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ABSTRACT

The article deals with a comparative analysis of the deformed state of an implant made of titanium
in the coarse-grained and nanostructured states and subjected to loading with different parameters.
The influence of cyclic loading on the dental implant in the system "base—implant-abutment" has been
evaluated. The comparative analysis of the mechanical behavior of the implant using different base
and abutment materials depending on the load has been carried out. The distribution of deformation
and stress in the implant under loading is shown. It was found out that mechanical parameters of the
alloys used as a base material influence the fatigue behavior of the implant.
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NUMIIVIAHTATOB, U3I'OTOBJIEHHBIX U3 KPYITHO3EPHUCTOI'O
N HAHOCTPYKTYPHOI'O TUTAHA
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AHHOTAILIMA

PaCCManI/IBaeTCH CpaBHI/ITCJ'ILHHﬁ aHaJIn3 I[e(pOpMI/IpOBaHHOF O COCTOsAHUA HMMILJIaHTaTra, U3roToB-
JICHHOT'O U3 TUTaHa B KPYITHO3CPHUCTOM U HAHOCTPYKTYPHOM COCTOSIHUAX U IMOABCPIHYTOIO BO3JIEHi-
CTBUIO HAI'PY3KHU C PA3JIMYHBIMU ITAPpaAMCTpPaMHU. HpOBe}:[eHa OLICHKA BJIMSHUS LIUKIAYECKOM Harpysku
Ha JICHTaJIbHBI UMILIAHTAT B CUCTEME «OCHOBaHHME—MMILJIAHTaT—a0aTMEHT. HpOBeI[eH CpaBHHUTCJIb-
HbBII aHAJIU3 MOBEICHUS MEXaHMYSCKOI0 ITOBEACHUS UMILIaHTaTa C NPUMCHCHUCM PA3JIMYHOI'0 MaTC-
puajia OCHOBAaHUA U abaTMEHTa B 3aBUCHMOCTHU OT Harpysku. ITokazano pacupeaciiCHue z[e(bopMa-
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MATED

[IUM ¥ HaNpsDKEHUS B UMIUIAHTATe NP HarpyxeHuH. OOHapy»KeHO, YTO MEXaHUYECKHE TTapaMeTphl
CILIaBOB, UCIIOJIB30BAaHHBIX B KAYECTBE MaTepUala OCHOBAHMS, BIMAIOT HA YCTAJIOCTHOE IIOBEICHUE

HMILJIa”HTara.

KJIFOYEBLIE CJIIOBA

Koneuno-3nmeMeHTHOE MOACIUPOBAHUEC, HAHOCTPYKTPHBIC MATCpUAJIbI; ,Z[CHTaJIBHBII;'I HUMIIJIaHTAT,

YCTAJIOCTHBIC CBOﬁCTBa; THUTaH.

BBenenune

B nacTosimiee Bpems B CTOMATOJIOTMH aK-
TUBHO TPUMEHSIOTCS COBPEMEHHBIC TOAXO/bI
K pa3paboTKe M H3TOTOBIIEHUIO HMILIAHTATOB
C HCIOJB30BaHUEM MOJECIUPOBAHUS IIEJIEBBIX
KOHCTPYKIMH u MartepuaynioB [1-4]. Dto 006-
YCIIOBJIIGHO pPSAIOM MPUYNH, TaKUMU Kak He-
00XOMMOCTh TMPOTHO3UPOBAHUSL HAEKHOTO
(YHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS MOJIEPHU3UPOBAHHBIX
MMIUTAaHTUPYEMBIX YCTPOMCTB, a TakKke BO3-
MOKHOCTh pa3pabOTKH yCOBEPIICHCTBOBAHHBIX
W3JENUN U3 MaTEPUAJIOB C YIyUIICHHBIMU CBOM-
cTBamu [3, 6].

[Ipu ¢yHKIIMOHANBHOM Harpy3ke 3yOHOM
MMIUIAHTAT U CBSI3aHHBIE C HUM OMOJIOTHYECKHe
TKaHU HUCHBITHIBAIOT IHMKJIUNYECKOE MEXaHHWYe-
CKO€ BO3/CUCTBHE, KOTOPOE MOXKET MPUBECTH
K YCTaJOCTHOMY pa3pyUICHHIO HUMIUIaHTaTa
[7, 8]. ns mpemoTBpallleHUsI 3TOrO HEXela-
TeIbHOTO 3P PeKTa HEOOXOAMMO MPOBECTH KOM-
IUIEKCHYIO OIEHKY Je(hopMallmOHHOTO MoBee-
HUS UMIUTAHTATa B YCIOBUSX (PYHKLIHOHAIBHOM
Harpy3ku. Kpome toro, HepaBHue pa3pabOTKu
B 00JIaCTH MOBBIIICHUS MEXaHUYECKHUX CBOMCTB
OMOCOBMECTUMBIX MaTepUajoB, MpeaHa3Ha-
YEHHBIX JJISi W3TOTOBIICHUSI 3YOHBIX HMILIAH-
TaTOB, MOTYT MO3BOJUTh MHUHUATIOPU3UPOBATH
UMIUIAaHTUPYEMBbIE yCTpoiicTBa 0e3 moTepu
(YHKIIMOHAJBHBIX CBOMCTB. B uWacTHOCTH, Ha-
HOCTPYKTYpPUpPOBaHUE OMOCOBMECTUMOTO TUTA-
Ha METOJaMH MHTEHCHUBHOM IIACTUYECKOU Jie-
(hopMaruu MO3BOJUIIO CYIIECTBEHHO MOBBICUTD
€ro TPOYHOCTHBIE U YCTAJIOCTHBIE CBOICTBa
JI0 YPOBHSI TUTAHOBBIX CIUIABOB U NMPUMEHUTH
€ro JUIsl U3TOTOBJICHUS U3/IETUI MEIUIIMHCKOTO
HazHaueHus [9—11]. B To e Bpems, pazpaboTka
TaKMX KOHCTPYKLMN U3 MaTepuasa C MOBBIIIECH-
HBIMH CBOWCTBaMHU TpeOyeT MPOBEIACHHS KOM-

rieKca padoT ¢ MPUBICYEHUEM KOMIIBIOTEPHOTO
MozaenupoBaHus [12], 1 BCECTOPOHHUM aHAIU3
ne(OpMallMOHHOTO  TOBEICHUSA HUMIUIAHTaTa
B IIPOLIECCE€ HATPY3KH C MCMOJIb30BAHHEM YHC-
JIEHHBIX PACUYETOB, B NEPBYIO OYEpE/lb, B paM-
KaX KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHOTO MOJEIUPOBAHMUS,
SIBIISIETCS aKTyaJbHOW 3aJauell COBPEMEHHOTO
MaTepUaNOBEACHUS U LIMPOKO MPUMEHSETCS
B COBpEMEHHOM nuTeparype. B wactHocTH, of-
HOM 13 po0IieM B 3TON 00JaCTH SBISETCS afeK-
BaTHOE OIMCAHUE IOJHOM CUCTEMbI CTaHIapT-
HOTO WCIIBITAaHWS JIEHTAJIbHOTO HWMIUIAHTATA
[13], BkitOUaroiied OCHOBaHUE, CaM UMILIAHTAT
¥ abaTMeHT, UMUTHpYIomU 3 dexT 3yda, mpu-
COEIMHEHHOTO K UMIUIAHTATY.

[lenpto maHHOW pabOTHI SBISETCA aHAIIN3
HanpsHKEHHO-1e(OPMAIIMOHHOTO  COCTOSTHUS
KOHCTPYKIIMM HMMIUIAHTaTa TpPU BO3JACHCTBUU
pPa3HOHAIPABICHHON LUKINYECKOW Harpy3Ku
C MHCIIOJIb30BAHUEM PA3JIMYHBIX MaTepUajoB
B KOHCTPYKIHMH  «OCHOBaHHME—HMILJIAHTAT—
abaTMEHT»: KpPYMHO3EPHUCTOIO U HAHOCTPYK-
TYpHOT'O TUTaHa B KaY€CTBE MaTepuaja UMILIaH-
TaTa W TUTaHA, CTAJIM U ATIOMUHHS B Ka4eCTBE
Marepuaia OCHOBaHUS U abaTMEHTa.

1. MarepuaJjibl 1 METOIbI

MeTomoornuyeckue OCHOBBI UCCIIEIOBAHUN
MEXaHUYEeCKOTO TIOBEJICHHS MPU PA3TUYHbBIX Ha-
rpy3Kax KOHCTPYKIUN JE€HTaIbHOTO UMILJIaHTa-
Ta U3JI0’KEHBI, B YaCTHOCTH, B pabote [12]. B Ha-
CTOSIIEE BPEMS ISl TAKUX II€JIeH UCTIONIb3YeTCs
MexayHaponsbsiii crangapt ISO 14801-2007
wi ero poccuiickuii anaigor 'OCT P NCO
14801-2012 «Cromarosiorust. VIMIiaHTarsl.
YcTanoCcTHbIC UCTIBITAHUS ISl BHYTPUKOCTHBIX
CTOMATOIOTHYECKHUX UMIIJIAHTATOB).
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OOBEKTOM HCCIEIOBAaHUS SIBIAIOTCS HM-
rtanTarel cepun Timplant s.r.o. [11] ¢ nuame-
TpoM 2,4 MM, pa3pabOTaHHbIE C yUETOM NPHUMeE-
HEHUS B TOM YHCJI€ HAHOCTPYKTYPHOIO TUTaHa
C TOBBIILIEHHBIMU cBOMcTBamH [ 10].

MogenupoBaHre KOHCTPYKIIMM UMITJIaHTaTa
BBINIOJIHEHO B IIporpaMMHOM nakete ANSYS.
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Co3znanbl 00beMHBIE MOJIETH, MPEACTABICHHBIC
Ha puc. |, BKIIIo4aromuye abaTMEeHT, UMILIAHTAT
U OCHOBaHUE. AOATMEHT MPEACTABIEH B BUJC
MWIMHIpAa C Tonycdepoll auameTpoM 6 MM,
a OCHOBaHME — B BHJE LWJIMHIpA JIMHOU 15
u auameTpoM 10 Mm.
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Puc. 1. Texaugeckuii 4epTeX YaCTH KOHCTPYKIIMH UMITIaHTaTa (@);
MOJIeTTh KOHCTPYKIIMU HMILTaHTaTa B cOope, U B BUIE pazpesa (0)

Fig. 1. Technical drawing of a part of the implant structure (a);
model of the implant assembly, and in the form of a section (6)
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Bce marepuansl mpu pacueTax paccMaTpHBa-
JHMCh KaK U30TPOIHBIE U ToMOreHHbIe. [Ipenmo-
Jarajaoch, YTO MaTEPHAIIBI IPU MOACTUPOBAHUHT
OyIyT JIEMOHCTPHUPOBATH JIMHEHHOE U yNpyroe
nmoBesieHre, B Ta0On. | mpuBEAEeHBI XapaKTepu-
CTHKHU MaTEPHAJIOB UMILIAHTAaTa, KOTOPBIC OBLIH
WCTIONTb30BAHBI ITPH MAaTEMATUYECKHUX PAacUeTax.
OcTanbHbie MOJEH (MOJIETh OCHOBaHUS U abart-
MEHTA) BBIMIOJIHEHBI C WCIOIB30BAaHUEM KPYII-
Ho3epuaucroro Ti Grade 4, cTanu U aTIOMUHUS
n3 6ubmuorexu ANSY'S. BeiOop TunoB marepu-
ama Juisi OCHOBAaHMS U abaTMeHTa OOYCIIOBJICH
COOOpaKEHUSIMU  COOTBETCTBUSL  (DU3UUYECKUM
UCHBITAaHUAM [4] C LI€TbI0 YCTAHOBIIEHUS BIIU-
SHHUS MaTepuaja OCHOBaHHMS U abaTMeHTa
Ha Je(OpMalMOHHOE IOBEICHHE HMILIAHTaTa
MPH YCTAJIOCTHBIX MCIBITAHUIX. TpexmMepHbIe
MOJIENTU IPEACTABIISIIN COOON CETKH C TPEYTOJIb-
HbIMU 351eMeHTamu ¢ pazmepamu 0,05 mm. IIpo-

MATED

LEAYPY MOJEINPOBAHUS U YUETA CTPYKTYPHOTO
COCTOSIHUSI MaTepuala UMILIaHTaTa MPOBOIMIN
aHajoruyHo [14] ¢ WCHOIB30BaHUEM JJAHHBIX
0 MPOYHOCTHBIX U YCTAIOCTHBIX CBOWMCTBaX Ha-
HOCTPYKTYPHOI'O TUTaHa, oJy4eHHBIX B [10].

ITockonbKy B mpolecce 3KCIUTyaTalluy Ha-
rpy3Ka Ha KOHCTPYKLHUIO UMIUIaHTaTa MEHseTCs,
C EJIBIO aJICKBAaTHOM OLIEHKH 3TOro 3(h(hexra Ba-
pBUPOBAJIM 3HaU€HUE cuibl HarpykeHus: 50 H;
75,6 H; 100 H; 200 H. Kpome Toro, Bapbupo-
BaJIM pacIipe/ieJIeHNe BEKTOpa Harpy3KH, IpuBe-
JIEHHOE K OCSIM CUCTEMBI KOOPMHAT, CBA3aHHOMN
C UMIUTAHTATOM, KaK MpPEACTaBICHO B Ta0M. 2.

VcnplTaHue MMITIAHTaTa OCYIIECTBISLIOCH
nyTeM Harpy3kd Ha mnoiycdepy abdarMmeHTa
C BEKTOPOM Harpy3ku noa yriioMm 30° Kk ocu um-
mianrara cornacHo 'OCT P MCO 14801-2012.
Ha puc. 2 nokaszansl ycIoBHs IPUIIOKEHHS BEK-
TOpa Harpy3KH.

Tab6auua 1. CoiicTBa MaTepuaioB UMILIAHTATA, UCIIOJIB30BAHHBIX B pacyeTax

Table 1. Properties of implant materials used in calculations

[Mapamerp / Turan Grade 4 / HanoctpykrypHslii Turan Grade 4 / Amromunnit / | Crans /

Parameter CG Grade 4 Nanostructured Ti Grade 4 Aluminum Steel
Monyns FOnra, I'Tla /
Young’s modulus, GPa 10 10 7 200
Koopuuuenr [Tyaccona / 0.32 0.32 0,33 0,3
Poisson’s ratio
[penen npouroctu, MIla /
Tensile strength, MPa 730 1255 310 460
[Ipenen Texyuectu, Mlla /
Yield strength, MPa 500 1200 280 250

Tadauna 2. [TapameTpsl HArPY3KH, NPUIOKEHHON K a0aTMEHTY 10 0CSIM

Table 2. Parameters of the load applied to the abutment along the axes

F,H 50 75,6 100 200
oce X, H =25 -37,8 =50 -100
oce Y, H -43,3013 —65,4715 —-86,6025 —-173,205
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Puc. 2. HanpaBneHnue BeKkTopa Harpy3KH 1 €ro MpUIoKeHNe K aDaTMEHTY

Fig. 2. The direction of the load vector and its application to the abutment

Paccunranbl Hanbosee BaKHbIE XapaKTepH-
CTHKH YCTaJOCTHBIX XapaKTePUCTHK HMILIAH-
Tata, NpPUMEHSEMbIe TPU KOHEYHO-IJIEMEHT-
HOM MonenupoBaHuu Ha tiargopme ANSYS
[13—15]. YcramocTHast MONTOBEUHOCTH, (Life)
N, ompeiensieT YMCIIo LIUKIIOB HAMpsKeHUsI (fe-
dbopmanuu) 10 00pa3oBaHUS TPEIIMHBI 3ajaH-
HOM mpoTsukeHHOCTH N. Koaddumument 3anaca
o nonroBedHoctH, (Damage), 3HaueHNE KOTO-
poro Gonbie 1 yka3plBaeT Ha TO, YTO JETalb
BBIIJIET U3 CTPOS M3-32 YCTAJIOCTHBIX A(PPEKTOB
70 TOCTIDKEHUS 3aJJaHHOTO PAcYeTHOTO CpPOKa

50 2023.T.5, Ne 1(11)

ciyx0b1. KoaddunmenT 3amaca nmo aMmiutyaam
HanpspkeHuit (Safety Factor, S/F), mokassiBaeT
OTHOIIIEHUE HW30BITOYHOrO 3amaca MPOYHOCTH,
U €ro 3HAYCHHUE TAK)KE HE JOJDKHO OITyCKAThCS
Hmke 1, a koncerpykuus ¢ S/F = 1 Oyzner Boiaep-
JKUBATh TOJIBKO PACUCTHYIO HArpy3Ky. DKBUBa-
JICHTHas aMIUMTyAa HanpspkeHui, (Equivalent
Alternating Stress), 6 ., He JOJDKHA IIPEBBI-
1I1aTh Mpefena MPOYHOCTH WM Tpeaena TeKy-
YEeCTH MaTepuraa, UCIoJIb3yeMOT0 B U3TOTOBIIE-
HHUH JEHTAJILHOrO0 UMILIAHTATA.



B pamkax nocTtaBiieHHOM 3a1a4u TaKKe pac-
CUMTBHIBAJIM  HANPSHKEHHO-Ie(OPMUPOBAHHOE
COCTOSTHHE HCCIIeIyeMONW CHUCTEMBbl B TEpMHU-
Hax 3KBHBaJieHTHOro HampspkeHust (Equivalent
Stress) u HampsbkeHuss 1o ¢oH Muzecy
(Equivalent von-Mises).

2. Pe3yabTarsl 1 00CyKAeHHE

Paccunrtannbie 3HaA4YCHHUA HaIIpsKCHUA
U YCTAJOCTHBIX MapaMCTPOB IMPCACTABICHLI

MATED

B Ta0i1. 3—6 u Ha puc. 3, 4. Pe3ynsrarsl Moaenu-
poBaHus B Taba. 3—6 Moka3aHbl C Y4ETOM TOTO,
YTO pa3pylIeHHE MaTepuajga MOXKET IPOHUCXO-
JUTh TIpU AOCTYOKCHUM PACUETHBIX BEJIMYUH
KPUTUYECKUX 3HAYEHUH, npu 31oM «Paspyme-
HUeE-1» 03HAa4aeT, YTO KPUTUUYECKON BEITHYUHBI
(mpeaena MpoYHOCTH MarepHala) JOCTUITIO K-
BHBAJICHTHOE HaNpshbkeHue; «Pa3pyiienne-2» —
Damage > 1; «Pa3pymenue-3» — Life = 0.

Tabauua 3. Pe3ynbrar aHaan3a MOJSIMPOBAHUS 10 BUIaM AedopMalii UMITIaHTara nmpu Harpy3ke 50 H

Table 3. The result of the simulation analysis by types of implant deformation under a load of 50 N

OcHoBanue — mmutantar — AGarmeHT /
Tum ananusa / Base — Implant — Abutment
Analysis type
T-U-T T-T-T S-U-S S-T-S A-U-S A-T-S
DKBUBAJICHTHASI aMILTUTY/IA
uanpskernit, MITa / Max. | 355 446 404 525 304 368
Equivalent Alternating
Stress, MPa
Kosdpumment 3amaca
10 JOJITOBEYHOCTH / Max. | 9,62*10°% 1*107 9,62*10°8 1*107 9,62*1078 1*107
Damage
YeTanocTHas TONMTOBEYHOCTB,
IUKJTBI / Min. | 2,16*¥10*3 | 2,08*%10"3 | 2,16*¥10*"* | 2,08*10"" [ 2,16*%10"3 | 2,08*10""3
Life, cycles
Tadnuua 4. Peynsrar aHamu3a MOIETHPOBAHIS IO BUAAM AeGOpMaIiiii HMIUIaHTaTa Ipu Harpy3ke 75,6 H
Table 4. The result of the simulation analysis by types of implant deformation under a load of 75,6 N
OcHoBanue — mmuianTar — AGarmeHT /
Tun ananuza / Base — Implant — Abutment
Analysis type
T-U-T T-T-T S-U-S S-T-S A-U-S A-T-S
DKBUBAJICHTHAsI aMITIUTY/
Hanpspkenuit, MIla /
Equivalent Alternating Stress, Max. 628 730 524
MPa
Koaddumment 3amaca . . .
10 IOJITOBEYHOCTH / Max. | 2,85*10° PNel,2,3 PNel,2,3 9,62*10° PNel,2,3
Damage
PNe2,3

YeranoctHast 0JITOBEYHOCTD,
IUKIIBI / Min. | 7,29*10*!! 2,16%1013
Life, cycles

2023. Vol. 5, No. 1(11) 51



MATED

Taonuua 5. Pe3ysbrar aHamn3a MOICIMPOBAHUS 10 BUAaM AehopMaliui UMIUIaHTara mpu Harpyske 100 H

Table 5. The result of the simulation analysis by types of implant deformation under a load of 100 N

OcnoBanne — MMmianrar — Adarment /
Tun ananusa / Base — Implant — Abutment
Analysis type

T-U-T T-T-T S-U-S S-T-S A-U-S A-T-S

DKBUBaJICHTHAs] aMILTUTY/Ia
Hanpspkenuit, MIla /

Equivalent Alternating Max. 991 PNel 1190 PNel 802 PNel
Stress, MPa
Koadhdurmenr 3amnaca
10 TOJITOBEYHOCTH / Max.
Damage
PNe2,3

VeranocTHas JOJITOBEYHOCTb,
LIMKJIBI / Min.
Life, cycles

Taonmua 6. Peysiprar aHamn3a MOICIMPOBAHUS MO BUIaM Je(hopMaIlui UMILIaHTara npu Harpyske 200 H

Table 6. The result of the simulation analysis by types of implant deformation under a load of 200 N

OcHoBanne — MMiuranrar — AOarMeHT
Tun ananusza / Base — Implant — Abutment

Analysis type
T-U-T T-T-T S-U-S S-T-S A-U-S A-T-S

OKBUBaJICHTHAsI aMILIUTY/Ia
Harpspxenuit, MITa /

. . Max.
Equivalent Alternating Stress, ax
MPa
Koadpunuent 3amaca PNe 1,23
IO JIOJITOBEYHOCTH / Max.

Damage

YcranocTHas 10JATOBEYHOCTD,
LIUKIIBI / Min.
Life, cycles

Coxpaujennvle 0003HAYEHUs KOMOUHAYUL MAMepUanos OCHOBAHUA/UMNIAHMANA/AbAMMEeHma NpugeoeHsvl 6 8uoe
credyrouux 0b03HayeHul.

(K3 muman — nanomuman — K3 muman) — T-U-T;

(K3 muman — K3 muman — K3 muman) — T-T-T;

(Cmanv — nanomuman — cmanw) — S-U-S;

(Cmanv — K3 muman — cmanw) — S-T-S;

(Antomunuii — nanomuman — cmans) — A-U-S;

(Antomunuii — K3 muman — cmanw) — A-T-S.

P obosnauaem «Paspyuenuey.
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[TomyueHHble  pe3ynbraTbl  CBUIETEIb-
CTBYIOT, YTO XapakTep MaTepuaja OCHOBAHHUS
n abaTMEHTa 3aMETHO BIMSAET Ha YCTAJIOCTHOE
MIOBEJIEHUE JIeHTaIbHOro nMIUianrara. [Ipu on-
HOKPAaTHOM NPUJIOKEHUU HArPy3KH CTPYKTYp-
HOE COCTOSIHME MaTepuaja UMILIaHTaTa He OKa-
3bIBACT BIUSHUS Ha OOIIYIO J1e(hOpMALIMOHHYIO
KapTHHY, OJHAKO IPU HUKJINYECKOM UCTIBITAHUU
3HaueHUs Kod(pUIMeHTa 3anaca JUisi UMILIaH-
Tata (puc. 3) yKa3bIBalOT, YTO UCIOJIb30BAHUE
HAaHOCTPYKTYPHOTO THTaHA, MOKa3bIBaeT HEOO-
XOIMMBIH 3arac NpoyHocTH 10 75 H, B otnnuun
OT UCIOJIb30BaHMS KPYITHO3EPHUCTOTO TUTAHA.

0.1 1

MATED

N3ydyeHne  HaOpsKEHHOTO — COCTOSHUS
umIianrara (puc. 4) mocie  yCTaloCTHO-
IO HCIBITAHMUSI MOKa3bIBAET, YTO, HECMOTPS
Ha UCIOJb30BaHUE Ppa3JIMYHOIO MaTepuaia
B KOMIIOHOBKAaX CHUCTEMBl  «OCHOBAaHHE—
MMILTaHTaT—a0aTMEHT», HAOIIOJACTCS CXOXKHM
XapakTep pacupelneicHus HanpspkeHuil. Mak-
CUMaJIbHas KOHIIEHTpALUsl HaNpsKEHUH JIOKa-
JU3yeTCsl y WIEWKU HMMIUIAHTaTa — B KPacBOU
o0lacTu Tepexoa «OCHOBaHME—HMMILIAHTATY,
TOIZa KaK Yy XBOCTOBOIO KOHIIA MMIUIAHTaTa
HaOII0AAI0TCs MUHUMAIIbHBIC 3HAYEHUS HaTpsi-
JKEHUU.
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Puc. 3. Pacnpenenenue koadduiinenTa 3amaca mo aMIiuTyaaM HapsoKCHHA
JJIA pa3IMYHbIX KOMIIOHOBOK CUCTEMBI ((OCHOBaHI/IC*I/IMHHaHTaT*a6aTMeHT>)

Fig. 3. Distribution of the safety factor in terms of stress amplitudes
for various layouts of the "base—implant—abutment" system
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Fig. 5. Distribution of equivalent stress values depending on the load
for different material arrangements of the "base—implant—abutment" system

Ha puc. 5 npuBeneHsl 3HaYeHUs JKBUBA-
JICHTHOTO HAIPSDKEHUs B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT Ha-
IPY3KH JUIS pa3JIMYHbIX KOMIIOHOBOK Marepuasia
CHCTEMBI «OCHOBaHUE—MUMIUIAHTaT—a0aTMEHT).

W3 puc. 5 BUIHO, 4TO NpHU BBICOKUX (OTHO-
CUTEJIbHO THTaHA) MoKa3aTressax Moxyinu FOHra
Marepuaja OCHOBaHMA M abaTMeHTa (CTalb),
UMIUIAHTAT AEMOHCTPHUPYET OoJiee BHICOKHE K-
BUBAJICHTHBIC HAIPSDKCHUS IIPU OJHOKPATHOMU
Harpy3Ke I10 CPaBHEHUIO C HCIIOIb30BAaHUEM TH-
TaHa. B ciyyae ncnosnb30BaHus aIFOMUHMS B Ka-
4YECTBE OCHOBAHMSI, UMIUIAHTAT JEMOHCTPUPYET
IIOHWKCHHBIEC 3HAUCHUs HalpspDKeHud. PasHuna
3aMETHO BO3PACTACT C YBEJIMYECHHUEM 3HAYCHMS
NPUWIOKEHHOW Harpy3ku. Ilpu nuxnmmueckux
YCTaJOCTHBIX HCIIBITAHUAX JTa TCHACHLMS CO-
XPaHIETCH.

[Ipy ucnosnbp30BaHMM B Ka4yeCTBE Marepua-
Jla OCHOBAHUS CIIAaBOB, UMEIOIIUX OoJiee HU3-
KU{ TIpesien mpoyHoCcTH u/uiau Moxyns FOwHra,
4YeM MaTepuall MMIUIAHTATa, CUCTEMa JEMOH-
cTpupyeT HanboJee BHICOKHE MOKA3aTeNn ycTa-
JIOCTHOM NPOYHOCTH, YTO BAKHO YYMUTHIBATH
IIPY AQHAIU3€ U IJIAHUPOBAHUM YCTAJIOCTHBIX
HCTIBITAaHUH.

BriBoaLI

B pe3sysnprare MareMaTHuecKkoro MOJEIupo-
BaHHUsl YCTAJIOCTHOTO TIOBEJCHHS WMIUIAHTATA,
M3TOTOBJIICHHOTO U3 THTAaHA B KPYITHO3EPHUCTOM
U HaHOCTPYKTYPHOM COCTOSIHMSIX, B paMKax
CHCTEMBI «OCHOBaHHE—MMILIAHTaT—a0aTMEHT
MOKa3aHO, YTO THUI Marepuaja OCHOBaHUS
1 abaTMEHTa 3aMETHO BIIUSET Ha OOIIYI0 KapTH-
Hy Je(hopMalmOHHOTO TOBEICHUS UMILIAHTATA.

[Toka3aHo, YTO TpH 3HAYCHUSX MOIYIH
IOnra marepuana ocHoBaHUS U abaTMeHTa (CTa-
JM), TPEeBBINAIMUX MOayab FOHra wmIiaH-
TaTa, HaOJIOIaeTCs MOBBIIICHHBI YPOBEHb Ha-
MPSDKESHUN TIPU YCTAIOCTHBIX MCITBITAHUSX, YEM
MIPU HCIOJIb30BaHWU TUTaHa. [Ipu Oonee HU3-
KHX 3Ha4eHUsX Moxynu FOHra marepumana oc-
HOBaHMs (aJIIOMHUHUS) HaOIomaeTcs oOpaTHas
KapTHHa.

[Ipy onuHAKOBBIX TapaMeTpax KOHCTPYK-
MY UMIUIAHTAT U3 HAaHOCTPYKTYPHOTO THTaHA
JEMOHCTPHUPYET 00Jiee BBICOKYIO YCTOMYUBOCTh
K YCTaJIOCTHBIM Harpy3kam, 4eM y UMILIaHTaTa
13 KPYyTHO3EPHUCTOTO THTAHA.
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[Tpu ucrmonb30BaHUM PAa3INYHBIX KOMOMHA-
LUl MaTepuanoB Ui OCHOBaHUS M abaTMEHTa
pacrpeneeHuid HalpsDKEHUN 110 UMIUIAHTaTy
HMMeeT CXOKUU XapakKTep, IPU 3TOM MAKCUMAaJIb-
HbIE TOKa3aTesd HampsHKeHUH HaOMIoNaloTCs
B 00J1aCTH, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH COEJUHEHHIO OC-
HOBaHUS ¥ UMILIAHTATa, YTO BaXKHO YUUTHIBATh
pU pa3paboTKe JCHTATbHBIX UMILIAHTATOB.
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