the
Crown, o; max = 16.7MPa ; b is inclined load on the crown, o; max = 28.4 MPa

YBesnnyeHue riyOuHBl JyHKH pesop6unn Ha 50% (mo h/L = 1/2) NpuBOAMUT K 3HAYH-
TeJIbHOMY BO3PACTaHHIO MAaKCUMaJIbHbIX HaNpsKeHHH B ry64aToil KocTu (puc. 3).

J15 OUeHKH BJMSHUS MOAYJS YNPYTOCTH T'yOuaTOd KOCTHOH TKAaHHW Ha BeJUUUHY
MaKCUMyMa MUHTEHCHUBHOCTH Halpsi>KEHUH BBINOJHEHA CepHUsl PacuyeToB MPHU Pa3JIUYHBIX
3HaUeHHUsIX MOAYJsI YIPYrOCTH KOPTHKaJbHOU KocTh (puc. 4). Ilpu BospacTanuu momy.is
YIPYrOCTH TyOuaTod KOCTH (UTO COOTBETCTBYET YBEJHUEHHIO ee MJIOTHOCTH) BeJHUYHHA
5KBHBAJIEHTHBIX HaNpsi2keHWH Bo3pactaeT, ecau Fg > 3I'Tla. [Ipu MeHblIMX 3HAaYeHUSX
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Monysist ynpyroctu ry6uyatoin koctu (0.5 < F, < 3, ['lla) BennuuHa MakCHMaJbHBIX
9KBUBAJIEHTHBIX HalNpsiKeHUH MeHseTcs caab0o M NMPAaKTHUYECKU He 3aBHCHUT OT MOAYJA
YIPYTOCTU KOPTHUKAJNBHOM KOCTH.

G.
il  1-E=6 Ml
% 2- E=10 MIla
3- E=18 MIla

{8
\

Hanpsbxenus B ryGuaroii koctu, MIla
F-s
o

N

o
o
N
IS

s E, Mlla

Puc. 3. IHTeHCUBHOCTb Hampsi)KeHUH o; BIOJb
KOHTypa ry64atoil KoctH, h/L = 1/2, HaK/OH-
Has Harpyska Ha KOPOHKY, 0 max = 45.2 MIla

Puc. 4. MakcruManbHble HanpsixKeHUs o; B I'y6-
yatoit KoctH, h/L = 1/3, HakJIOHHasi Harpy3Ka

Ha KOPOHKY
Fig. 3. Stresses intensity o; along the spongy

bone contour, h/L = 1/2, inclined load on the
Crown, 0; max = 45.2 MPa

Fig. 4. Maximum stresses o; in the spongy
bone, h/L = 1/3, inclined load on the crown

3. HanpsixeHHoe cocTOosiHUE MPU pPe30pOLUU C YueTOM (hOPMbI
BHHTOBOI'0 COeIVWHEHNs UMIUIAHTAaTa U KOCTHOW TKaHU

HccnenoBanue BavsHUS pe30pOLUU KOCTHOH TKaHU HAa HAMpsSKEHHOe COCTOSIHUE BOJIM-
31 UMIJIAHTATa BBINIOJHEHO Ha MOJEJM BHHTOBOIO COEIMHEHMS MMIJIaHTaTa U KOCTHOH
TKaHU. BHelIHsisl 4acTh KOHCTPYKUHH (KOpOHKA M abaTMEeHT) OTCeyeHa, U Harpyska Ipu-
KJ1a[plBa/lach HEMOCPEACTBEHHO K UMIaHTary. [losnaranoce, 4to yrayOsneHus: B ryb4yaToi
KOCTH, oOpasymoliyecs Npu BHeJAPEHWH HMMILJIAHTaTa B KOCTHYIO TKaHb, COOTBETCTBYIOT
pe3bOe Ha nMmmuaHTate. [Ipennosaranochk Takke, UTO Ha FpaHUlle UMIJIAaHTAaTa U KOCTH
BBIITOJIHAKOTCS YCJAOBUS UJ1€abHOIO COeIMHEHHS, UTO COOTBETCTBYeT MOJHOH OCTeOHHTe-
Tpalliy B CHCTEME KOCTb — UMIJIaHTaT. PopMa MornepeyHoro ceyeHHst BHICTYIIOB BUHTOBOTO
COeJIMHEHHS, KAHABOK MeXX/y BUTKaMHU pe3bObl Ha MUMIJIaHTaTe U opma yriayOseHHH B
KOCTH MOJIEJHPOBANUCh KaK PAaBHOCTOPOHHUH TPeyTOJbHUK CO CTOPOHOH a = 0.93 MM (mpH
12 3ybuax no aauHe L = 14 MM uMmmiaHTtata). Paguyc 3akpyrsieHus BepLIMH 3yOLOB H
BIAJWH MeXKIy BUTKaMHU (7) NMpPUHHUMAJCS PABHBIM IOJIOBHHE paguyca OKPYKHOCTH R,
BIIMCAHHOH B PAaBHOCTOPOHHHU TPeyTOJNBHUK CO CTOPOoHOH a: R = 0.5a - tg(30°), r = 0.5R.
PacueTsbl BBINOJIHEHBI NIPU HOPMaJIbHOM M HaKJOHHOH Harpyskax. Mopesnb cocrosina U3
Tpex Moaob6JsacTel, MpeaCcTaB/ISIOUIUX KOCTHble TKAHH (KOPTHKAaJbHYI W TyOuyaTylo) U
BHEJIPSieMYI0 B KOCTHYIO TKaHb BUHTOBYIO 4acTh UMILIaHTata (puc. 5). [paHnuHble ycioBus
(30HBI 3aKpernJieHHsI) MMOKa3aHbl Ha PUCYHKe TOHKOU IITPUXOBOM MOJIOCOU, TaK »Ke Kak
Ha puc. 1. Cxumarowas Harpyska p = 10 MIla npuk/azabiBajsach 1Mo HOpPMaJad U MO
yryoM 45° K MJIOCKOCTH CeYeHHUs UMIJIaHTaTa B MPeANoJOXKEeHHWH, UTO Harpyska, npuJo-
KeHHast K BepXHeH 4acTH KOPOHKH, TepelaeTcsl Ha ceyeHHe MMIIaHTaTa (IIMpPHHA CeueHHs
d = 5.68 MM).
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al/a | 6/b

Puc. 5. JIuckpeTusauusi rpaHul] Nofo6aacTell HMIIIaHTaTa ¥ KOCTHBIX TKaHe# ¢ y4yeTOM BHHTOBOTO
COelMHeHHs], TeHCTBHe HAKJOHHOHW Harpysku, riyOuHa 30HbI pe3opbuuu h/L = 1/3, Tpu nomobna-
ctH, 1740 y3/10B BO BCell MOIe/H: a8 — MOZeJIb LIeMUKOM (I — KOpPTHKaJsbHasi KOCTb; 2 — rybuaras
KOCTb, 3 — UMILIaHTaT); 6 — 30Ha pe30pOLMHU B yBesJHYeHHOM MacluTtabe; 8 — umnaanrar, A, B,C —
MOJIO’KEHUS] MAKCHMYMOB HaMpsKeHWH TNPHU Pa3ndyHOH ryyOrHe 30Hbl pe3opOouuu

Fig. 5. Boundary elements discretization with screw joint of the implant and surrounding bone

tissues under inclined load application, bone resorption cavity depth h/L = 1/3, three subregions,

total 1740 nodes: a is the whole model (7 is cortical bone; 2 is sponge bone; 3 is implant root);

b is enlarged resorption zone; ¢ is implant, A, B, C' is positions of stresses maximum for different
resorption cavity depths

YBe/siMueHHe Harpy3KH BBINIOJHEHO Jis y4yeTa M3rubarollero MoOMeHTa, BO3HUKAIOLLEro
BBHUIY HeCMMMeTpUM KOpoHKH. Kak W B paspmese 2, 30Ha pe3opOLUMH MOAeNHPYeTCs Kak
KJIMHOBHJHOE OTCJIOEHHe KOCTHBIX TKaHeH OT BepXHeH 4acTH HMMIJIaHTaTa Ha ydacTke
ray6uHod h. PacueTbl BbIMOJHEHBl O/ TPeX BAPHAHTOB IVyOUHBI JIYHKH pe30pOlUH
KOCTHOH TKauu — h/L = 1/3 (cm. puc. 5), h/L = 1/2 u h/L = 0.6. Paccrosinue or
Kpas MMIlJIaHTaTa 10 BepXHero Kpasi KOpTUKaJbHOH KOCTH I10J1arajoch PaBHBIM Pagnycy
umnaanrtara 0.5d = 2.84 MM 11 BCeX BapUAHTOB [VIyOUHBI JIYHKH Pe30pOLIUH.

PacnipenesneHusi HHTEHCHBHOCTH HaNpsiKeHUH M0 rpaHuLe Ty6uaTod KOCTH TpH yuyeTe
BUHTOBOH (DOPMBI COeJMHEHHUS UMIJIAaHTaTa U KOCTHOM TKaHH /1 HOPMaJbHOH U HAaKJOHHOH
Harpy3ok npuBefeHbl Ha puc. 6. [Ipy HopmManbHON Harpyske MakcMMaJjbHble SKBUBAJIEHTHbIE
HaNpsiKeHUs: HaOJI0JAI0TCA Yy OCHOBAHUSA JIYHKH, 00pa3oBaBLIEHCS NPU Pe30pOLUHU KOCTH,
B 30HEe KOHTAKTa ry0uatoil KOCTH U MMILJIaHTaTa. 3HAUMTeJ/bHble HaMpsi>KeHHUsI BO3HUKAIOT
TaK>Ke B 30HE KOHTaKTa ryOuaTOH KOCTH C HHXKHEH 4yacTbio uMmmiaaHTara (puc. 6, a). [Ipu
HaKJOHHOH Harpyske BBUAY Ha/lW4yHsl U3ruba UHTEHCUBHOCTb HANpPsSKeHWH 3HAUUTEJbHO
Bo3pacTaeT. MakcuMa/bHble S5KBHUBAJIEHTHblE HAINPS2KEHUS TakxKe HaOJ/I0fal0TCsd Yy OCHOBa-
HUS JYHKH, 0Opa3oBaBlIelics MpU pe30pOLUU KOCTH, B 00J1aCTH KOHTaKTa ryb4aTod KOCTH
U MMILJIAHTaTa B 30He NEeHCTBUSA CXKUMAIOIIMX HanpsikeHHi. HamnpsikeHuss y ocHOBaHUSA
JIYHKH pe30pOLHH CO CTOPOHBI PacTs2KEHHs MeHblle MaKCHMaJbHbIX 3HAaYeHUH 3KBUBa-
JIEHTHBIX HAMpsSI)KeHHUH CO CTOPOHBI cxKaTus Ha 3—5% (puc. 6, 6). B obsmactu KoHTakTa
ry64aToil KOCTH C HHUXKHeH uacTbio UMIJIaHTaTa (puc. 6, 6) SKBUBaJeHTHbIE HAIPSKEHUS
3HAUNTEJIbHO HHXXe MAaKCHMaJbHbIX BEeJUUYHH.

Pe3opOuus KOCTHOH TKaHHW NPUBOAUT K 3HAYMTEJBHOMY Iepepaclpefie/leHHI0 Hampsike-
HUH B uMnyaHTtate. HanpsakeHus no rpaHuue Mone/d UMIJIaHTa IPY HOPMaJbHOH Harpyske
Npu ydyeTe pe3opOUMHU TPUBELEHBl HA pUC. 7, a. B pesysnbrate pe3opOunUn KOCTH MOJOKEHHE
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Puc. 6. VHTeHCUBHOCTb HampsiKeHHE o; BHOJb KOHTypa ry6uatod koctd, h/L = 1/3, yuer
BUHTOBOTO CO€JIMHEeHHs: a — HOpMaJ/lbHas Harpyska, o; max = 14.7 MIla; 6 — HaKk/IOHHasi Harpyska,
Oimax = 62.4 MIla
Fig. 6. Intensity of stresses o; along the spongy bone contour, h/L = 1/3, screw join modelling:
a is normal load, o; max = 14.7 MPa; b is inclined load, ¢; max = 62.4 MPa

MaKCHUMyMa Hampsi)KeHWH B UMIJIAHTaTe CMelaeTcsl OT BepXHeH 4acTh UMIJaHTaTa (rae
pacriojiaraetcsi Ipu OTCYTCTBUU pe3opbuuu, cM. [14]) u HabmofaeTcs y OCHOBAHHUS JIYHKH
pe3op6unu. Pacnpenenenue HanpsiKeHHH MO0 KOHTYPY MOAEJH MMIJIAaHTATA MPU HAKJIOHHOH
Harpy3ke U ydeTe pe3opOLMM KOCTHOH TKaHHU MpeACTaBjgeHo Ha puc. 7, 6. [lpu neficTBum
HaKJIOHHOH Harpy3ku MaKCHUMaJibHble 3HaYeHHUs] HalpsKeHWH B MMIJIaHTaTe (TaK ke Kak
¥ B ry6uyaTod KOCTH) HaOJIONAIOTCS Y OCHOBAHHS JIYHKH Pe30pOLUU CO CTOPOHBI CXKa-
THS, U BeJUUMHA MAaKCUMaJbHbIX HANPSKEHWH 3HAYUTENbHO BbILIE, YEM MPU OTCYTCTBUH
pesop6uuu. [Ipy yBesnyeHUU rayOUHBI JIYHKH Pe30pOUHUU MaKCHMaJbHble HaNpPsSKeHUs
3HaUMTEJbHO BO3PACTAIOT.

a/a 6/0b

Puc. 7. VIHTeHCHBHOCTb HampsiKeHHE o; BAOJb KOHTypa HMIIaHTata, h/L = 1/3, y4eT BuH-
TOBOIO CO€IMHEHHs: 4 — HOpPMaJ/bHasl Harpyska, 0;max = o7.1 MIla; 6 — HaKJIOHHAasi Harpy3kKa,
Oimax = 107.7 MIla
Fig. 7. Intensity of stresses o; along the implant contour, h/L = 1/3, screw join modelling:
a is normal load on the implant, 0;max = 37.1 MPa; b is inclined load on the implant,
0imax = 107.7 MPa

AHanu3 pe3ysbTaTOB pacueToB MPH yueTe (DOPMbl BUHTOBOIO COEIMHEHHs] UMILJIaHTATa
U KOCTHOM TKaHM INOKa3blBaeT, YTO, KaK M NPH pacyeTe MOJHOH KOHCTPYKLHH HUMIJAHTaTa
0e3 ydeTa (popMbl BUHTOBOTO COe€MHEHUS, HAOMIONAeTCsl 3HAUUTeIbHOE NepepacnpesiesieHre
HanpsiKeHWH BOJM3M UMIJIAHTATa MPU Pe3opOLMM KOCTHOH TKaHHU. I[Ipu yBesnuueHuu
TJIyOWHBI JTYHKU pe30pOLMH HaNpsi)KeHUs] B KOPTHKAJNbHOH KOCTHOH TKaHU CHUXKAIOTCS, a B
ry6yaToil — BO3pacTawT, Kak MpH HOPMaJbHOM, TaK U MPH HAKJOHHOK Harpyskax (puc. 8).
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[Ton nmeficTBMEM HaKJIOHHOM Harpy3kW 3HauMTe/bHAasl KOHLEHTpALMs HaNpsiKeHUH B UM-
nJaHTaTte Hab/o1aeTcsl Ha cTopoHe cxkatusi. Ha puc. 9 npuBeneHsl rpaky HHTEHCUBHOCTH
Hanpsi>KeHUH Ha CTOPOHEe CXKaTHS BJOJb KOHTypa MMILJIAaHTaTa JAJisl TPeX PacCMOTPEHHBIX
BapUaHTOB IJyOUHBI JYHKH pe3opOuuu. 3a Haualo oTcyeTa JJMHBI KOHTypa MPUHATA TOUKa
1 Ha MOBEPXHOCTH MMILJIaHTaTa (CM. pUC. O, 8) U Ha pUc. 9 mpeacTaB/eHbl paclpejesneHus
UHTEHCUBHOCTH HaINpsKeHHWH Ha ydyacTKe NOBEPXHOCTH MMIJIAHTATa MeXIy TOYKaM 2 U 3
(paccTosiHHe OT TOUKH 1 O TOYKH 2 BOJIb KOHTypPa MOAEJH S ~ 3.6 MM, Touka 3 pacro-
JIOXKeHa Ha BBICTYIe UMIJIAHTaTa, CJAeAYIOILEeM NOcJ/e JUHUM KOHTaKTa MexXa1y rybyaTod
KOCTbIO U UMIIaHTaToM npu h/L = 0.6).

: | | : :
c
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Puc. 8. BunToBOe coenrHeHMe, MaKCHMaJ/bHble
HaTpsi)KeHHs] B KOCTHOH TKaHHU TPH W3MeHEeHHH
ryOUHbl JIYHKH pe3opOuuu h/L
Fig. 8. Screw join, maximum stresses in
the bone tissues; resorption cavity depth h/L
variation

Puc. 9. Pacnpenenenue Hanpsi:keHU# BIOJb Ya-
CTH BHUHTOBOH MOBEPXHOCTH MMIJIAHTATa, HAKJIOH-
Hasi Harpyska
Fig. 9. Stresses along the part of screw implant
surface, inclined load

Bo Bcex paccMoTpeHHBIX BapHaHTaX IJyOWHBI JYHKH pe3opOLUM KOHLEHTpaLHsl Ha-
NpsKeHUH HabJiofaeTcs Ha JHe KaHaBKH pe3bObl, PACMOJIOKEeHHOH Ha HMIJIAaHTaTe Tepej
JIMHUEH KOHTaKTa ¢ ry6uyaTtoil kocteio. C yBesHueHHeM IJIyOHHbBI JTYHKH pPe30pOUUH BeJUYH-
Ha MakCHMyMa Hamnpsi>KeHHH Bo3pactaeT. Beibop ydyacTKa MOBEPXHOCTH MMIJIAHTATa MEXAY
TOYKaM 2 U 3 JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb INPeNCTaBUTb paclpelesieHHe HaNpsKeHUH A Tpex
pPacCMOTPEHHBIX BaPHAHTOB IVyOWHBI JTYHKH Pe30pOLHUH C YKa3aHHeM UX MaKCHMaJbHbIX
sHaueHuil. Touka A (cM. puc. 5, 6, 8 U puc. 9) ykaspiBaeT MoJoKeHHE MaKCUMyMa TpH
h/L =1/3. Toukn B u C, COOTBETCTBYIOLIME MAaKCUMyMaM HanpsizkeHUi npu h/L = 1/2
u h/L = 0.6, ykasaHbl Ha puc. 5, 8 u puc. 9. OTmeTuM, uTo B Ty64aToOid KOCTH, BOJIHU3H
JUHUM KOHTAKTa C UMIJIAHTATOM, Ha OHe yraybJeHHsi, 06pa30BaHHOIO MpHU BHEIPEHHH
MMIIJIaHTaTa B KOCTh, TaKKe HaOJII0Aal0TCsl MaKCHMaJibHble HampsikeHHs: (CM. puc. 6).

MakcrMasibHble HanpsKeHUs] B KOCTHBIX TKaHSX MPH yueTe pe3opOLUH, ToNyUeHHbIe
KaK Ha TOJHOH KOHCTPYKLHH HUMILIaHTaTa (CM. TaGJHIly), TaK U MpU ydeTe (POPMBI BUHTO-
BOTO COeIMHEHHSs], PEBBIIAIOT Mpeesbl MPOYHOCTH KOPTHKAJIBHOH U ry64yaToil KOCTHBIX
TKaHel Ha pacTsikeHHe W cxkatue (cMm. [23,24]). CienyeT OTMETHTD, UTO TpeaCTaBIeHHbIE
pe3ysbTaThl MOJyUeHbl MPH JOCTAaTOYHO BBICOKOH Harpyske Ha ummsantat (F' =~ 600 H). Ilo
IPYTUM OlLleHKaM [25], »KeBaTesibHasi Harpyska Ha MUMILJIaHTAaT He mpeBbinaeT F =~ 150 H,
TP KOTOPOH HANpsI?)KeHHsI B KOCTHHIX TKaHSIX OYAYT B 4eThbipe pa3a MeHblle. Ho maxe
B 3TOM CJy4yae NpPH HAKJOHHOM MPHUJIOKEHHWH HArpy3KM MaKCHMaJjibHble HalpsiKeHHs B
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ry6uaTofl KocTu npu h/L = 1/3 coCTaBJSAIOT 0 mar ~ 7.1 MIla, 4To cpaBHHUMO C Tpene-
JIOM TIPOUHOCTH ryGuaToiél KocTh. [Ipu yuyeTe KOHIEHTpALMH HAMPSI)KEHUH B BUHTOBOM
COeIMHEHHH B MMIIJIAHTAT€ HMEIOTCSl 30HbI BHICOKMX HAarMpsiKeHHH, He MPEBBIIIAIINX
MpeesioB TEKYUeCTH ¥ MPOYHOCTH THTaHA. J[eHCTBHE BBICOKHX HAMpPsKEHUH TMPUBOAUT K
CHHXKEHHUIO J0JITOBEUHOCTH HMIJIAaHTaTa, HO 6oJiee BEPOSITHBIM Pe3yJbTaTOM Pe30pOIHu
KOCTHBIX TKaHeH SIBJISIeTCS OTTOPXKEHHWEe MMILJIaHTaTa.

3akJjueHue

1. YcraHoBsieHO, 4TO MpU pe30pOLUM KOCTHOH TKaHHU NMPOUCXOAUT 3HAYUTEJbHOE Iie-
pepacnpesiesieHHe HANpsi>KEHUHA B KOCTHOH TKaHW BOJM3M WMIJaHTaTa. MakcuMmasbHble
SKBUBAJIEHTHbIE HaNps2KeHUs1 B KOPTUKAJbHOH KOCTHOW TKAaHU CHHXKAIOTCS, B ryO4aToH
KOCTHOM TKaHH — BO3paCTaloT.

2. Bospactanue HanpsikeHW# B ry04aToidl KOCTH CYIIECTBEHHO 3aBHUCHUT OT CTeNeHH
pe30opOLUHU KOCTHOM TKaHU M TPU 3HAUHUTEJbHOW Pe30pOLUU MpeBbIlIaeT Npeaes NPOYHOCTH
KOCTHOHU TKaHH.

3. Bausinue pe3opOIiMi KOCTHOH TKaHU Ha HAMPsi)KeHHOE COCTOsIHWE BOJIM3YM UMIJIaHTaTa
HauboJiee CYylLLIeCTBEHHO NPU HAKJOHHOH Harpyske. B aTom csydae npu pe3opOuuH, He
npeBbILIAIOLLEeH TPETH BBICOTHI UMIJIAHTATa, MOXKeT HabJI0AaThCsl AeCTPYKIUS ryb6uaTon
KOCTHOW TKaHH.

4. Beicokue HamnpsizkeHUsl B KOPTUKAJbHOH KOCTH B MPHUIIEEYHOH 30HE KOHTAKTa 3TOH
KOCTU C UMIJIAHTATOM MOTYT SIBJASITbCSI OQHOW M3 MPUUMH HadaJja pe3opOLUH KOCTHOM
TKaHU. [Ipu 3HaUUTeNbHBIX HAKJIOHHBIX Harpy3kax BO3MOXKHO 0Opa3oBaHUe OJHOCTOPOHHEH
pe3opOLUU KOCTH.

5. Pe3op6uus KOCTHOH TKaHU TPUBOIMT K Tepepacipesie/leHHI0 Harpsi>KeHUH He TOJIbKO
B KOCTHOM JIOKe BOJIM3W HMMILJIaHTaTa, HO U B CaMOM HMIJaHTaTe. [Ipu 3HauHMTe bHBIX
HAKJOHHBIX Harpy3kax MakCHMaJbHble 5KBUBaJeHTHble HANPSI?KeHHs B UMILJIaHTaTe 3HA4yM-
TeJIbHO BO3PaCTaloT, YTO MOXKET MPHUBECTH K CHUKEHUIO NOJIOBEYHOCTH HMILJIAHTATA.
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