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CpaBHUTEIbHAA OLICHKA iN Vitro TOYHOCTH
CTOMATOJOTHYECKHUX CKAHEPOB OTKPBHITOTO THIIA
IIPH IIOTYICHHUH MOAETN 3YOHOTO pAaa
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Topoackasn cTomaTonorvyeckas nonnkaMHmuka N33
epBblit CaHKT-MeTepbyprckuil FrocyaapCTBEHHbIM MEAULMHCKUIA YHUBEPCUTET MMeHU akagemMuka W.M. MNaenoBa

CaHkT-TNeTepbypr, Poccuitickasa ®epepaums
Pe3lome

AxTyanbHocTh. COBpeMeHHBIN JIaDOpaTOPHBIN CKaHep, 10 JAHHBIM IIPOU3BOAUTEIIEH, 00eCIIeYBaeT TOYHOCTD 5-15 MKM,
TOTJIa KaK TOYHOCTh BHYTPHPOTOBOTO MpHOOpa cocTaBisieT okoso 25-50 MxM. 3apyOeskHble HCCeIOBAaHMs IIOKa3bIBAIOT 3Ha-
YHUTEIbHbIE OTKJIOHEHHS B PeaJIbHON TOYHOCTH C MCIOIB30BAHUEM PA3INYHBIX BHYTPUPOTOBBIX CKAaHEPOB NPU CKAHHUPOBAHUH
BCero 3yOHOro psiia, KOTOpble MOPOM npeBbImaoT 165 MxkM. X ucrnonb3oBaHKue Uit CO3JaHUSI OPTONEANIECKUX KOHCTPYK-
LU MOXET COMPOBOXK/ATHCSI HEIPUEMIIEMBIMH B KIIMHUKE OPTONEIUYECKON CTOMATOJIOTUH ITOKAa3aTesIMU BEJIMYUHBI 3a30pa
MEXIY OPTOTIEANIECKON KOHCTPYKIIUEH U €€ MPOTE3HBIM JIOKEM.

Hean. CpaBHUTENIBHAS OLIEHKA PEaIbHOW TOUHOCTH J1A00PATOPHBIX M BHYTPUPOTOBBIX CKAHEPOB OTKPHITOTO THIIA IPH I10-
JIy4eHUH MOJIENHN 3yOHOTO psila.

Marepuansl 1 MeToabl. Co31aHa KOHTPOIbHAS MOJIEIB ITpH oMoy mporpamMmMel ExoCAD u 3D-npunrtepa FormLab. Mo-
JIeTIb TI0/IBEPINIaCh CKAHMPOBAHMIO C MCIIOJIb30BaHHEM YeThIpeX BHYTpHpOTOBbIX ycTpoiicT (Identica 1500, MyCrown Scan,
PlanScan u Trios Wireless) u Tpex cranmonapusix anmaparos (Identica Hybrid, Open Technologies Easy m Open Technologies
Neway). IIpu nomomm nporpammsl 3D-moxenupoBanus Geomagic Control X ObITH BRITTOTHEHBI HATOKEHHS M TPEXMEPHBIH
ananm3 stanoHHoi Monenn CAD u tectoBeix Mmozeneii CAD. Craructudeckyro 00paboTKy HOJyYEHHBIX PE3YyIIbTaToB Ipo-
Benu B mporpamMe IBM SPSS 25.

Pesyabrarel. Cpeqi BHYTPHPOTOBBIX CKAHEPOB HAMITYULIYIO TOYHOCTH nponemonctpuposai TRIOS3 Wireless (82,6 mkm),
a caMoll HM3KOH TOYHOCTBIO M3 HCCIIeyeMbIX ckaHepoB oTiauyaics PlanScan (224,4 mkm). U3 nccnenyembix J1abopaTopHBIX
CKaHepoB caMbIM TOUHBIM oka3ajcst Open Technologies Easy (53,9 mxm), a camoii Hu3kast ToaHOCTH Ob11a y Open Technologies
NeWay (72,48 Mxm).

3axuriouenue. Huskast TOUHOCTh BHYTPHPOTOBOTO CKAaHUPOBAHMS BCETO 3yOHOTO psijia HE MO3BOJISIET MOIYdYarh 110 HEMY
pabouyro MoeNb AJIs CO3JaHusl MPOTSHKEHHBIX KOHCTPYKLUH, 0COOEHHO MMIUIAHTAIIHOHHBIX.

KoaroueBbie ci10Ba: BHyTPHPOTOBOIl CKaHep, 1a00pPaTOPHBIN CTOMATONOTHUECKHHA CKaHep, TOYHOCTh CTOMATOJIOTHYECKOTO
CKaHepa, TOYHOCTh OTTHCKa, HU(PPOBasi MOJIEIb 3yOHOTO psiaa.

Jas uutupoBanusi: Po3oB P. A., Tpesy6os B. H., lllanarmnoBa A. B., Kycesunxkwuii JI. SI. CpaBHuTeNnbHas OLEHKA in
Vitro TOYHOCTH CTOMATOJOTMYECKHMX CKAaHEPOB OTKPHITOTO THIA IMpPU MOITyYeHHHM Mopaenu 3yOHoro psaa. IlapomonTomo-
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Abstract

Relevance. Contemporary Desktop scanner provides accuracy up to 5-15 micron according to the manufacturers, whereas
the accuracy of intraoral scanners is near 25-30 micron. Foreign researches point out significant deviations, in some cases of
more then 165 micro, of actual accuracy of different types of intraoral scanners in case dental arches scanning. Utilisation of
such devices for prosthesis production can lead to unacceptable for the prosthodontic standards size of the clearance between
prosthesis and its prosthetic bed.

Purpose. Comparative assessment of actual accuracy of open system desktop and intraoral scanners for getting dental models.

Materials and methods. The control model was produced using ExoCAD software and FormLab 3D printer. The model
was scanned by 4 intraoral scanning devises (Identica 1500, MyCrown Scan, PlanScan and Trios Wireless) and 3 stationary
devices (Identica Hybrid, Open Technologies Easy and Open Technologies Neway). The matching of the scanned files and
3D analysis of the reference CAD model with test CAD models was performed in Geometric Control X software. Statistical
analysis of the acquired data was performed by IBM SPSS 25.

Results. TRIOS3 Wireless showed the best accuracy among intraoral scanners (82.6 mkm) the worst result in accuracy of
the acquired data was for PlanScan (224,4 mkm). Open Technologies Easy was the most accurate among desktop scanners
(53.9 mkm) and the least accurate is Open Technologies NeWay (72,48 mkm).
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Conclusion. Low accuracy of the intraoral scanning of the whole dental arch does not permit to use it for getting working
model in case of production of the long span bridges especially in case of implant supported prosthetics.
Key words: intraoral scanner, digital impression, prosthetic dentistry, restorative dentistry, CAD/CAM, intraoral

scanning, accuracy.
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BBEAEHUE

LindbpoBble cnucteMbl CTOMATONIOMMYECKOr0 CKaHWpoBa-
HWUS NosiBUAUCH B cepefuHe 80-x rogoB MPOLUSIOro CToJe-
Tusi. U3BeCTHbI ABa cnocoba co3faaHuna undposoin Moaenu
3y6HOro psija: NPsSIMON — BHYTPUPOTOBOE CKaHUMpOBaHWe
M HenpsMOW — MOJlyYeHWEe aHasoroBbIX OTTUCKOB Tpagu-
LMOHHbIM CMOCO60OM C Moc/eAyloWwmnM noslydyeHUem run-
COBOW MoOfenu, KOTOpYl M MOABEpratoT CKaHWPOBaHMIO.
CoBpeMeHHbIi CTauMoHapHbI (nabopaTopHbIA) CKaHep,
Mo MHCTPYKUMM NpoussoanTenen, obecneymBaeT TOYHOCTb
5-15 MKM, Torga Kak TOYHOCTb BHYTPUMPOTOBOro npuéopa
cocTaBnsieT okosio 25-50 MkMm [1, 2]. MHorue 3apy6exHbie
nccrnefoBaHUS NOKa3blBalOT 3HaYWUTEsbHbIe OTK/IOHEHUSA B
TOYHOCTM C UCMNOJSIb30BAHWEM Pa3IMYHbIX BHYTPUPOTOBbIX
CKaHepoB MNpu CKaHWPOBaHWU BCEro 3y6HOro psfa, KoTopble
nopoi npesblwatoT 165 MKM [4, 6, 7]. Ux ucnonbsoBaHue
ANA co3paHusa opToneauMyecKUX KOHCTPYKUMIA MpoTe3oB
WK UX KapKkacoB MOXET CONPOBOXAATbCA HenpueMsembl-
MW B KJIMHWKE OPTOMNeAMYecKOoW CTOMaTosIornu nokasaTte-
NAMU BENUYUHBI 3a30pa MeXJy OMOPHbIM 3y60M U KpaeM
NCKYCCTBEHHOM KOPOHKM, NpeBbiwatowunm 120 MKMm [5, 8].

[LaHHble, nonydyeHHble Imburgia M. (2017), cBuaeTenn-
CTBYIOT O 3HAUYUTENbHbIX Pa3/IMYNAX B TOYHOCTU BHYTPU-
POTOBbIX CKaHuUpylowmx cuctem. Tak, npu6op CS3600
UMesT HauBbICLYO TOYHOCTb (60,6 £ 11,7 MKM), 3@ HUM
cnepoBanu ckaHepbl Omnicam (66,4 + 3,9 MkM), Trios3
(67,2 + 6,9 MkM) 1 TrueDefinition (106,4 + 23,1 mkm) [13].

Malik J. (2018) npencTtaBun pesynbTaTbl, CBUAETENb-
CTBYHOLLME O TOM, YTO CpefHue N CTaHLapTHble OTKJIOHe-
HUA B TOYHOCTM MOMYYEHUSA MOLENU AN CUIIMKOHOBOIO
OTTUCKa, ckaHepoB Trios 1 Omnicam coctasunu 21,7 + 5,4;
499 + 18,31 36,5+ 11,12 MKM cooTBeTCTBEeHHO[14].

YunTbiBasi HEAOCTAaTOYHOCTb Hay4YHbIX UCCNef0BaHWI
Nno TeMe TOYHOCTU CTOMATONOIMYECKUX LUPPOBLIX CUCTEM
noslydyeHunst paboymx Mogenei 3ybHbIX PSAOB, C O4HOM CTO-
POHbI, M 60NblIOe KOMIMYECTBO PasfiUyHbIX UX TUMOB Ha
pblHKE CTOMaTO/IorMYeckKoro o60pyfoBaHusA — ¢ APYroi, a
TaK)e 3ajayy COBepLUEHCTBOBAHMA NeYyebHO-AMarHocTu-
yeckoro pecypca [3], HaMK 6b1710 MPUHATO peLleHne Npose-
CTW AaHHyto pa6oTy. ChopMynupoBaHHan HaMu HyneBas
rurnoTesa 3ak/lloyaeTcs B TOM, YTO TOYHOCTb CKaHMpOBa-
HUSI HEM3MEHHa Ha NPOTSXKEHUN BCero 3y6HOro psiaa u co-
BNagaeT C 3asAB/IEHHON NPON3BOAMTENIEM TOYHOCThHO.

LLENTb UCCNTIEAOBAHUA

CpaBHUTENbHas OLleHKa peanbHOW TOYHOCTU nabopa-
TOPHbIX U BHYTPUPOTOBbIX CKAHEPOB OTKPbITOrO TUMa npu
nonyyYyeHun Mofenu 3y6Horo psaa.

MATEPUAJbI U METOAbl NCCNEAOBAHUA

Hamu npu nomowu nporpaMmmHoro Komnnekca Exocad
2.2 6bl1 MOAENUPOBAH UCKYCCTBEHHbIN 3y6HON psif BEPX-
Heil yentocTu, coctoAwmn ns 13 sy6os (puc. 1). Ans
npeo6bpasoBaHuss UMHPOBOA Moaenu 3y6HOro pspa B

Ta6nuya 1. CpaBHUTENbHAsA XapaKTepUCTUKA TEXHUYECKUX XapaKTepPUCTUK CTOMaTOJIONMYECKNUX CKaHepoB
Table 1. Comparative characteristics of the technical characteristics of dental scanners

UcTOouHMK WUcnonb- ®dopmar BbiBOAA
Mpoussoaun-
HasBaHue Tenb Tun MpuHLUMN pa6oTbi M3nyYyeHUs | 30BaHue JAaHHbIX
Name Type Principle of operation Radiation nopoLlKa Data output
Manufacturer
source Powder use format
Identica MEDIT Jla6opaTopHbIii OnTuueckoe HeTr
R (tOxHasna Ko- CKaHupoBaHue Blue LED STL
Hybrid Desktop scanner - . No
pes) Optical scanning
Open Open Jla6opaTopHbIit OnTuueckoe benbiii cBeT Het
Technologies | Technologies patop CKaHUpoBaHue o STL
Desktop scanner - . White light No
Easy (UTanus) Optical scanning
Open Open JlabopaTopHbIi Ontuueckoe Benbiii cBeT Het
Technologies | Technologies parop CKaHupoBaHue o STL
Desktop scanner ; . White light No
Neway (UTanus) Optical scanning
Planmeca BHyTpupoToBoi | MeTop TpuaHrynauum Het
PlanScan (PunnsHamus) | Desktop scanner | Triangulation method Blue LED No STL
Trios3 3shape BHyTpupoTOoBO# KongokanpHas Benbiii cBeT Her
R MUKPOCKONUA oo STL
Wireless (OaHuA) Desktop scanner ) White light No
Confocal microscopy
MoTokoBas
MEDIT BHyTpupoTOBOi | cTepeogoTorpaMmeTpust Het
i500 (I0xHas Ko- yTpup P P P Blue LED STL
Desktop scanner Streaming No
pesi)
stereofotogrammetry
Fona (Dentspl AxTuBHan
MyCrown A Pl BHyTpupoToBO# | cTepeogoTorpammetpus | Benbiii ceeT ha
Sirona) . o STL
Scan Desktop scanner Active White light Yes
(CLUA)
stereophotogrammetry
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Ta6nmya 2. TOMHOCTb CKaHMPOBAHUA (B MKM) CKaHepaMM OTKpbITOro Tuna
Table 2. Scanning accuracy (in microns) by open-type scanners

Homep 3y6a mogenu / Mopgenb ckaHepa / Scanning device model Cpeptee
TOYHOCTb CONOCTaB/EeHUs . ‘ Open Open e
Tooth nurr(:;::w/)m atching V\-II;:I:I:zs i500 Mys((::;onwn I:Izrll)trli(::la Technologies | Technologies | PlanScan Mean

accuracy (microns) B B (teens)

18 20,35 32,1 54,9 30,35 11,1 42,35 211,85 57,57
17 24,665 | 105,45 97,65 37,55 22,5 59 149,65 70,92
16 44,8 132,7 53,2 26,55 20,5 26,9 156,35 65,85
15 41,65 161,9 62,55 39,9 38,3 52,55 165,85 80,38
13 45 144,15 91,95 63 26,05 66,4 142,05 82,65
12 86,5 151,5 129,2 86,8 49,05 104,75 160,85 109,8
11 110,9 241,55 327,6 154,5 131,2 121,85 315,95 200,5
21 138,3 136,85 252,8 150,4 114,95 108,35 319,7 174,47
22 114,45 | 114,95 105,05 89,75 68,55 92,95 280,9 123,8
23 118,35 113,7 79,2 56,1 48,1 76,5 223,4 102,19
25 83,75 89,45 69,45 70,8 58,7 44,5 246 94,66
26 90,1 105,15 72,55 35,55 42,05 51,65 257,35 93,48
27 155,05 | 237,15 112,35 77,5 69,65 94,5 287,2 147,62

Cpeauee (Mim) 82,60 |13589| 116,03 | 70,67 53,9 72,48 224,39

Mean (microns)

dbv3nyeckyro UCnonb3oBascsl CTOMaToNorMyeckuin naéo-
paTopHbln NpuHTep FormLabs Form2, pa6oTta koToporo
OCHOBaHa Ha GYHKLMOHaNbHOW CUCTEME NeYaT MEeTOLOM
ctepeonutorpadumn m3 nonumepa Formlabs Grey Resin
(puc. 2). OH noaaepXXunBaeT NevyaTb C pa3pelleHnem 25 MK,
a 3asABJieHHas npousBoanTeneM ycagka cocrasnset 3,5%.

B KayecTBe 06BEKTOB UCCIef0BaHNS HAMU 6blNM NOL0-
6paHbl ceMb Hanbonee NOMNyASAPHbIX CTOMaTONIOFMYECKUX
CKaHepoB OTKpbITOro Tuna (Taén. 1):

1) na6opaTopHbie CKaHepbl:

- ldentica Hybrid MEDIT(IH),

- Open Technologies Easy(OTE),

- Open Technologies NeWay (OTN);

2) BHYTPMPOTOBbIE CKaHepbl:

- PlanScan Planmeca (PS),

- Trios3 Wireless 3SHAPE (TW),

- ldentica i500 MEDIT (li),

- MyCrown Scan (MCS).

CKaHMpOBaHWIO C MCMNOMb30BaHMEM BCeX UM(OPOBbIX
npuéopoB nogsepranacb ofgHa nofumepHas paéoyas Mo-
fdenb. MocnefoBaTenbHOCTb CKaHMPOBaHUA 3y6HOro psaa
6blaa onpeAenieHa B COOTBETCTBUU C MHCTPYKLMSAMM Mpo-
nasoantens. CkaHnpoBaHue 3y6HOro psifja HaunmHanochb ¢
OKKJIFO3MOHHOM MOBEPXHOCTU NpaBoro TpPeTbero Monspa,
npogonXasacb B HanpaslieHUn No yacoson cTpenke. Co-
rnacHo 1S0O-12836, kaxaoe CKkaHMpoBaHue 6bls1I0 BbINOJ-
HEHO npu TemnepaType okpyxatouwen cpegbl 23 °C.

BbINnoONMHEHO MO TPM CKaHNPOBaHWS KaXxAbIM U3 CEMU CKa-
HepoB. YT06bl YMEHbLWNTb pa3HULy B TOYHOCTU B CBS3N C
pasHbIM YPOBHEM MacTepcTBa Mosib3oBaTesis, NepBoe cKa-
HUpoBaHwue 6bl10 yaaneHo, 1 nocneayowme ase undposble
MoAenn 6bln UCNONb30BaHbl A1t CPaBHUTENIbHON OLLEHKM.
[aHHble CKaHMpPOBaHWA HanpsMYyto Npeobpas3oBaHbl U 3KC-
NMOpPTMPOBaHbl KaK cTepeonuTorpaduyeckni dawn craH-
ZapTHOrO I3blka KOMMblOTEPHOM rpacduku (dopmat STL).

[na oueHKM KayecTBa M TOYHOCTU CKaHWPOBaHUA HaMu
NPUMEHEH MporpamMMHbIi Kommeke Geomagic Control X
(Artec3D), koMniekcHast NporpamMMHast niaTthopMa Ans Bbl-
NOSTHEHUSI MBMEPEHMI U NO6bIX NMPOU3BOACTBEHHbIX OMNepa-
umi (Bbinyck 2018.0.0). [aHHas nporpaMma peKoOMeHA0Ba-
Ha B IS0-12836. 3T0 NporpaMMHoe obecrneyeHune no3BosisieT

2020;25(3)

06HapyXXMBaTb PACXOXAEHUS C TOYHOCTBIO B MUKPOMETpaX,
KaK MosioXuTtesbHble (pacluMpeHune), Tak U oTpuLaTesbHble
(ycapmka). CHayana uudpoBass MofeNlb AN TPEXMEPHOro
aHanusa 6bina pasbuTa Ha YCNOBHble eAuHULbI (351eMEHTbI
3y6Horo psiga — 3y6bl). [poBeaeHa TakXe MO0CKOCTb, OC-
HOBaHHasi Ha TMMNOTETUYECKON JIMHUW, COEAMHSIIOLWEN LiEeH-
TpasibHbIi1 pesel, 1 BTopoi Monsp. Kaxaasa uudposasi Mo-
[leNb, NMony4YeHHas n3yyaeMbIMU CKaHepamu, CpaBHMBasach
C UCXoAHOW UndPOBOI MOZESbIO C UCMOJIb30BAHNEM TEXHO-
NOTUM «HaUJTy4LLEro BblpaBHUBaHWSA», MaTeMaTUYeCKoro as-
roputT™Ma AJisi HanoXkeHust LMPOBbIX 0GHEKTOB, 06 BLEKTUBHO
N3MepAoLLEro 06beMHble OTK/TOHEHUS MOJTYYEHHO MoZesNu
OTHOCUTENbHO UcxofHo (puc. 3). MNMocne 3aBepLUeHns Tpex-
MEPHOro CpaBHeHMsI B Mporpamme 6blay Cco3faHbl KapTbl
OTKJIOHEHUI C LBETOBOW KOAMPOBKOW, WIITHOCTPUpYHOLLME
pasnuumsa Mexay ABYMS COMOCTaB/IEHHbIMU MOAENSIMU, U
nosnyyeHa uHdopmauma 06 OTKIOHeHUsIX. CTaTUCTUYECKUI
aHanu3s 6bi1 BbIMOJIHEH C UCMOJIb30BaHWEM NPOrPaMMHOro

Ta6nuya 3. UToroeble noka3saTenu TOYHOCTM CKaHEPOB
pa3nuuHbIX Mogenei, MKM
Table 3. The final accuracy indicators of scanners
of various models, microns

PesynbTaTt, MKM
Result, microns
Mopaenb ckaHepa Cpepnne- CTanpapTHoe
Scanning device CEEREIIREES || o srerre
SHatenne Standard
Root:mean- deviation
square
Trios3 Wireless 82,6 37,04
PlanScan 224,39 81,46
MyCrown Scan 116 49,54
MEDIT i500 135,89 61,35
Identica Hybrid 70,67 32,73
Open Technologies Easy 53,9 24,35
Open Technologies Neway 72,48 35,54
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komMnnekca SPSS 25. Pasnuuuna mexay rpynnamu npoaHanu-
31poBanu c ucrnonbaoBaHmem kKputepusa Kpackena — Yonnu-
ca Ans HeHopmMarsbHoro pacnpeaenedus (a = 0,05).

PE3YJIbTATbl UCCNEOOBAHUA

MNpoBeaeHHOE HaMK MUccnefoBaHMe nokasarsno, YTo cpe-
OV BHYTPUPOTOBbIX CKaHEPOB Haw/yyllytd TOYHOCTb Mpo-
AemoHcTpupoBan TRIOS3 Wireless (82,6 MKM), a camoit
HU3KOWM TOYHOCTbIO U3 UCCNEAYEMbIX CKaHEPOB OTaMYasncs
PlanScan (224,4 MkM). YTo KacaeTcsi uccnegyemMbix na6o-
paTOpHbIX CKaHepoB, TO CaMbiM TOYHbIM oOKasancs Open
Technologies Easy (53,9 MKM), a caMoil HU3Kas TOYHOCTb
6blna onpegeneHay Open Technologies NeWay (72,48 MKM).

Ona cpaBHeHuA rpynn Mexay coboi 6bin UCMONb30-
BaH Kputepuin H-Kpackena-Yonnuca. bbinn BbisBAEHbI
3HauMMble pasnuuus Mexay nokasatensmu (H = 43,608;
p < 0,01). Han6onblne 3HayeHUs yCTaHOB/EHbI MO MOKa-
3atento PS3 (cp. paHr = 81,46), HavMeHblUee 3HayeHue —
no nokasatento OTE3 (cp. paHr = 24,34).

3HauuTenbHas pasHuua 6bina obHapyXxeHa cpegu no-
KasaTenel pasHbiX CKaHepoB QANA KaxAoro u3 3y6oB
(P <0,001). UTorosble peaynbTaTbl NpeAcTaBneHbl B Tabnu-
uax 3 n 4. HeoXxnaaHHOM HaX0AKOM ABM1IOCb 3Ha4YeHue no-
KasaTena TOYHOCTM MpPU COMOCTaBIEHUN OTAENIbHbIX 3Je-
MeHTOB 3y6HOro psiga. Tak, Hau6osiee HU3KMe NokasaTenu
cpefHel TOYHOCTM 6binKn BbisiBNeHbl Ha 1.1 3ybe, a camas
BbICOKasl TOYHOCTb — Ha 1.8 3y6e (Tabn. 2, puc. 4). MNpu aToM
6blny onpefeneHbl CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAUYMMble PasfiMuus
Mexay nokasatenamu (H = 31,879; p < 0,01). Haubonbwve
3Ha4yeHUst oTHocunucb K 1.2 3y6y (cp. paHr = 74,57), Hau-
MeHbluee 3HayeHne — K 1.8 3y6y (cp. paHr = 20,43).

MNpu cpaBHeHWW KapTbl LUBETOBbIX pa3nuuuii BCce BHY-
TPUMPOTOBblEe U NabopaTOpHble CKaHepbl BbISIBUIU CMe-
LLeHNs1 MO Mepe YBEeNMYEHUs AuanasoHa CKaHUMpOBaHus,
TO ecTb MO Mepe yAaneHus cKkaHepa OT HayallbHOW TOYKMU
TOYHOCTb pesynbTaTa CHMXanacb. PaclwmpeHune gnanaso-
Ha CKaHWPOBaHUSA MOKa3blBasno BbICOKYH HETOYHOCTb MO
pexyLieMy Kpato 3y60B y BCex CKaHepOB.

0
* (eanmme— (PN =

Puc. 1. LlndppoBas mogenb MCKYCCTBEHHOI0O
3y6HOro psfa BepxHen YenioCcTH, BKIoYa-
towero 13 3y60B B nporpamme Exocad 2.2

Fig. 1. Digital model of the artificial dentition
of the upper jaw, including 13 teeth
in the program «Exocad 2.2»

- - DENEESE SCOOSSCESEEE. G v

Puc. 3. CpaBHeHMe ¢ ucxofHoi uuppoBoii Mogenblo pe3ynbTara,
nony4yeHHoro ckaHepom Open Technologies NeWay

Fig. 3. Comparison with the original digital model of the result obtained

HEEg:

B nporpamMme Geomagic Control X

by the scanner «Open Technologies NeWay»
in the «<Geomagic Control X» program

350

= Trios3 Wireless
= i500

MyCrown Scan
= PlanScan
—— |dentica Hybrid

= Open Technologies Neway
Open Technologies Easy

300

250
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- vavano

Puc. 2. MonumepHas paboyas mogenb

MKM / microns

N CXeMa CKaHupoBaHus BHYTPUPOTOBbIMHU
CKaHepaMu I'IOJWIMGPHOI?I Mopgenu:
JINHUU CO CTpesikaMU yKa3biBaloT HanpaB-
NeHne U CerMeHTbl CKaHupoBaHuUA 3y6|-|oro

psaaa (6okoBble 3y6bl, nepegHue 3y6bl), 18
KpacHasl IMHUA — Becb 3y6HOI psag

Fig. 2. Polymer working model and scanning
scheme by intraoral scanners of the polymer
model: lines with arrows indicate
the direction and segments of scanning
of the dentition (lateral teeth, front teeth),
the red line is the entire dentition

17 16 15 13 12 11 21 22 23 25 26 27

Puc. 4. PacnpepeneHue 3Ha4eHU NoKasaTeNnss TOYHOCTU pa3/InYHbIX
CKaHepoB B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT 3y6HOI popmynbl

Fig. 4. Distribution of values of the accuracy index of various scanners

Homep 3y6a / Tooth number

depending on the dental formula
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Ta6nuya 4a. UToroeble pe3ynbTaTbl CPaBHEHUS rpynn (TOYHOCTb CKAHUPOBAHUSA B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TUNA CKaHepa)
MeXXAay co6oil c ucnonb3oBaHmem kputepus H-Kpackena-Yonnuca
Table 4a. Final results of group comparison (scanning accuracy depending on the type of scanner)
with each other using of the Kruskal-Wallis H test criterion

AMnupuyeckoe 3HaueHne YpoBeHb
TW3 Li3 MCF3 | IH3 OTE3 | OTN3 | PS3 Kputepusa 3HaYMMOCTH
Criteria empirical value | Significance value
CpeanWA pakr | ;) | 6135 | 4954 | 3273 | 24,35 | 3554 | 81,46 43,608 0,001
Mean rank

Tabnuya 46. Pe3ynbTaTbl cpaBHEHUSi TOYHOCTU B 3aBUCUMOCTHU OT MOJIOXKEHUs 3y6a B 3y6HOM psaay
¢ ucnonbsosaHnem kputepus H-Kpackena-Yonnuca
Table 4b. Results of the comparison of accuracy depending on the position of the tooth in the dentition
using of the Kruskal-Wallis H test criterion

18 |17 | 16 | 15 | 14 | 13 | 12 | 11

AMnupuyeckoe YpoBeHb

292 23 25 27 3Ha4YeHue Kputepus | 3HAYUMOCTHU

Criteria empirical | Significance
value value
CpepHui
paHr 20,43(31,86(29,71|36,29(38,93|53,71|74,57|71,50|55,64 |46,71|41,43|37,21 (60,00 31,879 0,001
Mean rank

OBCYXXAEHUE PE3YJ/IbTATOB

MHTepecHbIn Au3ailH wuccrnegoBaHUA nNpeacTaBunun
Ender A. et al. (2019), B KOTOPOM MOKasaHbl pe3ynbTaThbl
nonyyeHns UMGOPOBbIX MOAeNeN LeCTbio PasnYHbIMU
BHYTPUPOTOBbLIMU NpubopamMu Kak Bcero 3y6HOro psaa,
TaK 1 ero oTAeNibHbIX cermeHToB (NepeaHui, 6okoson) [11].
B KayecTBe KOHTPONSA B UCCIe[0BaHUN MO NOANBUHWUIICU-
NOKCaHOBOMY OTTWUCKY MOJlyyeHa rurncoBasi Mofenb 3y6-
HOro pafa BepxHewn YentocTu. PesynbTaTbl OTAMYANUCh No
TOYHOCTM Kak B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT MOAESM CKaHUPYHOLLEro
npuéopa, Tak U Mexay cerMeHTamu 3y6HOro psaa u ue-
NbiM 3y6HbIM pAAOM. HanMeHee TOYHbIN pesynbTaT B €ro
paboTe nokasaH Npu cKaHUpoBaHUW Lenoro 3y6Horo psaa
ckaHepom MEDIT i500 = 93,1 + 20,2 MKM. Jlyywine pesynb-
TaTbl NOKasaHbl B KOHTPOJIbHON rpynne npu oundpoBbI-
BaHWKU runcoson moaenun 16,2 + 1,6 MKM, 4YTO NO3BONIIO
aBToOpaM cAenaTb BbIBOA O NPeMMyLLecTBax aHanoroBoro
OTTUCKA AN NONyYEHUS MOAENU BCEro 3y6HOro paja.

B Hawei pabote ckaHep MEDIT i500 Takxe nokasan
HanMeHee TOUYHble pe3ynbTaTbl, paBHble 1359 + 61,4 MKM.
Pa3HuUa B a6CONIOTHBIX 3HAYEHUSIX BO3BHUKAET B CBAI3U C
pasHbIM AM3aiHOM MCCNefoBaHuA, a Takxe pasHuuen B
Mogensx. B pa6ote Ender A. et al. (2019) pa6oyeit moae-
Nblo IBUNAcb aHasnioroBas Mofenb 3y6HOro psia BepxHew
YesntCcTH, Co3[aHHan C CMOb30BaHNEM UCKYCCTBEHHbIX
3y60B M3 KepaMWKK, MO CBOMM ONTUYECKWM CBOWCTBAM
NpMGNMXKEHHAs K eCTECTBEHHbIM 3y6aM. M3BECTHO BNUA-
Hue MaTepuana paboyeit Mofenn Ha pedynbTaTbl TOYHOCTH
ckaHupoBaHusa. Tak, Miiller P. (2016) B cBoeit pa6oTe npu-
MEeHSI1 CTajlbHYl0 MOfefb, XapaKTepusyloLyocs Hemnpo-
3payHoOCTblO NoBepxHocTu [15]. B cBoeM uccnegoBaHum
Mbl COMOCTaBNANN ABe UMdPOBbIe MOAENN: OAHY paboyyto
MOAefb, CO3AaHHYI0 BUPTYanbHO, U BTOPYIO, MOJIYYEHHYIO
npW CKaHWPOBaHUWU pasnMYHbIMKU NpMGOpaMM HaneyaTaH-
Horo Ha npuHTepe FormLabs Form?2 aHanora nepsoi. Yuu-
TbiBas, YTO 3HAYEHWe HETOYHOCTM MeyaTu MEeTOAOM CcTe-
peonutorpaduu (SLA) LaHHOW MOAENM Mbl HE YUUTbIBASM
(nockonbky Afsi BCex pe3ynbTaToB CKaHWPOBaHUSi MOAENb
6blna ofiHa), BEPOATHO, OHO W YBENMYMUIO abCONMOTHbIE
3HayeHus nokasaTtesiel Mo KaXKAOoMYy CKaHepy.

B pesynbTaTtax cCO6CTBEHHOr0O MCC/Ie0BaHUs NMOKa3aHo,
YTO Nyyllas TOYHOCTb LM(POBOro BOCMPON3BEAEHMUA ase-
MEeHTORB 3y6HOro psifia 6bina B o6nactuv 1.8 3y6a, a HaMMeHb-
Wwas B obnactu nepegHero, 2.1 3y6a. Tak, HaMy¥ OTMeYeHo,
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YTO CTeneHb UCKaXEHMUs NpU BHYTPMPOTOBOM crocobe no-
nyyeHus uMGPOBON MoLeNnn yBennyMBaeTCcs B Hanpasne-
HWM OT 3y6a, C KOTOPOro Ha4yanocb CKaHMpPOBaHUe.

AHanorMyHbI pe3ynstaT nokasaH u B pabote Ender A. et al.
(2019): 6onbluas akKypaTHOCTb BOCMPOM3BEAEHNS B Lndpo-
BOW MOAenu 6blna y 60KOBbIX CErMEHTOB 3y6HOr0 psija.

Mbl npegnonaraemM, YTO KpOMe reoMeTpun 3dnemMeHTa
3y6HOro psifja Ha TOYHOCTb LMbpPOBOM MoJenn okasbiBaeT
B/IMSIHME M caMo nporpammHoe obecnedeHue. K Takomy
e BbiBoAy npuwen u Haddadi Y. (2018), o6Hapy>KuBLUMit
B/IUSIHWE BEpPCUMM MPOrpaMMHOro ob6ecrneyeHus npubopa
A5l CKaHUPOBaHUA Ha TOYHOCTb pesynbTaTta [12].

MonyyeHHble HAMUW BbICOKME 3HAYEHUSA HETOYHOCTU Lund-
poBON MopAenun, NoaTBepXpalrlime MccnefoBaHus psfa
3apy6eXHbIX YYEHbIX, CK/IOHSOT HAc K MbICIM O pUCKax
MCNoNb30BaHMA LUUPPOBbIX YCTPOWCTB MPU CO3[aHUN UM-
NaHTaUMOHHbIX MPOTE30B HOMbLUIOK NPOTSAXEHHOCTU. JTa
TOYKa 3peHMUs1 CO3BYYHa 0630pY, BbiNONHEHHOMY Abduo J.
(2018), nocne aHanuaa MeXAyHapoAHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB UC-
nonb3oBaHUs Takux cuctem, Kak Cerec Bluecam, Cerec
Omnicam, Cadent iTero, «Lava C.0.S, Lava True Definition,
TRIOS, TRIOS Color, E4D, Planscan, MHT, Carestream 3500
n Zfx IntraScan. ABTopoM 6b1710 NoKasaHo, BO-NepBbIX, YTO
HEBO3MOXHO UCMONb30BaTb LMdPOBble CUCTEMbI A5 CKa-
HWpOBaHMS BCEro 3y6HOro psija ¢ Lesibio nonyyeHns pabo-
yen mogenn. OHM XOPOLLM LW A8 NONyYeHNs UMdpoBbIX
Mozerei ero CEerMeHTOB M AMarHOCTUYECKUX Moaenen 3y6-
Horo psaga [10]. Bo-BTOpbIX, BOSMOXHOCTb UCMOMb30BaHMSA
LMGPOBbIX CUCTEM A5 NPOM3BOACTBA NPOTE30B CBA3aHa C
APYro MeTOAMKON CKaHWpOBaHMUs, NpegnonaratoLlen cka-
HWpOBaHMWE OTAENbHbIX 3/IEMEHTOB paboyein Mogenu.

3AKJTIOMEHUE

Takum o06pasoM, pesynbraTbl Halleil paboTbl MPUHLK-
nuanbHO M BO MHOIOM COBMafatoT C AaHHbIMU U3BECTHbIX
MeXAYHapoAHbIX nybnukauuii. OHM CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O
pasnuyHou peanbHOW U BMeCTe C TEM He[OCTaTOYHOW, TOY-
HOCTM pasINYHbIX CUCTEM NoyveHus umdpoBbIX MOAeNeN, B
0COBGEHHOCTU BCEro 3y6HOro psfa. ITO TaKXKE O3HAYaEeT, YTo
HM3Kasa TOYHOCTb BHYTPUPOTOBbIX CUCTEM CKaHMPOBaHUS He
MO3BOJIAET NX UCMOMb30BaTb A/ NosyyYeHns LumMdpoBbIxX pa-
604Mx Mogene Npy co3faHnu NPOTSHXKEHHbIX UMMIaHTaLu-
OHHbIX KOHCTPYKUWIA. HamBbICLLYIO TOYHOCTb CPean U3yyeH-
HbIX NpMGopoB Nokasan ckaHep Open Technologies Easy.
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