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Pedepar. MposeaeHo NuoTHoe nccnenoBaHne 3GpdeKTUBHOCTY Npu-
MEHEHMNA Pe3NHOBbIX NEHTOYHbIX APEHaxel noce yaaneHna Hux-
HUX TpeTbux monapos. MaTepuanbl n meToabl. B nccnegosaHune
BKNtoYeHo 20 nayuneHToB B Bo3pacte 20—35 neT, KOTOPbIX CIyYaiiHbIM
06pa3om nogenuau Ha ocHoBHyto (10 mayneHTam yCTaHOBNEH fpe-
HaX) U KOHTpONbHYo rpynny (10 uenosek 6e3 ApeHNpPOBaHWA Nocie
onepauum). PesynbTratbl. VIHTeHcuBHOCTD 6011 no BALL Ha 1-e cyT-
K1 cocTaBuna 4,2+0,7 6anna B oCHOBHOI rpynne npotus 5,1+0,8 6an-
na B KOHTponbHOW (p<0,05), Ha 3-u cyTkn — 2,7+0,6 6anna npoTns
3,9+0,6 6anna (p=0,02). YacToTa anbBeonuTa coctaBuna 10% B oc-
HoBHoM rpynne v 30% B KOHTponbHoW (p=0,04). Bbipa)keHHOCTb OTeKa
Ha 3-m cyTkn — 1,9+0,5 n 2,7+0,6 6anna cooTBeTCTBEHHO (p<0,05).
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IIprMeHeHMEe pe3HOBbBIX JIEHTOYHBIX
IpeHa’kel Mocje yaaaeHn s
HVDKHUX TPETBUX MOJISIPOB

3akntoueHue. Metog nokasan 3¢pPpeKTUBHOCTb CHUXKEHWSA Nocsieone-
PaLMOHHBIX OC/IOXKHEHWIA, OH MOXET NMPUMEHATbCA B aMmbynaTopHOii
NpaKTuKe.
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allbBEOJINT, NUIOTHOE UccnefoBaHne, OCSIOXKHEHNA, MONAPbI
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Abstract. A pilot study was conducted to evaluate the effectiveness
of rubber strip drains following lower third molar extractions. Materi-
als and methods. Twenty patients aged 20—35 years were random-
ized into a study group (n=10, with drain) and a control group (n=10,
without drain). Results. The mean pain score (VAS) on day 1 was
4.2+0.7 in the study group versus 5.1+0.8 in the control group (p<0.05),
and on a 3rd day 2.7+0.6 versus 3.910.6, respectively (p=0.02). The inci-
dence of alveolitis was 10% in the study group and 30% in the control
group (p=0.04). The edema severity on day 3 was 1.9+0.5 and 2.7+0.6,
respectively (p<0.05). Conclusions. The use of rubber strip drains

BBEJJEHUE

YaaneHue HYXHUX TPETbUX MOJIAPOB OCTAeTCA OLHOM
13 HanboJIee 9acThIX XUPYPIrU4eCcKUX MPOLefyp B CTOMATO-
JIOTWH, COIIPOBOXKAANOIENCsl PUCKOM Pa3BUTHUA II0CIE0IIe-
PalMOHHBIX OCJI0XHEHUH, TAKKX KaK aJbBeOIUT, UHPEKIH-
OHHBI€ IPOLIECCHI ¥ BBIP)KeHHBIH 60eBoi cuuzpoM [1, 2].
ANbBEOJIUT XapaKTePU3yeTCs BOCIANeHNeM CTEHOK JIyHKH
C IeCTPYKLMel KPOBAHOTO CI'yCTKa, MOXKET Pa3BUBAThCS
B 4,6% ciy4aeB, 0COGEHHO MOCTIe CJIOXKHBIX yzaneHuii [2].
B nocnenHue rogel ocoboe BHUMaHue yesseTcs Me-
TOZaM NMPOQUIAKTUKY albBeOJINTa, BKII0Yask aHTHUCeNTH -
JecKye IPOMBIBAHUSA, UCIOIb30BaHNE aHTUMHUKPOOHBIX
TMpernapaToB U MPHMeHeHHe ApPeHaXHBbIX cucteM [4—6].
B yacTHOCTH, K MeTOZIaM peIleHUs OTHOCUTCS YCTaHOBKA

Application of a rubber strip drains
after lower wisdom teeth extraction

demonstrated effectiveness in reducing postoperative complications and
may be recommended for outpatient practice.
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Pe3MHOBBIX JIEHTOUHBIX JpeHa)ked — OHU obecredrBa-
I0T OTTOK 9KCCyJaTa M CIOCOOCTBYIOT GoJiee HaZleXKHOMY
(GOpMHUPOBAHIIO 3PEJIOT0 KPOBSHOTO CrycTka [5, 7]. Me-
TaaHaJau3 KIMHWYeCKUX ncciefoBaHuil ¢ 1988 no 2016 r.,
BBITIOJIHEeHHBIN S. Liu u coat. (2018), a TakXe HeZjlaBHee
KIMHMYecKkoe uccaegosanue E.D.R. Rodrigues u coasr.
(2023) nokasanu, 4TO BpeMeHHasl YCTaHOBKA ApeHaxein
CHIXaeT BEPOSATHOCTh ajbBeonnTa Ha 35—40% 1o cpas-
HEeHWIO C TPAJUIMOHHBIM yinuBauueM [5, 7]. OnHako Kim-
HUYeCK¥e JaHHbIe 110 3Q(EeKTUBHOCTY 3TOTO METOZIa MOKa
OrpaHUYeHb.

Ilenb MCCIeAOBAHUSA — aHAJIN3 BIUSHUSA PE3UHOBBIX
JIEHTOYHBIX [peHakell Ha YaCTOTY aJbBeOJIUTa 1 BbIpaXkeH-
HOCTb BOCIIAJIUTEJIbHBIX ITPOLIECCOB MOCIe YAaleHNs HUX-
HUX TPETbUX MOJIAPOB.
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MATEPUAJIBI I METOJIbI

Hacrosimee vccienoBaHie BBIIOJIHEHO B GopMaTe MUJIOT-
HOro (2 mapajuienbHbIX 610Ka), YTOOBI MUHUMU3UPOBATh
HpeaB3ATOCTb NIPY paciipesie/ieHny NalueHTOB. YIacTHU-
KU OBLIM PaH/OMHU3MPOBAHBI IPOCTHIM METOZOM <«3arle-
YaTaHHBIX KOHBEPTOB», KOTOPBIM [103BOJISIET PABHOMEPHO
¢bopMUpPOBaTh IBE IPYIIILI IPH OTHOCUTEHHO HEOOIIBIIOM
o6beme BHIOOPKY.

Bcero k uccnenoBanuio 6bUTH IpuBiedeHbl 20 malyeH-
TOB B Bo3pacte 20—35 neT (cpenHuii Bo3pact — 27,2+3,5 ro-
71a), 0OpaTUBIIMXCS B KIUHUKY [JIS1 YAAJIeHUS HYDKHUX Tpe-
THUX MOJAPOB (3yObl 3.8 u/wmu 4.8). [lokazaHUAMU AJIS
yZAaJieHus CIY>KUJIM PeTeHLHUs, JUCTONHUS, XPOHUIECKoe
BOCIAJIeHHe, a TaK)Ke 6OJIEBOM CUHPOM, He TTOANAI0IIUIACS
KOHCEPBAaTUBHOMY JIEYeHHUIO.

Kpumepuu exnrouenus: IOKa3aHUSA K yAAJeHUIO HIXK-
HUX TPeTbUX MOJISIPOB; OTCYTCTBHUE TSKeJIbIX CHCTEMHBIX
MATOJIOTH, TAKMX KaK HEKOHTPOJIUPYEMBII IUabeT Wiu
UMMYHOZeULUTEL

Kpumepuu nesxniouenus: annepruyeckass peaxknus
Ha JIaTeKC; BhIpa)KeHHbIe BOCTAIMTe bHbIE ITPOLIeCCh, Tpe-
Oyrolye CTalIOHAPHOTO JieYeH!sT; HU3KUK YPOBEHb TUTH-
eHbI TTOJIOCTH PTa.

Kpumepuu ucxnrouenus: HapylleHue peKoMeHJanui
Bpaya Wiu IPOTOKOJIA UCC/efI0BaHUs (HessBKa Ha KOHTPOJIb-
HBIM OCMOTP MJIM CAMOBOJIbHOE yZiaJleHue IpeHaa; BO3HUK-
HOBeHVe aJIJIeprUdecKOi WIN MHAVBUZAYATbHON peakuu

Puc. 1. layuenm A, 26 nem, | 2pynna, pomo nocnie onepayuu
Fig. 1. Patient A, 26 y.0., group 1, photo after extraction

Puc. 2. layueHm M, 28 nem, Il 2pynna, ¢pomo nocsne onepayuu
Fig. 2. Patient M, 28 y.o., group 2, photo after extraction
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Ha MaTepuasbl UCCIef0BAHNS — Pe3UHY WU JIaTeKC Ape-
Ha)Xka; 3HaYMTeIbHOE KPOBOTeYeHHe, MOTpebOBaBIIee IKC-
TPEHHOTO BMeIIaTeIbCTBA; UCIIOIb30BaHNe MeJUKaMEHTOB
WU TIPOLIeNyP, CIIOCOOHBIX MOBJMATH HA MPOLIECC 3aXKKB-
JIeHU S ¥ He IPeflyCMOTPEeHHBIX IPOTOKOJIOM HUCCIe/JOBAaHUS.
ITo crocoby JiedeHus MalUeHThl OBbLIM pa3zesieHbl
Ha 2 paBHbIe TPYIIIbI:
| — 5 My>KUuMH 1 5 XKeHwuH (cpeaHuin Bospact — 26,9+3,2 ro-
Aa), UM nocne yaaneHns HXKHUX TPETbUX MOJIAAPOB YCTa-
HaBNVBaNN Pe3nNHOBbIN NEHTOUHDIN APeHaXX — MONOCKY
LWIMPUHON 5—7 MM 1 AnnHom 50—60 mm, puKcmpysa LWoB-
HbIM MaTepuasiomM K CIN3UCTOM;

Il — 4 my>umHbI 1 6 >KeHWUH (cpegHUn Bo3pacT — 27,4+3,8 ro-
[Aa), M nocsieonepaLyioHHYI0 paHy yLMBanu CTaHAapPTHO,
6e3 gpeHaxa (KOHTponbHas rpynna).

YnaneHue NpPOBOAUIN 1O, MeCTHOH aHecTe3uel (4%-
HBII pacTBOP apTHUKauHa ¢ aapeHanuHoM 1:100 000). Eciu
3y0 HaXOZAWJICA B PeTEHIUH, MOT IPUMEHATbCS 45-rpaznyc-
HbII TYPOUHHBIN XUPYPrUYeCcKUil HAKOHEYHHK C BOASHBIM
oxsaxeHreM. I1pyu HaJIMYUU CIU3UCTOKOCTHOTO «KaIlio-
IIOHA» TIPOBOZIMJIN €ro ¥ccedeHue. [Ipy HEOOXOAUMOCTH
BBINIOJIHAJIM CeNapalyio KOpHel, JieleHne KOPOHKOBOM
vactu. [Tocne ynanenus 3y6a paHy TPOMBIBAJI aHTHUCEII-
TrudeckuM pactBopoM (0,05%-HbIl XJ0prekcuzinH). B oc-
HOBHO TPYIIIe B JIyHKY 3aBOAUJIN JIEHTOYHYIO Pe3UHOBYIO
THIOJIOCKY PBIXJIO, ee Kpail BHIBOAYIIM HAPYXy U GUKCHPO-
BaJiy ofHUM mBOM (5-0). B KOHTpO/IBLHON IpymIe orpa-
HUYMBAJIUCh HAJIOXKEHHEM IIBOB 0e3 ZI0TOIHUTENLHOIO
ZpeHUPOBaHUA.

Kputepuu onenku:

e MHTEHCHBHOCTb 00JIM IO BU3yaIbHO-aHAJIOTOBOH IIIKa-
ne (BAILL) ot 0 1o 10 6asoB Ha 1-e, 3-u u 7-e cyTKu
HoCJie olepanuy;

¢ 4aCTOTa a/JbBEOJIUTa — MPU HAJTMYUU OOJIEBOTO CHH-
IpoMa, HajleTa Ceporo IjBeTa M0 NepUMeTpPy paHbI
Ha CJIM3UCTON 000JI04Ke B 06JIaCTH yaajeHus1, Hellpu-
ATHOTO 3allaxa B JIYHKe;

e BBIPQ)XEHHOCTb OTEKAa — BU3YaJIbHO, CyObEKTUBHO Ol1e-
HMBaeMasi aLFIeHTOM 110 5-0aJUIbHOM IIKaJIe;

e KOJIMYECTBO BHEIJIAHOBBIX OOpalleHui K Bpauy B CIIy-
Jasix 0CJIOKHEHUH WM CHIIbHOU 60711.

IIpu craTUCTUYeCKON 00paboTKe JaHHBIX MPOBEPKY
HOPMAaJIbHOCTH paclipeiesleHusl IPOBOAWIIN C TOMOIIbIO
tecta Ianupo—Yunka. CpaBHeHUe MeXAy I'DyIIaMu
BBINIOJIHAJIM C IOMOIIBIO #-TecTa (mpu I'ayccoBoM) unu
HellapaMeTpU4ecKoro Kputepuss ManHa—YuUTHU (Tpu
HeHOpMaJbHOM paclpefie/leHnn). YpOBeHb 3HaUUMOCTU
<0,05 cunTany CTaTUCTUYeCKU 3HAYUMBIM.

PE3YJIbTATBI

Ha 1-e cyTKu cpenHss BbIpaXXeHHOCTb 6oy o BAIII co-
craBuia 4,2 6anna B OCHOBHO¥ rpymme u 5,1 6ajia B KOH-
TposbHOH (p<0,05). K 3-My fHIO pa3nuuus craau 6onee
BhIpaXeHbl — 2,7 mpotus 3,9 6aya B I u Bo II rpynme co-
otBeTcTBeHHO (p=0,02). K 7-My [1HIO y GOJIBIIMHCTBA MALH-
€HTOB: 9 YeJI0OBeK OCHOBHOW TPYNMbI U 8 y4aCTHUKOB KOH-
TPOJILHOM TPYHITBI — BBIPA)KEHHOCTb OOJIEBOTO CHHIPOMA
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OblJIa MUHUMaJAbHOU, 1 6ann uim
MeHblIe (cM. Tabumy).
ANbBEONUT JUATHOCTUPOBAH
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HOCHEOI'IEpaLlVIOHHbIe KNuHUYeckue nokasarenu y nayueHToB C pe3HOBbIM JIEHTOUHbIM
ApeHaXkom u 6e3 Hero
Post-operative clinical outcomes in patients with rubber-strip drainage versus controls

y 1 (10%) mauueHTa B OCHOBHOMU

" I rpynna Il rpynna (koH-
rpynre 1y 3 (30%) B KOHTPOJIBbHOMN Mokasarenb (c npeHaxamm) Tponb)
(p=0,04). V nmauuenra us I rpyn- Bonb no BALL Ha 1-e cyTKu, 6annbi 4,2+0,7 5,1+0,8 <0,05
IIbI AJIbBEOJIUT pa3BUJICA M3-3a IIpe-

.,p p Bonb no BALL Ha 3-u cyTKu, 6annbl 2,7+0,6 3,9+0,6 0,02
XIeBpeMeHHOW TOTepu [peHaka :
Ha 2-€ CyTKU ¥ Hey/l0BJIETBOPHTEb- YactoTa anbBeonuta, % 10 30 0,04
HOM TUTHeHbI B OCTeAyIomIHe 2 THS BblpakeHHOCTb OTeKa Ha 3-1 CyTKK, 6anbl 1,9+0,5 2,7+0,6 <0,05
THoCJIe yaaieHus 3y6a_ BHennaHoBble 06paLleHns 1 3 —

Otek (1—5 6annoB) Ha 3-i feHb:
1,9 6anna B OCHOBHOW rpymime
u 2,7 6anna B KOHTPosbHOU (p<0,05). BHemiaHOBbIE BU-
3UThI HOTPeOOBAMKCH 1 MALEHTY U3 OCHOBHOW M 3 ydacT-
HHMKaM KOHTPOJIbHOM Ipymbl (CM. Tabiuiy).

OBCYXJEHUNE

Pesy/bTaThl UCCIIENOBAHNS [TOKA3aJId, YTO TPHMEHEHUe pe-
3UHOBBIX JIEHTOYHBIX JIPEHAXeEN CIIOCOBCTBYET CHIDKEHUIO
YaCTOTHI AJIbBEOJIUTA U YMEHBIIEHUIO TIOCIE0TIEPALMOHHOTO
BOCIaJIeHUsi. DT [JaHHbIE COTJIACYIOTCS C Pe3yJIbTaTaMu
COBPEMEHHBIX MCCJIeI0BAHUI, OATBEPKAAIOIINX, YTO Ape-
HUPOBaHUeE YIIy4IIaeT IBAKYaALIO 9KCCYAATa U CIOCOBCTBY-
eT cTabuIM3aI|u KPOBSIHOTO CrycTka [5, 6].

YCTaHOBKA JIOKAJIbHBIX [IPEHAXel MO3BOJISIET CHU3UTh
MHTEHCUBHOCTH GOJIM, OTEK U TPU3M B TepPBbie 7 CYTOK
ToCJie OTepanyy, a TAK)Ke YMEHBIIUTh YacTOTy ajibBeo-
nuTa ¢ 35 10 = 4% npu UCIOIb30BaHUY aHTUOUOTUK-UM-
MPErHUPOBAHHOTO MapJIEBOTO peHaxa [5, 6]. Uccienosa-
uue E.D.R. Rodrigues u coast. (2023) noATBEpPKAAET, UTO
npeHaxy 3GPEKTUBHBI TIPU yaJleHUH PETUHUPOBAHHBIX
MOJISIPOB, HO WX WCIIOJIb30BaHME TPeOyeT TIaTelbHOrO
cOGJII0IeHNST TIPOTOKOJIOB ACENTUKU ¥ KOHTPOJISI CDOKOB
usBsedens [7].
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IpeHaxa.
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