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AHHOTaNSA

WccreroBana 3aBUCHMOCTD HAIIPS2KEHHO-1€POPMUPOBAHHOIO COCTOSTHUS
KOCTHOH TKaHU OT ee IJIOTHOCTHU BOJIN3HU JIEHTAJILHOTO UMILTAHTaTa,. PacaeTnl
BBIIIOJTHEHBI METOJIOM I'PAHIUYHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB B IIOCTAHOBKE ILJIOCKOM 1edop-
Malldy JJId MOJEJIN, COCTOSAIe U3 NMUINHIPAIECKOr0 UMILJIAHTATa U OKPY-
2KAIOMMX KOCTHBIX TKaHell. KocTHas TKamHb paccMaTpuBaeTcs KakK M30TPOII-
HBII 1 OMHOPOMHBIN yupyruit Mmarepuas. MomenmmpoBanme BAUSHAS TLIOTHO-
CTH KOCTHOW TKaHU HA HAIPSKEHHO-/1e(POPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSIHUE IIPU KBa-
3UCTATUYIECKOM IIPUJIOYKEHUU HATI'PY3KHU BBIIOJIHSETCS IIOCPEICTBOM U3MeHe-
HUS MOJIYJIsI YIIPYTOCTH KOCTH. YCTAHOBJIEHO, UTO MPU YBEJIUIEHUHU MOJLYJISI
YIPYTOCTH I'yOUaTON KOCTHOIM TKAHU MAKCUMAJIbHbIE SKBUBAJIEHTHBIE HAIIPSI-
2KEHHUsI B 9TON KOCTHOU TKaHW BO3pacTaioT. HampsiKeHusi B KOPTUKAJBHON
KOCTHON TKAHU IPHU YBEJMYEHUH MOJYJS yIPYTOCTH I'yOYaTON KOCTU CHU-
2KaloTCe 3a cYeT yMeHbIIIeHNd HaIrPy3KH, Ilepe/iaBaeMoil Ha 9Ty 4acTb KOCTH.
Hampsizkenust B ry09yaToi KOCTH CHUKAIOTCS TP YBEJIUIEHIN MOJTYJIsT YIIPY-
FOCTU KOPTUKAJIBHOI KOCTU. ¥ POBEHb MAKCUMAJIbHBIX HAIPS2KEHUN B KOPTHU-
KaJIbHOI KOCTH BO3PACTACT IIPU YBEJIMIEHUHU MOJYJIA YIPYTOCTH 3TOH KOCT-
Ho#t TkaHu. MakcuMasbHbIE HAIPSKEHUS B KOPTHUKAJIBLHON KOCTHON TKAHU
HaOJIIOIAIOTCA BOIU3K MEeHKN UMILJIaHTATA.
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Ilepeaxsmyrep M. H.

Beenenue. 9pdeKTHBHOCTD JEHTAIBHON UMILIAHTAIIUN IIOMUMO ITPOYUX haK-
TopoB [1] 3aBHCHT OT IUIOTHOCTU KOCTHON TKAHU, KOTOPasg MOMKET M3MEHIThCSI
B IIMPOKOM Juanasone [2,3]. Beuiy sroro nsyuenne BIMSHUS IJIOTHOCTH KOP-
TUKAJBbHON W ry0vuaToll KOCTHBIX TKaHEH Ue/FOCTH Ha HaIpsixKeHHO-1edOopMupo-
BAHHOE COCTOSTHME B 30HE JIEHTAJIHHONW UMILIAHTAIUN [IPEJICTABIsSIeT OOJIBIION Ha-
YUHBIA U TpakTudeckuii unTepec [4,5|. V3MeHeHuMe MIOTHOCTH KOCTHOW TKaHM
IPOBOJUT K M3MEHEHUIO ee MOuyssi yupyrocru [6]. Dror dakr mnosposser Bbi-
[OJTHATh MaTEMaTHYEeCKOE MOJICJINPOBAHNE BJIUSHUS IJIOTHOCTH KOCTHOU TKaHU
Ha HAIIPSKEHHO-e(hOPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSTHHME TIPU KBA3UCTATUIECKOM IIPUIIOXKE-
HAU HAIPY3KHU TOCPEJICTBOM COOTBETCTBYIOIIEIO0 M3MEHEHUs] MOJYJs yIPYTrOCTH
kocru [3,7-9,11].

st MoJiesTMpOBaHUs HAIIPSIZKEHHOT'O COCTOSIHUST CTOMATOJOTTIECKUX UMILJIAH-
TaTOB U KOCTHBIX TKAaHEHl B IOCJIEIHUE JECSITUIIETHS HUCIOJb3YIOTCH YHCJIEHHbIE
MeToibl. HamboJibiliee pacmpocTpaHeHue IMOJIyYInJ METOJ KOHEUHBIX JIEMEHTOB
(MKD) [12,13]. Merox rpanuunsix ssuementos (MI'D) B 3a1auax cromarosornte-
CKOIl OMOMEXaHUKM UCIOJIB3YETCs He Tak mupoko. OJIHO U3 MEPBBIX MPUMEHEHUI
9TOr0 MeTo/1a OBIIO BBIMOJHEHO B 1993 romy /11 aHAIM3a HAIIPAXKEHHOTO COCTOSI-
HIsI COEINHEHNUST [IMJIMH/PUIECKOT0 UMILIAHTaTa U KOCTHOI TKauu [14]. MI™D rak-
JKe MPUMEHSLICS JIJIST UCCJIeIOBAHUSI HAIIPSIXKEHHOTO COCTOSTHHSI KOCTHBIX TKaHEi
U BHUHTOBBIX CTOMATOJIOTMYECKUX HUMILIAHTATOB, M3TOTOBJIEHHBIX U3 PA3JIMIHBIX
MarepuasioB (turana win Kepamuku) [15]. CpaBHUTEIBHBI aHAIN3 TIPUMEHEHUST
MKD u MI'D s anaimsa HAIPS2KEHHOTO COCTOSTHUSI UMILIAHTATOB U KOCTHOM
TKaHu 6b11 BbinosHeH B [16]. IIpn ncnonbsoBanun MI'S BBHLy HE3aBUCHMOIO MO-
JIeJINPOBAHUSI ITEPEMEITIEHII U HAIIPSI?KEHN Ha [TOBEPXHOCTHU TEJIa, B 30HAX C BbI-
COKUMM IpaieHTaMI HAIPSXKEeHUI MOYKHO IOy YUTh PE3YJIBTATHI, COIIOCTABIMBbIE
¢ pe3yJibTaTaMu, MoJIy YeHHbIME ¢ TToMoIbio MK, Ho 6e3 cyecTBeHHOrO n3Me ib-
qeHusi ceTKU 3j1eMeHToB. [Ipu pemennn 3amaan MI'D BbInosiHsIeTCS TUCKPETU3a-
I¥s1 TOJIBKO TIOBEPXHOCTH (TPAHUIIBI — B IBYMEPHOM CJIydae) PacueTHOH MOJIeIH,
UTO SIBJISIETCST OJHUM W3 OCHOBHBIX IIPEMMYINECTB JAHHOIO MeToja nepens MK,
IIPU UCIOIB30BAHUU KOTOPOTO HEOOXOAMMO pas3buenue Ha 3JIEMEHTHI BCErO 00be-
Mma Tejia. B mannoit pabore MI'D ucnosib3yercst fjist aHam3a, BJIUSTHAST W3MEHEHU T
IUIOTHOCTU KOCTHBIX TKaHE! Ha HAIPSKEHHOE COCTOsIHUE BOJIM3U JICHTAJIbHBIX UM-
[UIAHTATOB.

1. IlocTanoBKa 3aJa4YM M METOAWKA YMCJIEHHOTO pelneHus. Pacder Ha-
MPSIYKEHHO-/1e(DOPMHUPOBAHHOIO COCTOSIHUS BBIIIOJIHEH B ITOCTAHOBKE IIJIOCKOM Jie-
dopMarmu i MOJIEJIN, COCTOSAIIEH U3 IMUINHIPUIECKOTO UMIIJIAHTATA C KOPOH-
KOl M OKPY?KaIOIMNX KOCTHBIX TKaHel NMpH JOMYIIEeHNHN, ITO KOCTHAsl TKaHb SIB-
JISTeTCSI M30TPOITHBIM W OJHOPOJIHBIM VIPYTHM MaTepUAIOM. SHAUYEHUsST MOJLYJIsI
VIPYTOCTA KOPTUKAJIBHON U TyOUaTOil KOCTHBIX TKaHEHl U3MEHAIOTCS B JOCTa-
TOYHO MHUPOKOM Juanazone [17]. [Ipu BbimoJHEHNN JAHHOIO UCC/IEIOBAHUST TIO-
JIATaJI0Ch, YTO MOJYJIb YIPYTOCTH I'yOYaTOil KOCTHON TKAHU U3MEHSETCS B WH-
tepBasie By = 0.5 + 8 I'lla, Momyab ynpyroctn KOpTHKAJILHON KOCTHOW TKAHM —
E.=6-+20I'Tla.

PacdeTnl BeIIONHSIIUCE TTPpU (DPUKCHPOBAHHOM MOJYJI€ YIPYTOCTU KOCTHOM TKa-
HU OJIHOT'O THUIIA ¥ BAPUAIMU MOJYJIA YIPYTOCTU KOCTHOM TKAHU JIPYTOTO THIIA:

1) it KaXKJI0ro U3 Tpex 3HAYEHUil MOJyJIs yIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJIBHON KOCTH

E. = {6;10;18} I'lla BeinoHICS pacyeT IPU PA3INIHBIX 3HAYCHUSIX MO-
JyJsist yupyroctu ryouaroit kocru Fg = {0.5;1; 3;5; 8} I'a;
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2) JyIst KaxKJIOro U3 TPeX 3HaYeHWil MOJIyJIsi yIpyrocTu rybuaroii koctn Ey =
= {0.5; 1;3} I'lla BbImOMHSICS pACTET IPU PA3IUIHBIX 3HAYCHUSIX MOLYJISI
yupyroctu KoprukaibHoii koctu E. = {6;8;10;14; 18; 20} I'lla.

[Tosrarasock Takke, YTO KOPOHKA M3TOTOBJIEHA U3 KEPAMUKH, & OCTAJILHLIE JI€Ta-
JIM UMIIJIAHTATa U3TOTOBJIEHBI M3 THUTaHA. Da3zoBble MeXaHUYEeCKHe CBOHCTBA Ma-
TEpPUAJIOB UMILIAHTATa W KOCTHBIX TKaHEH NpuBeIeHbl B Tabj. 1 1o JaHHBIM pa-

6or [10,11,17).

Tabsmia 1

Mexannyeckue cBOMCTBA MMILJIAHTATA M KOCTHBIX TKaHEM
[Mechanical properties of the implant and bone tissues]|

. Young’s modulus o Yield strength (a),
Material E, GPa Polsson’s ratio | popgile strength (b), MPa
Titanium 110 0.3 830 (a)
Ceramics 70 0.19 320 (b)
Cortical bone 18 0.3 130 (a)
Spongy bone 0.5 0.35 10 =20 (b)

PacueTnasa moesib UMILTAHTATa U KOCTHBIX TKaHEH COMEPYKUT CEeMb ITOI00Ia-
creit (cMm. puc. 1). IlepBble Tpu 10OJ00JIACTH MOJECJUPYIOT KOCTHbIE TKaHU: [ —
BHEITHUIN CJION KOPTUKAJIBHON KOCTH (CpesHssi ToJmuHa cjos 1.7 Mm); 2—ry6-
qaTass KOCTb — OCHOBHAsI 9aCTh KOCTHOHN TKaHW HYeTIOCTH; 3 — CJI0M KOPTUKAIb-
HOIl KOCTU TOMIIUHON 1 MM, (DOPMUPYIOMIUI CTEHKU HUXKHEUIETIOCTHOIO KaHasa,
nmeroriero jmamerp 3 Mm. OcrajibHble TMOI00JACTH COOTBETCTBYIOT 3JIEMEHTAM
KOHCTPYKIMU UMILIaHTATa (JIJIMHA [UIMHIPUIECKON YacTh UMILIaHTaTa — 12 MM,
nuamerp — 4.2 MM, cM. moao6aacTh 4). Bes Mojiesb HOTHOCTBIO ¢ yKa3aHUeM BU-
Jla HArPY3KH ¥ IPAHUYHBIX YCJIOBUN, & TaK¥Ke yBeJMYeHHoe n300paKeHue BepxHei
YaCTH MOJIEJIN IIPEJICTABICHBl Ha PHUC. 2 (71 y1nobcTBa rpadutdecKoro mpeicTas-
JICHUSI BHEITHUHN CJION KOPTUKAJIHHON KOCTHU, IUJINHAPUIECKAS JAaCTh UMILIAHTATA
U KODOHKa 3aIlTpUXOBaHbl). MexKly BceMu HOM00JIACTIMU MOJIENU ITI0JIAraeTcst
BBITIOJIHEHNE YCJIOBUI MI€ATLHOTO CIENJIEHUsI, BKJIIOYas 30Hy COeIMHEHNs TTAJIITH-
JIPHYECKOl 9acTH MMIUIAHTATA U KOCTHBIX TKaHedl (MOJIHAsi OCTEOMHTErDAIUs).
Harpyska sesauuaunnoit p = 6 MIIa, coorBercrBytomas yeusmio xepanus |18], npu-
KJIaJIbIBAETCS K OKKJIIO3MOHHOI IOBEPXHOCTH KOPOHKHU B JIBYX BapuaHTax (B Bep-
TUKAJILHOM HallpaBjeHuu u 1o yriiom 45° K Beprukasu). [losaras, aro mwioma/ib
KOHTaKTHON TTOBEpXHOCTH KOPOHKHU S =2 (.25 |CM|2, MOKHO CUUTATD, YTO 33J]AHHOE
yCHiIme p cooTBeTcTByeT npuioxkennoii cuwte F' &~ 150 |H|. Tlo Buemmneit rpanure
KOPTHUKAJBHONU KOCTH IIOJIaraeM HYJIEBBIE IepeMeIeHNs] IO HAIPaBJIEHUIM oceit
KOOPJNHAT, TOHKAs 3aIITPUXOBAHHAS 30HA HA PUC. 2 TIOKA3BIBAET 00/IaCTh 3a1aH-
HBIX [epeMeNIeHH 110 BHeINHell rpanuie Mojeau (310 06O3HAYEeHHe TOJBKO Ha
PHCYHKE, He SIBJISIeTCS 1aCThIO MOJIEJIN ).

VHTeHCHBHOCTD HANPSIZKEHNUTT (9KBUBAJIEHTHBIE HAIIPSZKEHs!, HAIPSZKEHUS 110
Musecy) 71t COCTOSTHUS TIIIOCKO# JIehOPMAITIN OIIPEIENISIeTCsT CJICTyTOMIM 00pa-

30M:
o \/(0’1 —09)2 + (02 — 03)? 4 (03 — 01)?
1 — )
2

rje 01, 02, 03 — IVIAaBHbIE HAIIPS KEHUS.
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Puc. 1. Tlomobsacru monenu: 1, 3— koprtu- Puc. 2. [luckperusanus rpanuil moaobJia-

KajbHasl KOCTh, 2—rybuaTass KOCTb, 4— CTell UMILUTaHTATa W KOCTHBIX TKaHe; Jaeil-
WMIJIAHTAT, 5— BUHT, 6— abaTMeHT, 7— CTBHe HAKJOHHOW HArpyskKw; 7 mmoaobJia-
KepaMuJIecKasi KOPOHKA 110/ JIefCTBUEM Ha- creit; 1106 y3710B BO Bceil Mojien
KJIOHHOM Harpyski [Figure 2. Boundary elements discretization
[Figure 1. The model subregions: 1, 3 — of the implant and surrounded bone
cortical bone, 2 — spongy bone, 4 — tissues under inclined load application;
implant, 5 — screw, 6 — abatment, 7 — 7 subregions; total 1106 nodes|

ceramics crown under inclined load]

L1 9uC/IeHHOro anaJjn3a HAIPKeHHO-1eOPMIPOBAHHOIO COCTOSIHUS B Pa-
6ore ucnosnbayercst npsiMoit BapuaatT MI™ [19]. IsymepHasi cocTraBHAst KOHCTPYK-
IUsT MOJIEJINPYETCsT HADOPOM OJHOPOIHBIX 10100 acTeit. Takoil 1moixo/1 mo3BoJIs-
eT pacCMaTpUBaTh COEJIMHEHUs] PA3JIUYHBIX MATEPHUAJOB B KOHCTPYKIIUM, & TaK-
JK€ YCJIOBHS HEUJICAJTBHOIO COEJMHEHUST MEXK Iy oj00acTsiMu. ['paHuvaHnoe nHTe-
rpasbHoe ypasuerne (I'IY) Teopun ympyroctu st KazKioil OJHODPOIHON MOJ-
00J1aCTH KOHCTPYKIMU 0e3 ydIeTa MacCOBBIX CHUJI U TeMIIepaTypPHBIX BO3IEeHCTBUI
umeer By [19]

¢ (D)uilp) = /F (Gis(p. )ti(a) — Fy (0 us(@)]d0(q), i =12, (1)

rJie TOYKH P U ¢ IpuHaiexkar rpanure nojgobaacru I'; u;(q), t;(q) — nepemenienust
U yCHJIMsI Ha IPAHUIE M0100IacTH; ¢;j(p) — DYHKINY, 3aBUCAIINE OT JIOKAJIBHON
reOMeTPUH B TOUYKE p; Jylsl IVIaJKON rpanuiisl c;j(p) = 6;5/2. Pynkiun Gy;(p, q)
u Fjj(p,q) sBasiorcst dyHIaMeHTAIbHBIMI perneHnsMu KenbBuHa i 3a1atdm
Teopun yupyrocru (maockast gedpopmarust) [19].

Ha yuacTkax miea/IbHOIO KOHTAKTa IOH00/IaCTell ToJIaraeM, YTO BbIIOJIHAIOT-
¢ YCJIOBHs HEINPEPBIBHOCTHU JJIA IIEPEMEINEHUI U PABHOBECUS JIJIsl YCHJIMIA:

uf(p) =ui'(p), ti(p) =—1}(p), (2)

roe k 1 n— HOMEpa, COCeTHUX MOA00IacTeil.

st aucnennoro pemmennst [TV (1) ncnosb3yorcs n3onapaMeTpuiecKue KBa,I-
paTHYHbIE TPAHUYHBIE 3JeMeHThI. JlucKpermsarus rpanuln nojgobsacreit u arm-
[IPOKCUMAITUS IIEPEMEHHBIX IT03BOJISET 3aMEHUTD BBIYUC/IEHAE HHTEIPAJIOB 110 BCEi
nosepxuaocT nojgodsactu B 'Y (1) cymMMoit HHTErpaioB 110 COBOKYITHOCTH I'Da-
HUYIHBIX 9JIEMEHTOB, ITPEJICTaBJIAIONINX ITIOBEPXHOCTH HO,/IO6JIa.CTI/I7 " NOJIYIUTD JIJIA
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KaXK 0¥ TOYKMU KOJIJIOKAINK p AUCKpeTHoe npeacrapiaenue 'Y, Cunryssiproe mo-
Besienne dynaamenTaabubx pertennii B 'Y (1) mposiBisieTcst B OCHOBHOM IpH
BBIYUCICHUN UHTETPAJIOB 110 IJIEMEHTAM, COJIEPKAINMM TOUKY KoJutokaruu p. [1o-
9TOMY pPacCMATPHUBAETCs JIBa CJIydasl PACIIOJIOXKEHUsI TOUKU p: p & e u p € e,
rJe e — FPaHUYHbIA 3J1eMEHT, 110 KOTOPOMY BBIITOJIHSIETCsI HHTEerpupoBanue. B mep-
BOM CJIy4Yae MHTEIPUPOBAHUE BBIMOJIHSIETCS 10 KBaJApaTypHBIM dopmyaam [ayc-
ca—Jlexkangpa ¢ yIeToM CryIeHUs] TOUYeK HWHTEIPUPOBAHUS B HAIPABJIEHUH TOY-
K1 Kosutokanuu. llpm p € e dyHmaMeHTa/bHOE pelleHre IIJIOCKON 3aJ1a4uu Teo-
pu ynpyrocru Jiist nepemertennii G, (p, ¢) coepKut caabyio JorapudMIIecKyo
0COOEHHOCTD M MHTErpaJibl B JUCKPETHOM mpesicTapieanun 'Y, comeprkaiipe 3Ty
GYHKIUIO, BEITUCISIIOTCS C UCIOJIB30BAHUEM KBaJIpaTypPHOI POPMYJIBI C Jlorapud-
MHUYeCKOil BecoBoil (pyukmueit. OyHpaMeHTaIbHOE PEIeHne I TOBEPXHOCTHBIX
yenmit Fij(p,q) collepsKuT CHIIBHYIO OCOOEHHOCTb U BBIYHCJIEHHE CYMMBI COOT-
BETCTBYIOIINX MHTEIPAJIOB U MapaMeTpa ¢;j(p) BBIIOIHSETCS KOCBEHHBIM IIyTEM
UCXOJIsl U3 CMEIIEHNUs TeJIa KaK YKECTKOTO 11100 (CM. OIHMCAHKUEe aJlOPUTMa YHC-
JICHHOIO MHTErPUPOBaHMsI JJIsl JIBYMEPHBIX M IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX 3aiad B [20]).
O6xoms 1ToC/IeOBATEILHO Y3JI0BbIE TOYKN TPAHMNIL BCEX MOA00JIACTEM, TOJIydaeM
JucKperHoe mpeactasienne 'Y, Yaer rpaHnvHbIX yCJIOBUI HA BHEITHUX TPAHU-
1ax mojo6acTeil U JOMOJHUTE/ILHBIX YCJIOBUI HA yYacTKax COCTUHEHUs 10100~
nacreii (2) MO3BOJISAET MOJIYUUTh U3 CHCTeMBbl jiuckperHbix TV st Beex 1momo6-
JlacTell KOHCTPYKIIUU CUCTEMY JIMHEHHBIX aJreOpamdecKux ypaBHEHUN JJIs Olpe-
JIeJIEHUs] y3JIOBBIX HEM3BECTHBIX 3ajadu. Meronuka dncjiaeHHoro pemtenus 'Y
peanmsoBana B KoMmiutekce nporpamm «MEI'PD» (Merox I'Panmansix Dsremen-
ToB) [20-22], KOTOPBIil UCHOIB30BAH JIsl [IOJIyYeHUs] PE3YJIbTATOB, IPUBEJIEHHBIX
B JIAHHOW CTaThe.

2. PesyabTaTbl pacdeToB IIPU HOPMAJIbHOM HArpy3ke Ha KOPOHKY.
[Tepsorit 9Tam pacdeTa BLIIOJIHEH IIPU C2KUMAIOIIEH HArPy3Ke, IPUIOXKEHHON K OK-
KJIIO3UOHHOMI ITIOBEPXHOCTU KOPOHKHM. SaBI/ICI/IMOCTI/I MaKCUMaJIBHBIX 9KBUBAJICHT-
HBIX HAITPSI?XKEHU B KOCTHBIX TKAHSIX OT MOJIYJIEH YIIPYTOCTA KOPTUKAJIBHOMN 1 Iy0-
JaToit KOCTHOW TKaHW MpeCTaB/IEHbl HAa puc. 3—06.

[Tpu yBeamaennn Moysst yupyrocrtu rybdaroii kocraoit Tkanu Fg (yBesmdae-
HUM KECTKOCTH KOCTH) BO3PACTAET YaCTh HAIPY3KH, IlepefaBacMasi Ha 9Ty KOCT-
HyIO TKaHb. [l03TOMy MakcHMaJibHBbIE HAIPsKEHUS B I'yO4YaTOl KOCTHON TKAaHU
BO3pacTaioT, cM. puc. 3. HampskeHust B KOPTUKAJLHON KOCTHOW TKAHU IIPU yBe-
JIMIEHUU MOJYJIsI yUPYrocTh I'yb4uaroil Koctn Fy CHUXKAIOTCS 3a CYeT yMeHbIIe-
HHUS HATrPYy3KH, IIepelaBaeMoil Ha 9Ty dacTb Kocth, cM. puc. 4. OTMmerum, 9To
HaIpsKEHUsT B I'y0YIATON KOCTU CHUKAIOTCS IIPU yBEJMICHUN MOJIYJ/IsT YIPYyTOCTH
KOpTUKaJbHOI KocTh K., cM. puc. 3 u 5. C npyroit CTOPOHBI, yPOBEHb HaIPsI?Ke-
HUHA B KOPTUKAJIBLHON KOCTU BO3PACTAECT IIPU yBEJIMYCHUN MO YIIPYTOCTU ITOMN
KOCcTH, cM. puc. 4 u 6.

Ha puc. 7 npejicraBienbl paciipejie/leHiuss MHTEHCUBHOCTY HAIIPSI?>KEHUH 110 rpa-
HUIe TYOYATON KOCTU I JABYX 3HAYEHUN MOIY/IsT YIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJIHLHON KO-
cru. [Ipu MaoM 3Ha4eHNN MOMIYJIS YIIPYTOCTH I'yOYaTON KOCTH MAKCUMyM HAIIDsi-
JKeHuil HaOJII0/1aeTcsl BOJIN3U 30HBI KOHTAKTa I'yb4uaToil 1 KOPTUKAIbHON KOCTHBIX
TKaHeil ¢ umIianTaToM (Ieiika umIIaHTaTa, cM. puc. 1, mogobaactu 1 u 2, Bepx-
Hssl 9aCTh), a IPU yBEJUUIECHUU MOJYJIsl YIPYTOCTUH IyOGUATON KOCTU MOJIOXKEHUE
MaKCHMyMa, CMEIaeTCs B HUXKHIOIO 30HY KOHTAKTa MEXKJy WMILJIAHTATOM U TyO-
YaTOl KOCTBIO. OTMGTI/IM7 9TO BBHUAY HECUMMETPUU KOPOHKU M BO3HUKHOBEHWA
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[Figure 3. The maximum stresses in the
spongy bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the spongy bone; compression|
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Puc. 5. 3aBucumocTb MakCHMaJIbHBIX Hal-
psiKeHuit B rybdaToOfl KOCTH OT MOJIYJIS
YIPYTOCTU KOPTUKAJBHON KOCTH; CXKaThe

[Figure 5. The maximum stresses in the
spongy bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the cortical bone, compression]|
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Puc. 4. 3aBucuMocTbh MakKCHMaJIbHBIX Ha-

HPsAXKEHUI B KOPTUKAJIBHON KOCTHU OT MO-

IyJisl YIPYTOCTH I'yOUaTOl KOCTHU; CXKaTHe

[Figure 4. The maximum stresses in the
cortical bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the spongy bone; compression)]
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Puc. 6. 3aBuCHMOCTb MAKCHMAaJILHBIX HAIll-
DSIPKEHUH B KOPTUKAJIBHOM KOCTU OT MOy~
Jisl yIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJBHON KOCTH; CXKa-
THe
[Figure 6. The maximum stresses in the
cortical bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the cortical bone; compression|

Puc. 7. VlHTeHCHMBHOCTD HAIIPsI2KEHUH 0; BIAOJIb KOHTYpa ryodyaToit koctu; ckarue, F. = 18 I'lla:

a) Oimax = 2.6 MIIa, E; = 0.5 I'Tla; b) 0 max = 3.9 MIla, E; = 5.0 I'Tla

[Figure 7. Stresses intensity o; along the spongy bone contour; compression, E. = 18 GPa:

a) 0imax = 2.6 MPa, E; = 0.5 GPa; b) 0 max = 3.9 MPa, E; = 5.0 GPa)
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B CBA3U C 3THUM I/ISI‘I/I6aIOHl€I‘O MOMEHTa Dpaclipee/JIeHue HaHpH}KeHI/Iﬁ Ipu HOP-
MaJIbHOI Harpy3Ke He ABJIAEeTCA CUMMETPUIHBIMU.

3. Pe3ysubTaThl pacueToB NpW HAKJIOHHOI HArpy3Ke Ha KOPOHKY. BTo-
poit 3Tam pacuera Ha MOJEIN UMIIJAHTATa BBLIIOJJIHEH NMPU HAKJIOHHON HArpy3Ke,
IPUJIOXKEHHOIN K KOPOHKe (CM. puc. 2). 3aBUCHMOCTH MAKCHMAJIBHBIX SKBHBAJICHT-
HBIX HAIPS2KEHUN B KOCTHBIX TKAHAX OT MO/JLYJIENl YIIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJIBHOMN 1 I'y0-
1aTOll KOCTHU IpejicTaB/ieHbl Ha puc. 8—11. Ilpu HakjoHHO# HArpy3Ke TEHIEHIINN
M3MEHEHUsI MaKCUMAaJIbHBIX SKBUBAJIEHTHLIX HAIPSKEHUN aHAJOTUYIHBI IT0JTy I€H-
HBIM paHee IIPU C2KUMAIOIIeNl Harpy3ke, HO YPOBEHb MAKCUMAJILHBIX HATPSXKEHU I
BBIIIIE, UTO CBA3AHO C AeHCTBUEM CIBUTOBOI KOMIIOHEHTHI HATPY3KH Py, TPUBOISI-
el K BOSHUKHOBEHUIO u3rubamomux MoMeHToB My & pph B cjloe KOpTUKAJIBHOI
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Puc. 8. 3aBucumocts MakcHMaJILHBIX Ha-

NPSDKEHUH B Iy0dIaTOfl KOCTH OT MOZYJIsI

YIPYrOCTH I'y0uaToil KOCTH; HAKJIOHHASI Ha-
rpy3Ka

[Figure 8. The maximum stresses in the
spongy bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the spongy bone; inclined load)]
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Puc. 10. 3aBucuMocTh MaKCHMAJIBHBIX Ha-
MpsKEHU B Ty0IaToOil KOCTH OT MOJIYJIST
YIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJIBLHOW KOCTH; HAKJIOH-
Hasl HArpy3Ka
[Figure 10. The maximum stresses in the
spongy bone vs the modulus of elasticity of
the cortical bone; inclined load]
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Puc. 9. 3aBucumocTh MakKCHMAaJIbHBIX Ha-

NPAKEHNAN B KOPTUKAJIBHONA KOCTU OT MOLY-

JIST yOPYTOCTH Iy6daToil KOCTH; HAKJIOHHAS
Harpyska

[Figure 9. The maximum stresses in the
cortical bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the spongy bone; inclined load]
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Puc. 11. 3aBucuMocTb MaKCHMAJIBHBIX Ha-
NpAKEHUII B KOPTHUKAJIBHOA KOCTH OT MO-
yJs yIPYTOCTH KOPTHUKAJIBHOW KOCTH; Ha-
KJIOHHAsI HArpy3Ka
[Figure 11. The maximum stresses in the
cortical bone vs the modulus of elasticity
of the cortical bone; inclined load|
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koctu u My = p,(h + L) —y ocHoBanusi uMILIaHTaTa, Ijie h — BBICOTA KOPOHKH,
L — njmHa mMIIaHTaTa.

YBesimdyenne MOyl YIIPYTOCTH I'y04aToil KOCTHOM TKanu Fg IPUBOJIUT K BO3-
pacTaHUI0 MAKCUMAJbLHBIX HAIPSXKEHUN B IyOYaTOl KOCTU, IIPUIEM POCT HAIIPSI-
JKEHUI MPOUCXoauT 0oJjiee HTEHCUBHO, YeM IIPU HOPMAJIbHON HATPY3Ke, CM. pHC. 3
u 8. OTMeTuM, 9TO IpU HAKJIOHHON HAIDY3KE M MaJIbIX 3HAYCHUSX MOJLYJIs YIIPY-
rocru ry6uaroit kKoctu (Fy < 2 Mlla) uamenenne HanpsizkeHuili B KOPTHKAIHHOI
KOCTH €J1a00 3aBUCUT OT MOJIyJIsl yIIPYTOCTH KOPTUKAJLHON KOCTHOW TKAaHU (CM.
puc. 4 u 9). Hanpsizkenust B ryGuaToil KOCTU CHUZKAIOTCSI DY yBEJIUIEHUN MOJLYJISI
yIpyroctu Koprukayibuoit koctu E., cm. puc. 8 u 10. IIpu sTom 3nadenus maxkcu-
MaJIbHbIX HAIPsZKeHUil 3HAYNTEeIbHO (IPUMEPHO B TPH Pa3a) MPEBBIIIAI0T COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIME 3HAYECHNUS IPU HOPMAJIbHOI Harpyske (cMm. puc. 3, 5 u puc. 8, 10),
YTO CBA3AHO C JIeficTBUEM M3rubaroIiero MOMeHTa. Y POBEHb HAIIPsiKEHUil B KO-
TUKaJBLHOI KOCTU BO3pacTaeT IIPU yBEJIWYEHUHW MOJYJId YIIPYTOCTU 3TOM KOCTH,
(em. puc. 9 u 11). [Tyist MAKCUMAJIbHBIX HANPSIZKEHUI B KOPTUKAJIBHOM KOCTH 1PU
HAKJIOHHOI HArpy3Ke OTJIMYUsl OT CJIydasl HOpMAJIbHOW HArDY3KH HEBEJUKHU (CM.
puc. 4, 6 u puc. 9, 11), 9T0 CBsI3aHO ¢ MEHbINEH BEJIMINHON MEXAHUIECKOIO MO-
MenTa M B €Jjl0e KOPTUKAILHON KOCTH.

Pacmpenenenre nHTEHCUBHOCTHU HAIIPSI2KEHUH 110 TpaHuIle rydbuaroit KocTu npu
JeficTBUN HAKJIOHHOW HArpy3KHU IpejcTaBieHo Ha puc. 12. IIpm stom xapakTep
pacipeiesieHusi HAIPsIXKEHUH B ry0UaTOll KOCTH 3aMETHO U3MeHsieTcs: npu Ky =
0.5 I'lla MmakcuMaJsIbHBIE HAIIPSIY)KEHUS HAOJIIOJAIOTCS B HUXKHEH YaCcTH 30HBI KOH-
TakTa rybdaToil KOCTH M OCHOBaHWs nMILTanTara, a npu s = 5.0 ['lla momoxe-
HUE MaKCUMyMa HaHpH}KeHHﬁ CMEN[aeTCd B 30HY HIeKNU UMILJIaHTaTa Ha I'paHUuIly
¢ Ty0UIaTOil M KOPTUKAJIBLHONW KOCTHBIMUA TKAHIMU.

Puc. 12. UaTeHcnBHOCTH HANIPSI)KEHUH 0; BIOJb KOHTypa ryodaroit koctu; cxkarue, F.=18 I'Tla:
a) 0imax = 4.3 MlIla, Es = 0.5 I'Tla; b) 04,max = 12.2 MIla, Es = 5.0 I'Tla

[Figure 12. Stresses intensity o; along the spongy bone contour; compression, E. = 18 GPa:
a) 0i,max = 4.3 MPa, E; = 0.5 GPa; b) 0y max = 12.2 MPa, E; = 5.0 GPa]

Sakiouenue. ccenopanme 3aBUCUMOCTH WHTEHCHBHOCTH HAIPSIZKEHHN OT
IIJIOTHOCTU KOpTI/IKaJIbHOI?’I n Fy6anOﬁ KOCTHBIX TKaHEN BBIIIOJIHEHO IIOCPEICTBOM
mapaMeTpUIeCcKoil Bapralni MOIyJIel yIPyTrOCTH COOTBETCTBYIOIINX KOCTHBIX TKa-
Heil I MOJIEJIN COEeIMHEHMsl IIMIMHIPUYIECKOr0 NMILJIaHTaTa M KOCTHBIX TKaHei
IpH JeHCTBIN HOPMaJILHOM 1 HaKJIOHHOI HArpy30K. [1o/ydeHHbIe pe3yIbTaThl Ka-
9eCTBEHHO (BBUJLY PA3/IMUIMsi TEOMETPHUYECKUX TAPAMETPOB MOJIe/Iell 1 MeXaHuIe-
CKHX CBOJICTB) COIIACYIOTCs ¢ pe3ysbrataMu pabor [3,8,11].
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[Tpu yBesmvyeHnn MoOyJist yOPYyrocTu ry6yaToil KOCTHOM TKaHu (yBeJINIeHUH
ee IUTOTHOCTH ) BO3PACTACT YaCcTh HATPY3KH, IIepeIaBaeMasi Ha 3Ty KOCTHYIO TKAHb.
[TosToMmy MakcuMaIbHBIE SKBUBAJIEHTHBIE HAIPSKEHUs B I'y0OIaTON KOCTHON TKa-
HH BO3PACTAIOT, YTO CTUMYJIUPYET IIPOIECC OCTEOMHTET DA UMILJIAHTAaTA, COIIPO-
BOXKJIAIOMIUICS POCTOM IJIOTHOCTU KOCTHOM TKanu [23]. Hanpsizkenusi B kopru-
KAJIbHOW KOCTHO¥W TKAHW HPHU YBEJUUEHUU MOJIYJIisi YIPYTOCTH T'yOUYaToil KOCTH
CHUZKAQIOTCs 3a CUeT YMEHbIIIeHUd Harpy3KH, IIepejiaBaeMoil Ha 3Ty 4acTh KOCTH,
YTO NPUBOJAUT K Oo0Jiee OIHOPOJHOMY PaCHPEIeIEHUI0 HAIPSKEHNH B KOCTHBIX
TKaHSIX [pU HarpyKeHuu uminiatara. C Apyroif CTOPOHBI, HAJUYINAE CJIOST KO-
TUKAJIbHON KOCTH BBICOKON ILIOTHOCTH (C GOJIBINUM MOJLYJIEM YIPYTOCTH) IIPHU-
BOJUT K CHUKEHUIO HAIIPSXKEHWIT B I'y0YaTOll KOCTH, YTO ITO3BOJISET IIOBBICUTH
HaJe2KHOCTHh UMIUIAHTAIMU [IpU ocjiabyiennoit rybuaroit koctu. Ilpu stom ypo-
BeHb MAKCUMAJIbHBIX HAIPsKEHUH B KOPTUKAJIHHON KOCTU BO3PACTAET U 00JIACTH
MaKCUMaJIbHBIX HAIPsKeHU HAOJII0/1aeTCs BOIN3NU IIefiKu NUMILIaHTaTa.

PacdeTnl BbITIOJIHEHBI 11 ITUJIAHAPUIECKUX UMILIAHTATOB U IIOJIYIeHHBIE Pe-
3yJIBTATBl MOI'YT OBITH UCIOJIB30BAHBI IPU BBIOOpE (POPMBI U PA3MEPOB MMILIAH-
TaTOB, COOTBETCTBYIOIINX COCTOAHUIO KOCTHBIX TKaHeEll IalueHTa.

Konkypupyionine nHTepechl. KOHKypUPYIOINX HHTEPECOB HE UMEIO.

ABTOpCKast OTBETCTBEHHOCTD. ¢l HECy IOJIHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a IPEIOCTABJIEHUE
OKOHYATE/IbHOI Bepcuu pykomucu B medarb. OKOHUYATEIbHAS BEPCHUS PYKOIMCH MHOIO
omoopeHa.

®PunancupoBaHue. Pabora BBINIOJHEHa B paMKaxX TOCYJapCTBeHHOro 3ajganus (N ro-
cpeructpanuu 123021700050-1).
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Abstract

The dependence of the stress-strain state of the bone tissue on its density
near the dental implant has been studied. The computations were performed
by the boundary element method for the plane-deformed state of a model
consisting of a cylindrical implant and surrounding bone tissues. Bone tissue
is considered as an isotropic and homogeneous elastic material. Simulation
the effect of bone density on the stress-strain state when applying a quasi-
static load is performed by changing of elasticity modulus of the bone. It
has been established that with the increasing in the spongy bone tissue elas-
tic modulus, the maximum equivalent stresses in this bone tissue increase.
Stresses in the cortical bone tissue decrease with the increasing in the spongy
bone elastic modulus due to the decreasing in the load transferred to this
bone part. Stresses in the spongy bone decrease with the increasing in the
cortical bone layer elasticity modulus. The level of maximum stress in the
cortical layer of the bone increases with the increasing of this bone tissue
elastic modulus. The maximum of stresses in the cortical bone tissue are
observed near the implant neck.

Keywords: implant, bone tissues, stress-strain state, boundary integral
equations method.
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