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BU3HAYEHHS OCOBJIMBOCTEN KOHTYPIB JIHA BEPXHBOIEJEITHAX
MA3YX Y MALIEHTIB I3 PI3HOIO ®OPMOIO JULEBOIO CKEJIETA
M1 YAC MIZATOTOBKHU 10 OMEPALII BIIKPUTOTO CUHYC-JTI®TUHTY

HaifyacrimmmM iHTpaonepaiiHuM yCKIAIHEHHSM BIAKPUTOTO CHHYC-MI(THHTY € repdopartiss MeMOpaHu
[Tnaiinepa. Toorpado-aHaToMigHI 0COOIHBOCTI BEPXHBOIIEIEITHOT Ma3yxH, (hopMa Ta KOHTYPH i1 THA MOXKYTh
CYTTEBO BIUIMBATH Ha €(EKTUBHICTH elieBallii CJIM30BOi OOOJIOHKH JIHA Ta3yXH IIijl 4ac IbOr0 XipypriqHOro
BTpy4aHHs. Po3mipu Ta koH(Irypallisi BepXHbOIIEICTHUX MMa3yX CTATUCTHYHO 3HAYYIIE KOPEIIOIOTh 13 Iapame-
TpaMH cepeJHbOT YaCTUHH JIMIIEBOTO CKeJIeTa.

Merta nocJriaKeHHs] — BA3HAYUTH HA KOMIT FOTEPHUX TOMOTpaMaXx iHIUBiAyalbHO-aHATOMI4HI OCOOJIIMBOCTI
KOHTYPIB JIHa BEPXHBOLIEJECITHUX M1a3yX Y NAL€HTIB 13 Pi3HOIO (JOPMOIO JIMLIEBOTO CKEJIETa Ta BCTAHOBUTHU CEPE
HHUX MOYITHBI TPETUKTOPH nepgopaii mem6bpanu lIHaiinepa mix 9ac onepawii BIIKPHTOTO CHHYC-IITHHTY.

Marepiaan pocaikenns. KpaHioMETpHYHI JIOCITIUKCHHS TPOBOIUIA Ha KT-3006paxeHHsix 92 ueperis.
Busnauany nuuesnit ingexe 3a Gopmysoro 'apcona, B KOpOHApHIN NPOEKLIT YepelliB BUSBISIIM KOHTYPU [HA
BEPXHBOLIENCIHUX [1a3yX, PY iX 3pi3ax Ha PIBHI JIyHOK IEPLIOTO Ta APyroro MOJ'ISIplB 3rIHO 3 KIACU(DIKALLEO
L. Niu, J. Wang Ta cnisasropis (2018). Jliiss BCTaHOBICHHS BIPOTiIHUX BIAMIHHOCTEH y Tonorpado- aHaTOMlq-
HUX MOKA3HHKaX, OTPHUMaHMX Yy TPYTax MOPiBHAHHA, 00uMCcIIoBaIM KpUTepiil ysromkenocti [lipcona y .

HaykoBa HOBH3HA. Yrieplie BHSBICHO 3aJIOKHICT JACSKNX KOHTYPIB JIHA BEPXHBOLICICIHIX Ma3yX Bil (popm
JINLIEBOTO BiZUILTY YEpEIiB MALieHTiB. BCTaHOB/IEHO cepest HUX MOXIIMBI aHATOMIYHi PEMKTOpH nepdopawtii Mem6-
panu [IHaiigepa mix yac oneparii BiAKPUTOTO CI/IHyC-JIl(bTI/IHI‘y v xaMer03ornB ¥ 27,8% BUIAJIKIB JIlarHOCTYBa-
JIUCh KOHTYDH [HA BEPXHBOLLEIICIHNUX [1a3yX HENPABIILHOI (HOPMH — HEPIBHI 3 BUIMKaMH (3aIIMOMHAMY) M 3UI3a-
rornoziGHi abo 3 HAsBHICTIO NIEPEropOLOK/ek30CTo3iB. KoHTYypH /iHa masyxu By3bKoi (KOHIYHOI) (opmu HaifyacTiue
IpUCyTHI y Jerrronposomis — ¥2 = 4,02 (p< 0,05). Ll Tonorpaq)o -aHATOMIYHI YNHHUKH YCKIIaTHIOIOTh MeXaHiqHe
BiALIapyBaHHS MeMOpaHU I_HHaI/Iz[epa Bil KOPTUKAIBHOI MITACTHHKH JIHA BEPXHBOLICIICIHOI Ma3yXH, CIIPHSIOTH if
po3puBy. BomHOoUac y Me30mpo301iB BUSBIIEHO Y 22,5% BUTIAIKIB KOHTYPH JTHA BEPXHBOIICICITHOI MTa3yXu KBaIpar-
HOT opmu, a'y 32,5% — oBasbHOT (hOpMH, BOHH HE MEPEHIKOIKAIOTH TOBHOLIIHHIH ernealii MemOpanu LlIHaiinepa.

BucnoBku. KoHTypH 1Ha BEpXHBOLIENETHUX Ma3yX HEMPAaBUIBHOI POpMH (i3 3arTMOMHAMH UM 3UT3aroMo-
Ii0H1, 3 HASABHICTIO IEPETOPOIOK/EK30CTO31B) YACTIIIE TPAIJISIIOTHCS Y XaMeNpOo30MiB (Iupokoanuux) —y 27,8%
BI/Il'IaI[KiB a JIHO ui€el nasyxu By3bKOI (KOHIYHOT) (OPMH YacTILIe IPUCYTHE Y JICIITONPO30MIB (BY3bKOINLUX) —
> = 4,02, p< 0,05, M0 € MPOrHOCTHIHUMHU (akropamu nepdoparii memOpanu IIHaiinepa y pasi BIAKpUTOTO
CHHYC- m(’pery i HGO6X1I[HO BPAXOBYBATH IIi{ YaC IIAHYBAHHs LOTO XipypPriYHOro BTPYYaHHSL.

Koaio4oBi ciioBa: KOHTYpH JHA BEPXHBOILIEICITHOI Ma3yxu, (popMa JHUIEBOTO yeperna, BIIKPUTUH CHUHYC-
i THHT, ToIKo/pKeHHS MeMOpanu [Haiinepa, nporHocTuuHi GakTopu rnepdoparii.
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DETERMINATION OF THE FEATURES OF THE MAXILLARY SINUSES FLOOR
CONTOURS IN PATIENTS WITH DIFFERENT FORMS OF THE FACIAL SKELETON
FOR PREPARATION TO OPEN SINUS LIFT SURGERY

The most frequent intraoperative complication of open sinus lift is the perforation of the Schneiderian
membrane. The topographic and anatomical features of the maxillary sinus, the shape and floor contours can
significantly affect the effectiveness of the sinus mucosa elevation during this procedure. A statistically significant
correlation is between the dimensions and configuration of the maxillary sinuses correlate and the parameters
of the midface skeleton.

The aim of the study — to determine the individual anatomical features of the maxillary sinuses floor
contours in patients with different forms of the facial skeleton on computed tomography scan images and to
identify possible predictors of the Schneiderian membrane perforation during open sinus lift surgery.

Materials and methods. Craniometric examinations were performed on CT images of 92 skulls. The facial
index was determined by the Garson’s formula, based on classification of L. Niu, J. Wang and co-authors (2018)
the contours of the floor of maxillary sinuses at their slices at the level of the first and second molar sockets
were detected in the coronal view of the skulls. To establish significant differences among the topographic
and anatomical parameters obtained in the comparison groups, Pearson’s y? test was calculated.

Scientific novelty. For the first time, the dependence of some contours of the maxillary sinuses floor on
the shape of the patients’ facial part of skulls was revealed. Possible anatomical predictors of Schneiderian
membrane perforation during the open sinus surgery among shapes of contours were identified.

There were 27.8% of the euriprosops with the irregular shapes of maxillary sinuses floor contours either
uneven with recesses (depressions) or zigzag shape, or with the septa/exostoses. Most often, the narrow
(conical) shape contours were determined in the leptoprosop category — x> = 4.02 (p<0.05). These topographic
and anatomical factors complicate the mechanical detachment of the Schneiderian membrane from the cortical
plate of the maxillary sinus floor and contribute to its rupture. At the same time, among the mesoprosops in
22.5% of cases were found square contours of the maxillary sinus floor, in 32.5% — oval ones, and they do not
interfere with the full elevation of the Schneiderian membrane.

Conclusions. The irregular shape (either with depressions or zigzag, septa/exostoses) of contours
of the maxillary sinuses floor are more common for the euriprosops (patients with broad face) — in 27.8%
of cases, whereas the narrow (conical) shape of them present more often in the leptoprosops (patients with
narrow face) — y? = 4.02, p<0.05, which are prognostic factors for Schneiderian membrane perforation during
the open sinus lifting and should be taken into account when planning this surgery.

Key words: contours of the maxillary sinus floor, shape of the facial skull, open sinus lift, damage
of the Schneiderian membrane, prognostic factors of perforation.
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ITocTanoBka npodsaemu. Onepallis CUHYC-TIi-
GTUHTY € HaiOUIBII MOIIUPEHUM 1 HaIIHHUM
crocoOoM 301IbIIEHHS KICTKOBOTO 00’ €My y pasi
Ne(iUTy aabBEOJSIPHOTO BIAPOCTKA BEPXHBOL
nieneny y 614Hux ii Bijiiax, 1o CTBOPIOE YMOBU
JUISl TIOJIAJIBIIIOTO BCTAHOBJICHHS 3yOHUX IMILUIaH-
TiB [1-3]. OgHak mix 4ac MpoBEACHHS CUHYC-Ti-
(TUHTY MOXXYTh BUHUKHYTH yCKJIagHeHHs. HasB-
HICTh BEPXHbBOIIEIEITHOTO XPOHIYHOTO CUHYCUTY
MOXE CIPUYMHUTH 1H(IKYBaHHS KICTKOBOTO
TPAHCIUIAHTATy Ta BTpaTy 3yOHUX IMIUIAHTIB [4].
HaituacTimum iHTpaonepamiiiHuM ycKJiaJHeH-
HAM € nnepdopanis memOpanu [lInaiigepa (ciuzo-
BO1 OOOJIOHKU BEPXHBOIIEIENMHOI ma3zyxu) [5-8],
10 MOYKE 3arpOXKyBaTH >KUTTE3IaTHOCTI IMIUIaH-
taTiB [6: 7]. YacToTa BHMAIKIB ILOTO YCKIA-
HEHHsI CUHYC-TII(THHTY, 3a JAaHUMH JITeparypH,
konmuBaeThest Bim 7 1o 60% [9; 10]. Yucnenni
JOCTI/IKeHHS BKa3yIOTh Ha Pi3HI (aKTOpU PU3UKY
BUHUKHEHHs nepdopauii memOpanu IlHaiinepa
mig dac 1iei omeparii [11], 30kpemMa HasBHICTb
WIKIUIMBUX 3BMYOK (maminHs) [12], cymyTHi
3aXBOpIOBaHHs Yy mamieHTiB [13], morpimHocTi
TEXHIKH OCTEOTOMIi MiJl 4ac MPOBEACHHS Xipyp-
riuHoro BTpy4aHHs [14], HecnpHUATIMBI 1HIUBI-
NyaabHO-aHATOMI4HI OCOOIHMBOCTI IIENEMHO-H-
1IeBOI AUISHKU: HEJOCTAaTHS TOBIIMHA CUHYCOBOL
MeMOpanu [15-18], HasgsBHICTh CHHYCOBHUX Iepe-
ropoaok [12; 13; 19], moTonmena 6iuyHa CTiHKa
MakcusipHoro cunyca [20]. Tonorpago-ana-
TOMIYHI OCOOJIMBOCTI JIHA BEPXHBO-ILEIEHOT
nasyxu, ii ¢opmMa Ta KOHTypU CYTTEBO MOXYTb
BIUIMBATH Ha €(EKTUBHICTh MPOBEACHHS BiJIKpH-
TOrO cUHycC-T(TuHry [21; 22].

Bcranosneno, mo ¢gopma Ta 06’€M BEepXHbO-
LIEJIEMHUX Ma3yX CTAaTUCTUYHO 3HaYylle 3ale-
&Katb BiA MopQoJorii BUIMYHUX KICTOK, SKI
O0epyTh y4acTb y (OpMyBaHHI JIMLEBOTO BIAJILTY
yepena JIOAUHM Ta Ty i1 obmuyus [23-26].
Takox 10CIiPKEHO, 1110 Ha Oy/I0BY BEpHBOIIIETIEI-
HUX Ta3yX 3HAuYHO BIUIMBAIOTh BEPXHBO-HUKHI
po3mipu cepenanboi yactTuHu obmuuus [27]. Ha
ocHoBi KT-300pakeHp ueperniB Oya0 OLIHEHO
BIKOB1 3MiHM PO3MIpiB BEPXHBOIIEIECITHOT Ma3yXu
CTOCOBHO JllaMeTpiB JiuieBoro ckeinera. Cratuc-
TUYHUIA aHami3 (Koe(illieHT Kopensiii Ta aerep-
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MiHamii) rmokasas, 110 po3Mipu Ta KOHQIryparis
BEPXHBOIIETCITHUX Ma3yX CTATUCTUYHO 3HAYYyIIe
KOPEJIIOIOTh 13 MMapaMeTpaMM CepelHbOl YaCTHUHU
oOmmuust [28-30].

MeTa gocCJTiIKeHHSI — BUBYUTH Ha KOMI IO-
TEPHUX TOMOrpaMax 1HJUBiAyallbHO-aHATOMIYHI
0COOJMBOCTI KOHTYpIB JIHA BEPXHBOLIEIEITHUX
na3yx y HallieHTiB 13 pi3HOI0 (HOPMOIO JIMILIEBOTO
CKeJleTa Ta BCTAHOBUTH cepeJl HUX MOXKJIMBI Ipe-
nukTopu nepdopauii memOpanu Ilnaiinepa min
qac orepaii BIIKPUTOrO CUHYC-Ti(TUHTY.

Marepianu i merogu pocaigxenHs. Kpa-
HIOMETPUYHI  JOCTI/DKEHHS TMPOBOAMIU  HA
92 pPEHTIreHOJOrIYHUX 300paXKEHHAX YEepelliB,
OTPUMaHUX Yy pa3i KOMII FOTepHOi Tomorpadii
(KT) ninsHOK JMIIEBOTO CKeJieTa MAalli€HTIB, SKi
IPOXOMIIN Ilepeionepartiiine oocrexenHs B Lien-
Tpl MeaAnYHOi 3D-1arHOCTUKY Ha JIEHTAJILHOMY
KOHYCHO-ITIPOMEHEBOMY KOMIT FOTEPHOMY TOMO-
rpa¢i Vatech Pax-i13D Green (IliBnenna Kopes).
Y BuOOpi BiANIPaBHUX MYHKTIB JJI51 BUMIPIOBaHHS
3araJlbHUX po3MipiB Ta (opMu yepeniB KepyBa-
aucs BKa3iBKaMu 3 KpaHiometpii [31]. Y xBopux
BU3HAuYaJIM JIMIEBUH iHAEKC 3a (opmynoro [ap-
coHa: Ind nuus = BucoTa nuLA / MIUpPUHA JTULS
% 100%, 3rigHO 3 YUM BHCOTA JUIEBOTO BiAILTY
BUMIPIOETBCSI MK MICLEM IpHEIHAHHS JI000-
BO-HOCOBOTO IIBa 3 MI)KHOCOBUM Ha KOpEeHi HOca
(Touka Nasion) i Hal{O1JIbIII BUCTYNA0YOI0 YACTH-
HOI0 HM)KHBOTO Kparo HIDKHBOI wiefienu (Touka
Gnation), a mupuHA TUIS — BIACTaHb MK Haii-
OUIBII BUCTYNAIOUYUMH 30BHI TOukamu (Zygion)
000X BUJIMYHUX KICTOK. Y pa3i NOKa)KYMKa JIUIe-
BOTO iHAEKCY MeHIIe 79,9% mnaii€eHTiB 3apaxoBy-
BaJIM JI0 XaMEeMPO30MiB (JIFOAH 13 IUPOKUM O0IHY-
ysim), Big 80,0 10 89,9% — 1o me3ompo301miB (JTroau
13 cepeiHiMU po3Mipamu oonmyus) 1 Bix 90,0 no
94,9% — 10 nenTonpo30IIiB (JIOAU 3 BUIOBKEHUM
obnnyusim) [32]. Ha KT y xopoHapHiil npoekuii
JUIEBUX BIJJIUIIB YepemniB BU3HAYaIH KOHTYpPH
JTHa BEPXHBOLIEJENHUX Ma3yX y pa3i iX caritajib-
HUX 3pi3iB Ha PIBHI JYHOK INEPIIOro Ta JPyroro
MoJsipiB. BusHaueHHst (opMU TUIEBUX AUISHOK
YeperniB Ta PO3TAlIyBaHHS Ha HUX aHATOMIYHHMX
OpIEHTUPIB MPOBOAMUIOCH ABTOMATUYHO, BHKO-
PUCTOBYIOYM BIAMOBIAHI OMIi KOMI FOTEPHOL
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Iporpamu JJis nepenisy 300paxeHs oudpona-
HUX Tomorpam. Ha nmocmigkyBaHux ToMorpamax
KOHTYpH Ta (POPMHU JIHA BEPXHBOLIEJIECITHHUX Ma3yX
PO3PI3HSIM ¥ PO3MOAUISIM 3T1JIHO 13 Kiacudika-
miero L. Niu, J. Wang Ta criBastopis (2018) [21],
Jie Ma3yXu AUIATh Ha IUSITh KaTeropiil: By3bKi
(KoH14H1), 3BY>KE€Hi, OBaJbHI (si1enoi0Hi1), KBa-
JpaTHI Ta HeMpaBWIbHOI opmHu (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. A — 3By:keHuii (KOHIYHMIT) KOHTYP,

B — yacTkoBO 3BYyKeHMIT KOHTYP , C — OBaIbHUI
(saiinenonioHmnii) KOHTYp, D — KBagpaTHHIi KOHTYP,
3rigHo 3 kiaacugikauicro L. Niu,

J. Wang ta cniBaBTopis (2018) [21]

JUis mepuMx 4oTUphOX TUMIB MIATUIN KJI1acu-
¢ikyroTbCs 32 TpbOMa KaTeropisiMu: 0e3 3ariu-
ONeHHs, 3 ILIIYHO-CUHYCOBHM 3ariInOJICHHSAM
(OyxToro) 1 3 migHEOIHHO-HOCOBUM 3arIHOJICH-
HAM. TunM nasyx i3 HenmpaBWIBHOIO (POpMOIO iX
JIHa KJIAcH(]IKYIOThCS Ha TPU KaTeropii: KyTHiH
3y0, 110 BUCTYNA€ B JHO Ma3yXH, HEMPaBUJIbHE
JTHO (3 BUEMKaMU YM 3UT3araMu) Ta eperopoaxku/
€K30CTO3M Ha JHI nazyxu (puc. 2).

CrarucTuuHuil aHali3 pe3yJabTaTiB  Jocii-
JOKEHHSI TIPOBOJIMJIM 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM t-KpuTe-
pito CThlofIeHTa 3a JIOIIOMOI0K KOMII FOTEPHOTO
3a0e3neueHHs. JJis BCTAHOBJEHHS BIPOTIIHUX

Tom 1 Ne 2 (2024)

BIIMIHHOCTEH y Tonorpado-aHaTOMIYHUX MOKa3-
HUKaX, OTPUMAHUX y IpyTax MOpiBHAHHI, 00UuC-
JIFOBAJIM KpHUTEpiit y3romkenocti [Tipcona 2.
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Puc. 2. KouTypu 1Ha BepXHbOLIEJENHUX Ma3yX
HeNpaBWIbHOI (POPMHU 3riHO 3 KIacudikauicio
L. Niu, J. Wang ta cniBaBtopis (2018) [21]
E1 — kyTHiii 3y0, 1110 BUCTYNIA€ KOPEHSIMH B
aHO na3zyxu, E2 — HepiBHe AHO (3 BUIMKaMu
(3armMOMHAMM) YU 3UTr3aronoaione),

E3 — nmeperoponkn/ex30cTo3u Ha JHi Ma3yxXu

PesyabTatn Ta ix o6roBopenHs. Ilig wac
KpaHiomeTpuuHux jaociikedb Ha KT 92 yepe-
NiB HaMU BHSBJICHO AHATOMIYHY MIHJIMBICTh
ixHpoi OynoBu. Jlenronpo3omniyauid Tum Oy10BH
JIMIIEBOTO CKeJeTa BM3HA4YaBcs y 34 BUIAjKax,
Me3onpo3oniyHuil Tun — y 40 Bumajakax, xame-
npo3oniyHui Tum — y 18 Bumagkax. Ha komm’ro-
TEPHUX TOMOIpamax TPAIUUIUCh Pi3HI KOHTYpH
Ta (hOpMH JHA BEPXHBOLIECNEIHUX Ma3yX 3T1JIHO
3 kiacugikauiero L. Niu Ta cmiBasr., 2018 p.
OnHak Ha yepernax i3 JEeNTOMPO30MIYHUM THUIIOM
JIMIIEBOTO CKeJIeTa HAMM HE BUSBIIEHO KOHTYPIB
KBajJpaTHoi ¢opmu. HaituacTime B HUX Tparis-
JUCh TaKl KOHTYPH JIHA MaKCUIIPHOTO CHHYcCa:
94acTKOBO 3BYkeHI — 29,4%, oBanbHOi hopmu —

Tabmuns 1

AHaToMiYyHa MIHJTUBICTH KOHTYPIB IHA BEPXHBbOLIEJECMHUX Ma3yX
y naimieHTiB i3 pi3HUM THIIOM Oy10BH JIMIEBOr0 Bifainy yepenin

JiarHocToBaHi koHTYpH ((hopMH) THA BePXHbOLIEJCHUX Ma3yX
3a kjaacudikauiero L. Niu Ta cniBast., 2018 p.
Tunu Oyn0BH JIULEBOrO (KibKicTh, % BUNAAKIB)
cKeJieTa Kontyp i KOHTy]i KoHTyp 4acTKoBo KOHTyp" KonTyp )
KBaJIpaTHOi BY3bKHii . OBAJILHOI | HEMPABHJILHOI
¢popmu (xoHiYHMIT) IBYAEHIH ¢popmu ¢opmu
Jlenrronpozomivnnii (34 ) | He BusiBneno 12 10 o 8
(35,3%) (29,4%) (26,4%) (8,8%)
Me3sormpo3omiyHmii 9 3 11 13 4
(40) (22,5%) (7,5%) (27,5%) (32,5%) (10,0%)
Xamenpo30miaHni 7 He Bistsiero 2 4 5
(18) (38,9%) (11,1%) (22,2%) (27,8%)
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26,4%, xoHiuni — 35,3%. Pinko miarHocTyBasiu
KOHTYPH HeNpaBWJIbHOI opMU — y 3 BHUMagKax
(8,8%), nuBuch Tadm. 1.

BonHowac 'y Me30mpo3omiB  BHUSIBIEHO Y
9(22,5%) Bunasnkax KOHTYpH JJHa BEPXHbOIIIEIIET-
HOT Ma3yXxu KBapaTHOi pOpMH, a y XaMeNnpo30I1iB
(mupoxonuimx) —y 38,9%. Ha KT-300paskeHHsIX
YyepeniB HOPMOJIMLIUX Ta HIMPOKOIUIMX 1HHUBI-
JIYyMiB TaKOX 4YacTO TPAIUBUIUCh KOHTYpU IHA
i€l ma3yxu, 10 Maju oBajibHY popmy (Tabm. 1).
Cain 3a3HauuTH, 1O y XamemnposomiB y 27,8%
BUII/IKIB J1arHOCTYBAJIUCh KOHTYPU HENPABUIIb-
HOi (popMu — HEPiBHI 3 BUIMKaMU (3arIMOMHAMMU)
YH 3UTr3aronoioHi, a00 3 HAsSBHICTIO IEPErOPOIOK/
ek30cTo3iB. L{i Tonorpado-aHaToMiuHi YMHHUKU
YCKJIQJHIOIOTh MEXaHIYHE BiAlapyBaHHsS (ene-
Ballit0) MeMOpanu llIHaiinepa Big KOpPTUKAIBHOL
IUTACTUHKY JTHA BEPXHbBOIIEJICTHOI a3yXH, CIpH-
s10Th i1 po3puBy [21; 22; 33]. Koutypu nHa miei
Masyxu, sIKi € By3bKoi (KoHI4HO1) opmu (puc. 3),
TAKOX € Ha 3aBajll €(EeKTUBHOMY IPOBEACHHIO
BIIKPUTOTO CUHYC-TipTHHTY [21; 33].

IopiBHIOuM yacToTH BUIa KB, komu Ha KT uepe-
1B pi3HOT Oy0BU Oy/M BUSIBJICHI THITH KOHTYPIB JIHA
BEPXHBOIIENETTHUX Ma3yX KOHIYHOI UM HEeNpaBUIIb-
HOT (hopM, 5K € pakTopamMy MOTEHILIHHOTO PU3HKY

nepgoparii memOpanu I1IHaiinepa mig yac BiAKpu-
TOTO CHHYC-JII()TUHTY, HAMU BCTaHOBJIEHO, 1110 Haii-
YacTillle BKa3aHi HECTIPUSITIIMBI MicIieBi Tororpado-
AHATOMIYHI YMHHHUKU TPUCYTHI y JIENTONPO30IMIB —
¥*=4,02 (p<0,05) (muBHCH TAOTHITIO 2).

Puc. 3. Komm’1orepHa TomorpamMa JIuneBoro
cKeJieTa (JienTonpo3oniyna oy1osa)
B KOpOHapHIiil npoekuii. CaritajabHmuii 3pi3
HA PiBHi JIYHOK BepPXHIiX Nepuux MoJsipiB.
Bizyauii3zyorbcs 3By keHi (KOHIYHI) KOHTYpH AHA
BEPXHbOLIEJENHUX Ma3yX 3riHo 3 KJIacudikauicio
L. Niu, J. Wang Ta cniBasTopis (2018)

I[em(i KOHTYpHU JHA BerHBOH_IeJ'IeHHOI nasyxwu,
HasIBHICTH AHTpaJIbHUX TIICPCTUHOK Ta TOHKA

TaOmums 2

YacToTn BUSIBJICHHUX THIIIB KOHTYPiB JHA BepXHbLOUIEJIENHUX NMA3yX y MANI€HTIB i3 pi3HOI0 Oy10BOIO
JINIEBOr0 Yepena, siki BIVIMBaIOTh HAa BUHNKHeHHs nepdopanii memopann Lnaiinepa
MiJ 9ac BiAKPUTOro CHHYC-JTi(PTHHTY

Tunu KOHTYPIB JHA BepXHbOLIEJIENHUX Na3yX (3a kiacugikauiero L. Niu Ta cniBasr., 2018 p.),
sIKi BIVIMBAIOTH HA e)eKTUBHICTDH Onepauil BIIKPUTOro CHHYC-JIiTHHTY
Tunu Oynosu BusiBieHi KOHTYpuU 1HA .
BusiBjieHi KOHTYpH 1Ha .o
JIMIIEBOT0 CKeJIeTa, BePXHBOIIEJEMHUX Ma3yX, . Kpurepiii
. . BePXHbOLIEeJENHUX Na3yXx, aKi .
aiarHocroBanux Ha KT SIKi cpusiloThL nepdopauii Y3IOMKEHOCTI
. . ...| He MepelKoIKaAITh eJeBanii . 5
memOpanu Inaiinepa mix yac ii . Iipcona y
MemOpanu llnaiinepa
ejeBaii
Jlenronpo3omiunuit 13 Bunazaxis 21 Bumnanox - 4,02
(34 Bumnaaxu ) 38,3% 61,7% p<0,05
- 1,51+
Me3ompo30migyHuH 7 BUIAIKIB 33 Bumajaku p>0,05
(40 Bumazakis) 17,5% 82,5%
- - . ¥—0,79
Xamenpo30miyHnAi 5 BHUITAIKIB 13 Bunankis p> 0,05
(18 Bumaakis ) 27,8 % 72,2 %
Pazom 25 BuIa/IKiB 67 BUNAIKIB
(92 KT yepermiB) 27,2 % 72,8 %

[TpumiTKa: * —OPIBHIOBAIM PE3yIbTaTH KPaHIOMETPIil 3 TAKUMH Y ME30IPO30IIiB; 3 — IIOPIBHIOBAIM PE3YyJIbTaTH Kpa-

HiOMETpii MK JIETITOTIPO30IIAMH Ta XaMeIpO30IIaMH.
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memOpana IlInaiinepa (<1,5MM) € BaxIMBUMHU
yuHHUKamMu 11 nepdopauii [34-36]. Yacrora
neppopanii memOpanu IllHaiinepa BusBHIACH
3HAYHO BMIIOIO0 B OCI0 3 HENpaBUJIbHUMH, BY3b-
KUMHU YU 3BY)KEHUMM KOHTYPAaMHU JIHA BEPXHbO-
IIEJIENTHUX CHUHYCIB, HIXX OBOIAHOI YW KBaJpaT-
Hoi (p<0,05) [35; 36]. Ocobu monixomopdHOi
CTaTypu MaroTh JIOBI€ 1 By3bKe 0OIMYYs, IO
KOPEJIIOE 3 JIENTONpo3o1miero. [ 1poro Tumy
o0JInyusi XapakTepHi BUCOKI aJbBEOJIAPHI mapo-
CTKU 1 3yOu, MOJOBXKEHI X0aHH, COIIHUK, BUCOKI
Ta BY3bKi BepxHbolueienHi nasyxu [37]. Heob-
X1JIHO, 1100 Xipypru-cTOMaToaoru Oyiau 3HanoMi
3 aHaTOMIYHOIO MIHJIMBICTIO BEPXHbOIIEICTTHUX

Tom 1 Ne 2 (2024)

nasyx, o0 YHMKHYTH KJIIHIYHMX YCKJIaJHEHb
MiJ] Yac BCTAaHOBIEHHS iMIUIaHTaTiB [38].

BucHoBku. KoHTypH /1Ha BEpXHbOIIEICTTHUX
na3yx HenpaBUIbHOT popMu (HEpiBHI 13 3arIHOH-
HAMU Y4 3Ur3arono/ioHi, 3 HABHICTIO EPETOpo-
JIOK/€K30CTO031B) YacTille TPAIUIIOTCA Y Xame-
Mpo30MiB (MUpoKoauIux) — y 27,8% BUIAKIB,
a JHO 1€l ma3yxu By3bKoi (KOHIYHOI) (popmu
YacTille MPUCYTHE Yy JICHTONPO30IiB (BY3bKOJIH-
ux) — x2 = 4,02, p< 0,05, 110 € MPOrHOCTUYHUMH
dakTopamu nepdopauii memOpanu Illnaiinepa
y pa3i BIIKPUTOrO CUHYC-TIQTUHTY i HEOOX1IHO
BpPaxoBYBaTH MiJl Yac IJIaHYBaHHs 1[bOTO Xipyp-
I'YHOTO BTPYYaHHS.
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