HIOJIAHCKAA Jlapuca Hukonaesna, FOPUCEHKO Jlwomuna I pucopvesna
P PeKTUBHOCTH CPEACTB HHTEPACHTAIBLHOM ITUTUEHbI B YJIYYLICHUH
NEePUOAOHTAILHOIO CTATYyCA

B cratebe mnpencraBiieHbl pe3yNabTaThl KIMHUYECKOTO MCCIEIOBAaHUSA MO HM3YyYEHUIO
3 ()EKTUBHOCTH CPENICTB UHTEPJCHTAIBHON TMTUEHBI. Y CTAHOBJIEHO, YTO MEX3YOHBIE
€pIIMKH, B CpaBHEHUU C 3YOHBIMH HUTAMHM, 00JagaloT ©Oojiee BBICOKOM
3 PEeKTUBHOCTRIO B yAQJICHUU 3yOHOro HajeTa C MPOKCHMAJIBHBIX MOBEPXHOCTEH
3yOOB, CHM)K€HWUM HWHTEHCHBHOCTUM BOCHAJEHHUS JECHbl U YMEHbBIICHUHU TIIYOUHBI
30HJUPOBAHUS MEPUOJIOHTANIbHBIX KapMaHOB y TMAalMEHTOB C XPOHUYECKUM
NEPUOJOHTUTOM.

KitoueBble ci0Ba: MHTEpEHTalbHAsI TMTHMEHA, MEX3yOHbIE E€pILIUKH, 3yOHbIE HUTH,
3yOHOU HajeT, NePUOJAOHTHUT.

L.N. Palianskaya, L.G. Borisenko

Efficacy of interdental oral hygiene means in improvement of periodontal status
he article submits the results of clinical trial on evaluation of interdental oral hygiene
means' efficacy. It was established that interdental brushes in comparison with dental
floss were more effective in proximal dental plague removal, decrease of gingival
inflammation and probing pocket depth reduction in patients with chronic periodontitis.
Key words. interdental hygiene, interdental brushes, dental floss, dental plague,
periodontitis.

B sTronorun XxpoHM4eCKuX BOCHAIUTENbHBIX 3a007€BaHUI NIEPUOIOHTA BEAYyIAsl POJIb
MPUHAJICKUT MHUKPOOHOMY 3yOHOMY HajeTy. M3BecTHO, 4TO MOpakeHUs TKaHeu
NEPUOJOHTA Yallle BO3HUKAIOT U TSKEJIEE MPOTEKAIOT B MHTEPACHTAIbHBIX OOJACTX.
CrnenoBaTesibHO, KAaue€CTBEHHOE OYMILEHHE 3THX YYacTKOB MpuoOperaeT o0coOyro
NpO(PHUIAKTUYECKYI0 3HAYUMOCTh U OOOCHOBBIBAET HCIIOJIb30BAHUE JIOMOJIHUTEIbHBIX
CpeACTB THTHEHbI moyiocTH pTa [4]. B HaydHOW nuTeparype BCTPEYArOTCsS pPa3HbIC
cBeficHHS 00 3P (PEKTUBHOCTH CPEJACTB HMHTEPACHTANbHOW rurmensl [1, 3, 5], yto
00yCJIOBIMBAET HEOJHO3HAYHOCTh BBIBOJIOB OTHOCUTENIBHO UX PAlMOHAIIBHOTO BBIOOpa
Y UCIIOJIb30BaHMUS.

Lenp HacTOsIIEr0o HCCAEAOBAaHUS — CPaBHUTh HSPQPEKTUBHOCTb MNPUMEHEHUS
MEX3YOHBIX E€PIIUKOB U 3yOHBIX HUTEH B KaU€CTBE JOMOJHUTEIbHBIX CPEJACTB TUTUEHBI
MAlMEeHTaMU C XPOHUYECKUM MEPUOJOHTUTOM.

B knuHnueckoMm uccnenoBanuu npuHsuiv yyactue 30 yenoBek B Bo3pacte 35-44 roxa.
CocTostHue nepuosoHTa O00CIEAYEMbIX XapaKTEpPU30BaIOCh HAJTUYUEM XPOHUYECKOIO
nepuooHTUTa (OT JIETKOH 10 CpeJHEH CTeNEeHH TSHKECTH), aTpoduei JTeCHEBBIX
COCOYKOB W HAJUYUEM OTKPBITBIX MEX3YyOHBIX MPOMEXYTKOB. CTOMATOJIOIHYECKOE
oOcne0BaHKe BKIIOYAI0 OCMOTP 4 UHTEPICHTABHBIX YYAaCTKOB B KaX/10M KBaJpaHTE,
C BeCcTHOYNISApHOW W opainbHOW cTopoHbl. Omnpenensuin aecuHeBoir muaekc Gl (Loe,
Silness, 1963), unumekc 3yonoro Hamera Pl (Turesky et al., 1970) u rnyOuny
30HUPOBAHUS TEPUONOHTANIBHBIX KapMmaHoB PD. Ilomumo »3TOro, oueHUBaIH
LEJIOCTHOCTh CIU3UCTOM OOOJIOUKM JIE€CHBI M COCTOSIHME TBEPABIX TKaHeill 3y0oB Ha
NPOKCUMAJILHBIX TTOBEPXHOCTAX (Hamuuue NeeKTOB HEKAPUO3HOTO MPOUCXOKIACHUS U
SIBJICHUIM THIepecTe3un). Bce mManueHThl MONYYHIIM OJMHAKOBYIO F-comepikarinyro
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3yOHYI0 macTy, ObUIM OOy4Y€Hbl CTAHIAPTHOMY METOAY YHUCTKM 3yOOB M MOIYUYHIH
PEKOMEHJAIUU 10 €XETHEBHOMY UCIOJIb30BAHUIO JIOMOJIHUTENbHBIX CPEJICTB TUTUEHbI
(naTepACHTANbHBIC yYacTKH B 1 W 4 KBaJpaHTaX OYHINAIUCH C TMOMOIIBIO 3YOHBIX
HUTel, B 3 U 4 — C TOMOUIbI0 MEX3yOHBIX epIIuKOB). [IOBTOpHBIE OCMOTpPBI
npoBoguiIKCh uepe3 15 nueit u yepe3 30 quei. JlonoMHUTENbHBINA OCMOTp HpeaIoIara
MIPOBEJICHUE KOHTPOJIUPYEMOM YUCTKH 3yOOB IOCJE€ HAKOIUIEHUs 3yOHOIro HajieTa B
teueHue 24 yacoB. CtaTucTuueckas oOpabOTKa MOTYyYEHHBIX JAHHBIX MPOBOAMIACH C
MPUMEHEHUEM JABYXBBIOOPOYHOTO t-TECTA.

Pe3ynpTaThl uccienoBaHMs MOKa3ajid, 4To JecHeBOM MHAEKC Gl B MHTEpAEHTANbHBIX
ydacTkax 4epe3 15 nHel cHU3WICA NPU UCMOIb30BaHUU 3yOHBIX HUTEH Ha 12,87% - ¢
1,01+0,12 SD no 0,88+0,11 SD, a npu npumeHeHUn Mex3yOHBIX epimnkoB — Ha 15,0%
- ¢ 1,00£0,12 SD no 0,85+0,09 SD. Yepes 30 nHeit ”HTEHCUBHOCTH BOCTIAJICHUSI JECHBI
ymenbmiach Ha 21,78% u 27,0% cootBercTBeHHO. Paznuuus Mexay rpynnamu ObUTu
CTaTHCTUYECKH JIOCTOBEPHBIMHU B KOHIlE MccheaoBanus (t=2,59; p<0,05).
3HAUUTEIBbHOE YJIYUYIIEHUE COCTOSIHUS JECHbl ObUIO OOYCJIOBJIEHO YMEHbIIEHHEM
KOJIMYeCTBa 3yOHOro HajlleTa Ha MPOKCHUMAJIbHBIX THOBEpXHOCTIX 3y0oB. Tak,
UCIIOJIb30BaHUE 3YOHBIX HUTEW CIOCOOCTBOBAIO CHUKEHHUIO MHJEKCA 3yOHOr0o Hajiera
Pl na 18,32% uepe3 15 nnueit - ¢ 1,31+0,29 SD no 1,07+0,24 SD u na 22,9% uepe3 30
aHern — po 1,01+0,22 SD. Ilpu npuMeHeHHH MeX3yOHbIX epIIMKOB HHJeKc Pl B
MIPOKCUMANbHBIX y4acTKax 3y0oB ymeHbluuics Ha 25,0% uepe3 15 nueit - ¢ 1,28+0,26
SD no 0,96+0,19 SD u na 30,47% uepe3 30 aueit — no 0,89+0,18 SD.

[Ipu xoHTponupyeMoill yucTke 3y00B (iocchl yaansaau 54,75% mnpoKcUMaabHOrO
3yoHoro Hanera: umHiuekc Pl ymenwsmmnics ¢ 1,79+0,28 SD no 0,81+0,13 SD. Ilpu
MCIIOIB30BaHUU MEx3YOHBIX epinkoB Pl causmics na 60,55% - ¢ 1,80+0,25 SD no
0,72+0,09 SD. Paznuuua Mexnay rpynnamu no wuHaekcy Pl Ha Bcex sTamax
UCClIeIoBaHMs ObLTH cTaTUCTHYeCKH TocToBepHBbIMU (P<0,05).

Cpennsisi rmyOuHa 30HIUPOBAHUS MEPUOIOHTAIBHBIX KAPMAHOB B y4acTKax, KOTOpbIE
OUHUIIATIUCH C TIOMOIILIO (hJIOCCOB, YMEHBIIIWIACH 32 TIEpUOJ1 uccaeaoBanus Ha 5,05% -
¢ 3,17+0,16 SD no 3,01+0,15 SD. B yuacTkax, rjie NpuMeHsSJIUCh €pIIUKHU, T1yOnHa
30HJIUpOBaHUs cCHU3MIach Ha 6,35% - ¢ 3,15+0,12 SD no 2,95+0,11 SD. Hecmotps Ha
HEOOJbIINE W3MEHEHUs, pas3jiduus MeXAy TpynmnaMu ObUIM  CTaTUCTHUYECKHU
nocroBepubiMu (t=2.06; p<0,05). [ToxpoGHbIie maHHbIC 0 AUHaMKKe nHAeKcoB Gl, Pl u
PD npencrasiens! B Taou. 1.

Tabnuua 1.

Jlunamuika mokazateneit gecHeBoro uHuekca Gl, ungekca 3yOHoro Hanera Pl u
riyOuHbl 30HAMpPOBaHUA PD* y manuMeHToB, MCHOJIb30BaBIIMX Pa3IUYHbIE CPEICTBA
UHTepAeHTaIbHOM ruruensl, M + SD



Tikasazem Hexvmresit Yepes Hemererure Cpeerenne epes Hzrienesme CpaenermEe

15 npreid r % MEay 20 gren e Y wamy
0T HCXDIHIT0 | TPFIITAMH TepE) 0T HCXDIEHOT D TPYTILANDL
15 pEen wepea 30 medt

¢l
Tnocck 101012 | DEd+£011 -12.87 i=112 L] 2178 t=259
Mesayfece epommor | 100£012 | 085 £ 000 -15.00 prids 073 £0.08 -27.00 p<003

M
$noccr 131£028 | 107024 -18.32 =201 101+022 -22.50 t=2.16
Memayhume epmmyy | 1282026 | 034 %019 2500 pegs 089018 -30.47 p= 003

L
BroccL 317016 . “ - 301+0.18 508 t=2.0%

Mo voueie epwmxE | 3152012 233011 -6.33 pe00s

*nokazarenu Gl, Pl u PD onpenensiiauck TOJbKO B MPOKCUMAJIbHBIX ydyacTKax 3y0oB

3a Bech MEpPHOJ HCCIEJOBaHHSA MBI HE HAOMIOAANM TPaBMATHUECKUX TMOPaKCHUU
CIIM3UCTOM OOOJOYKM JIECHBI M MPU3HAKOB, YKa3blBAIOIIMX Ha alOpa3uBHOE
MOBPEKICHUE TBEP/IBIX TKaHEH 3y00B (MOSIBICHHE THIIEPECTE3NN ).

B 3aBepuienue uccienoBaHus Obul MPOBEIEH ONPOC MALMEHTOB OTHOCHTENBHO HX
NPEIMOYTEHUI B UCTIOIB30BAaHUU CPEJCTB MHTEPJCHTAHON TUTHEHBI. 22 YeTOBEeKa U3
30 (73,33%) ykazanu, 4TO IPUMEHEHUE MEK3YOHBIX CPIIMKOB SBISICTCS, HA X B3IJISI,
O6onee mPOCTHIM M YAOOHBIM METOAOM OYMIIEHHUS OTKPBITBIX MEX3yOHBIX
MIPOMEXKYTKOB.

Takum 00pa3oM, CpaBHMTENbHBIA aHAIU3 IOKa3ajd, 4YTO NpH aTpopuu Me3yOHBIX
COCOYKOB epinku 3¢ dexTuBHEe, YeM (IOCChl ynaasuld HaleT ¢ MPOKCHMAaIbHBIX
noBepxHocTel 3y0oB (nmpu KoHTpoimpyemoir uymctke — 60,55% wu 54,75%
COOTBETCTBEHHO). JTO HAOJIOJCHHE MOJTBEPKAAET PE3YJIbTaThl  HEKOTOPBIX
3apyOexHbIx uccienosanuit [1, 3]. B To ke Bpems, cienyer OTMETHTh, YTO BOMPOC
CpaBHUTENBHON 3((PEKTUBHOCTH CPEACTB MHTEPACHTAIbHOW TUTHEHBI B YIYYIICHUU
COCTOSIHHSI TIEPHOJOHTA TUCKYTHPYETCsl B Hay4yHOU nuteparype. Tak, B Mcclea0BaHNN
Kiger et al. [3] Obuto ycTaHoBIEHO, uTO Yepe3 1 Mecsl| MPUMEHEHHUsS MEX3yOHBIX
epmkoB AecHeBoi unuekc Gl cocraBun 0,51, a nmpu mpumenenun ¢uocco — 0,62,
XOTSI pa3iIuuusl MEXy TPyIIamMu He ObLUTH CTAaTUCTHUYECKU AocToBepHBIME. Christou et
al. [1] moka3zanu, 4TO y MAIMEHTOB C HEJICUCHHBIM MIEPHUOIOHTHTOM CPEIHEH U TSHKEIOU
CTENEHHU UCIOJIb30BaHUE EPUIMKOB, B CPABHEHHH C (pJIoCCaMU, TO3BOJIMIIO 3HAYUTEIHHO
YMEHBIINUTh TTyOMHY MEPUOJOHTAIBHBIX KapMaHOB, OJTHAKO Pa3IMYUil MO MHIEKCAM
KpPOBOTOUMBOCTH JIECHbl HEe HaOmmoaanock. B Hamem wuccienoBaHuud — ObLIO
YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO TMpPHU HCHOJb30BaHUM 3YOHBIX HUTeW uHAekc Gl cHusmics Ha
21,78%, a mnpu mnpuMeHeHUH Mex3yOHbIX epuimkoB — Ha 27,0%. I'nyOuna
MEPUOJOHTANIBHBIX KapMaHOB yMeHblmmiack Ha 5,05% u 6,35% COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Hecmotps Ha To, 4TO pa3nudusi MEXIy TpynmnaMu ObUTH HEBETUKH, CIeAyeT MPU3HATH,
YTO JJIS1 OUMIICHHS IUPOKUX UHTEPIACHTATBHBIX TPOCTPAHCTB ONMTHUMAIBLHBIM SBIISCTCS
UCTIONB30BaHUE MEX3yOHBIX epiukoB. Kpome TOro, mpuHuUMass BO BHHMAaHHE
OPEIMOYTEHHs] TMAalUeHTOB, MOXHO OXHJAATh JIYYIIUX OTJAJICHHBIX pEe3yJbTaTOB
NPUMEHEHUS ITHX CPEJICTB TMTHEHBI B CPABHEHUU C (hIIOCCaAMHU.

B HekoTOphIX HCCIEOBAaHUAX OBUIO YCTAHOBJIEHO, UYTO 3yOHBIE HUTH M MEXK3yOHBIC
epUINKH MOTYT CTaTh MPUINHON TPaBMBI JIECHBI M a0pa3uBHOTO MOBPEXKICHUS TBEPIBIX
TKaHel 3y0oB [2]. [lpuumHOl Takux MOOOYHBIX 3(PPEKTOB SABISICTCS HETPABUIBHBIHI
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BBIOOP MJIM HapyllIeHWE TEXHUKHU UCIOJIb30BAaHUS CPEJCTB MHTEPAECHTAIbHON TUTUEHBI.
Cnengyer y4uTHIBaTh, HalpUMEp, YTO MEX3YOHBIE €pPUIMKUA HEJb3sl NPUMEHSThH AJIs
OUYMIICHUS MEX3YOHBIX MPOMEKYTKOB IMPHU COXPAaHEHHBIX JIECHEBBIX COCOYKax. B
HallleM MCCJIeIOBAaHUU MbI HE HAOJII01al KaKUX-TMOO MOBPEXKACHHUMN JIECHBI U 3yOOB,
YTO TOJATBEPXkAAET BaXKHOCTh MPABUIBHOIO MHCTPYKTA)Ka MALMEHTOB IO MpaBUIIaM
MCIIOJIb30BaHUS CPEJICTB TUTHEHBI MTOJIOCTH PTA.

CrnenoBaTenbHO, pe3yabTaThl IPOBEAECHHOIO UCCIEN0BAHUS TOKA3aIH, YTO MEK3yOHbIE
epIIMKK 001analoT O0ojee BBICOKOW 3(PQPEKTUBHOCTHIO B YIYYIIEHHUH COCTOSHUS
NEPUOJOHTA Y TALMEHTOB C XPOHUUECKUM NEPUOJOHTUTOM.
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