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OPUT'MHAJIBHAA CTATBHA

PYHKUNOHAABHAA KOMIMbIOTEPHAAl TOMOTPAPUA AN AUATHOCTUKU
PACLLUATbIBAHUA SHAOMPOTE3A KOAEHHOIO CYCTABA

AblarmH AB.1, PykmH 9.A.1, 3axapos I.I.1, Ceposa H.C.!,
baxsaaosa B.A.1, AMAAOH X.C.12

eAb HccAemoBaHHA. OIpeqeAUTb BO3MOKHOCTH (PYHKIIMOHAABHOM KOMITBIOTEP-

HOI ToOMoTrpaduu A8 AUATHOCTHKHU paclIaThbIBAHHS KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HIOIpPOTE3a

KOAEHHOTO CycTaBa.

Marepuasnsr u mertoabl. O6caeqoBaHO 12 MAIIMEHTOB C MOAO3PEHHEM Ha paciia-
ThIBaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HAOIPOTE3a KOACHHOTO CycTaBa. BBIIOAHAAN AMHAMHYECKYIO KOM-
OpIOTEPHYIO ToMoTpaduio Ha amnmaparte Toshiba Aquilion One 640. Ha MIP-u3obpaskeHUsaX B
TpeX IMAOCKOCTSX CyCTaBa B CTATHUYECKOM IIOAOKEHUHN 00603HAYAAUCEH OO0 5 AWHUM, Kaxkaad U3
KOTOPBIX COEOUHIAA TOYKY B CTPYKTYPE/TOAIlle KOMIIOHEHTA IIpOoTe3a M TOYKY B CTPYKTYpe
KOPTHKaAbHOM IIAAQCTHHKH KOCTH, B KOTOPYIO IIOTPYKE€H MAaHHBIM KOMIIOHEHT. 3aT€M KOMIIb-
IOTEP aHAAH3UPOBAA PEKOHCTPYKIIHIO (PYHKIIMOHAABHOI'O MCCAENOBAHUS U OTOOpazkas JIAWHY
Tex JKe AMHUH Ha KaKIOM JTalle CTHOAaHMA KOAGHHOro cycTaBa. Ecam manHa XoTd OBI OOHOM
U3 AMHUE MeHsAach 6oaee deM Ha 1,1 MM, MBI leAaAH BBIBOZ O pPACIIATHLIBAHWH KOMIIOHEHTA
SHAO0IIPOTE3A.

Pesynasrarel. [lo maHHBIM OUHAMHUYECKOH KOMIIBIOTEPHOH TOMOrpaduu y 2 HarueH-
TOB BBIIBACHO paclIaThIBaHHE THOHMAABHOI'O KOMIIOHEHTA YHOIPOTE3a, Y OMHOrO HallueHTa —
pacmiaTeIiBaHHe OeIpeHHOTO KOMIIOHEHTa JSHAOoNpoTe3a M Yy OHNHOI'O IIalueHTa —
paciiaTeIBaHHE W THUOHAABHOIO, M OEIPEeHHOTO0 KOMIIOHEHTOB SHAOIpoTe3a. Y 8 IarueHTOB
KOMITOHEHTHI 9HIOIpPoTe3a CTabuABHEI. 10 malueHTaM BBIIIOAHEHO PEBU3MOHHOE SHIOIPOTE-
3UpOBaHHeE, HHTpaollepalliOHHAd [JUAarHOCTHKa IIOAHOCTBIO IloaTBepavaa paHHble KT-
HCCAEIOBaHHUA. 4 IalleHTa OIEPHPOBAaHbBI II0 IOBOAY pacCIlaThIBAHMA KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HJIO-
nporesa, 6 ManMEeHTOB — II0 IIOBOAY AHCKOHTPYIHTHOCTH IaTeAar0peMOpPasbHOI'O cycTaBa. 2
IanueHTa IIPOACYEHBI KOHCEPBATUBHO C IIOAOKUTEABHON AUHAMUKOMH.
3akmaouenue. PazpaboraHHbiii criocob anuHamudeckoro KT-mccaenoBaHUs SHOOIIPO-

TE3UPOBAHHOTO KOAEHHOI'O CyCTaBa II03BOAHWA C BBICOKOM 3(P(PEeKTHBHOCTBIO AUATHOCTUPO-
BaTh pacHIaThbIBaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HAOIIPOTE3a, YTO IIOATBEPAUAOCH HHTPAOIIEPAIIOHHBI-
MH HaOAIOAEHUAMH.

KaroueBpie caOBa: TOTAABHOE SHAOMNPOTE3UPOBAHHE KOACHHOI'O CyCTaBa, aCEeITHYECKOe
pacuiaTbIBaHUE, JUHAMHUYECKasl KOMIIbIOTEPHAas ToMoTIpadus.
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FUNCTIONAL COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY FOR DIAGNOSTICS OF THE
KNEE ENDOPROSTHESIS LOOSENING

Lychagin A.V.1, Rukin Y.A.!, Zakharov G.G.!, Serova N.S.,
Bahvalova V.D.!, Dhillon H.S.12

urpose. The purpose of this study was to determine possibilities of functional

computed tomography for diagnostics of the knee endoprosthesis loosening.

Materials and methods. A total of 12 patients with suspected knee endoprosthe-

sis loosening were observed. We performed dynamic computed tomography on the
Toshiba Aquilion One 640. On MIP images in the three planes of the joint in the static po-
sition, we marked up to 5 lines. Every line connected the point in prosthesis component
with the point in the periprosthetic cortical bone. After that, the computer analysed the
functional research reconstruction and showed the length of the same lines at each stage
of knee flexion. If the length of at least one of the lines changes by more than 1.1 mm, we
can confirm loosening of the endoprosthesis component.

Results. According to data of dynamic computed tomography, in 2 patients we
identified loosening of the tibial components, 1 patient — the loosening of the femoral com-
ponent and 1 patient — the loosening of both components. In 8 patients knee implants were
stable. In 10 patients we performed total revision knee arthroplasty. Computed tomogra-
phy data were fully confirmed by intraoperative examinations. 4 patients were operated
because of components loosening, 6 patients were operated because of patellofemoral in-
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congruence. 2 patients were treated conservatively with good results.
Conclusion. The dynamic computed tomography of the knee after total arthroplas-
ty showed high efficiency in diagnostics of the knee endoprosthesis loosening.

Keywords: total knee arthroplasty, aseptic loosening, dynamic computed tomogra-

phy.
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OTaABbHOE 3HAOIIPOTE3UPOBAHHE KOACHHO-
ro cycTaBa MO-IIPEKHEMY OCTA€TCHd €IHH-
CTBEHHBIM 3(P(PEKTUBHBIM METOIOM Ae-
YEHHd TAXKEABIX AereHepaTHBHBIX IIOopa-
KEHUU KOAeHHoro cycraBa c¢ 10-15-

A€THEY BBIKHBAEMOCTBIO, IpeBbImIaoliei 90% [1 -

5]. Tem He meHee, ot 11% mo 25% malMeHTOB, IIe-

PEHECHINX IEPBUYHOE SHAOIPOTE3UPOBAHHE KO-

AEHHOTO CyCTaBa, He YIOBAETBOPEHBI PE3YABTATOM

[6]. IIpuunHBI TaKOH HEYLOBAETBOPEHHOCTH OYEHD

pasHooOpa3HBI: TAyOOKasg MHEPHIIPOTe3Has HH(MEK-

LU, aCEelTHYECKOe pacllaTbIBaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB,

JOUCKOHT'PYSHTHOCTh ITaTEAAO(DEMOPAABHOIO CyCcTa-

Ba, IIEPUIIPOTE3HbIE II€PeAOMBbI U T.A. [lo maHHBIM

peructpa PHHUUTO um. P.P. Bpenena pacmarteiBa-

HHE KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HJIOIIPOTe3a IBAdAETCH caMoH

4acTOW IMPHUYMHOM AaCENITHYECKHUX PEBU3HOHHBIX

BMeIIaTeAbCTB M coctaBuao 15% B 2011 ronmy,

19,9% B 2012 rogy u 16,1% B 2013 roay (o ot-

HOLIEHUIO K OOIleMy KOAHYECTBY AaCENTHYECKUX

PEBU3HOHHBIX BMemaTeabcTB) [7]. [lo maHHBIM pe-
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TUCTpa AHTAMM U Y2AbCa aCENITHYECKOE paclIaThl-
BaHHE U AHU3HUC ABHAHCH HpPI‘-IHHOﬁ PEBHU3HUOHHOTO
9HIOIIPOTE3NPOBAHUA KOAEHHOTO cyctaBa B 40%
caydaes [8].

B muarHOCTHKE acenTHYeCKOr'o pacllaThlBa-
HUS KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HOIIPOTE3a KOAEHHOI'O CycTa-
Ba KAIOYEBYIO POAb HUIPAIOT Ay4e€BbIE METOAbI AHa-
THOCTHUKH. TaK, PEHTI€HOAOTHYECKHUMHU IIPpU3HaAKa-
MH paculaThbIBaHHUS KOMIIOHEHTOB 3SHIOIIPOTE3a
KOAGHHOTO CyCTaBa SIBASIOTCS HIMPOKMe (6oaee 2
MM) HAU IIPOI'PECCUPYIOLINE AMHHUH IIPOCBETACHUS
Ha T'paHUIIE «IIEMEHT — KOCTb» HMAHU «IIEMEHT — MeE-
Tasan», MUTPpaAIlUd HAWU IIPOCEAAaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB
9HOOIIPOTE3a U IIOAOMKA IIEMEHTHOM MaHTHUHu [9].
[las 6oaee TOYHOH OIIEHKH KOHTAKTHBIE ITOBEPXHO-
CTH HMIIAQHTA, IIeMeHTa ¥ KOCTH pa3buBaroTcs Ha
YCAOBHBIE 30HEI (puc. 1, 2) [10, 11].

OxHako y CTaHAAPTHBIX PEHTIEHOAOTHYE-
CKHX METOAOB AHATHOCTHKH €CTHh OI'PaHHUYCHUI. C
IIOMOIIIBIO PEHTTEHOIPAMM HEAB3Ad OLIEHUTH KOH-
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Puc. 1 (Fig. 1)

Puc. 2 (Fig. 2)

Puc. 1. Cxema. 30Hbl KOHTAKTAO MMMNAGHTA, Le-
MEHTA M KOCTU B 6OKOBOM NpOEKLLUM.

BenpeHHbIE KOMIIOHEHT: 30HbI 1 m 2 — mepemHuit daa-
Hell; 30HbI 3 U 4 — 3aQHHE OTHEAbI; 5, 6, 7 — IleHTpasbHAd
30HA MAM HOXKKa (IpH ee HaaW4duy). THOHMaAABHBIH KOMIIO-
HEHT: 30Ha 1 — mepeaHui oTAeA; 30Ha 2 — 3aQHUN OTHEA,
30Ha 3 — HOxkKa [10].

Fig. 1. Scheme. Contact zones between implant,
cement and bone. Lateral view.

Femoral component: zones 1 and 2 - anterior flange,
zones 3 and 4 - posterior area, zones 5, 6 and 7 — central
portion or stem. Tibial component: 1 — anterior plateau,
2 — posterior plateau, 3 — stem [10].

Puc. 2. Cxema. 30Hbl KOHTAOKTA TUOMAABHOIO KOM-
NOHEHTd, LLeMEHTA U KOCTHU B MPSAMOI NPOEKLLUU.

1, 2 30HBI — MeAHAABHOE IIAATO; 3, 4 30HBI — AATE€PAABHOE

mAaTo; S5, 6, 7 30HBI — HOXKa [10].

Fig. 2. Contact zones between tibial component,
cement and bone. Anterioposterior view.

Zones 1 and 2 — medial plateau, zones 3 and 4 - lateral
plateau, zones 5, 6 and 7 — stem [10].

TaKT OeIpPeHHOI0 KOMIIOHEHTa M KOCTH B IIPSIMO#
npoeKIuu. Kpome Toro, B TedeHHEe 2 AET IIOCAE DH-
[OIIPOTE3UPOBAHHUSA ITPOUCXOOUT IlepecTpoiika KO-
CTHU B 00AaCTH KOHTaKTa C IIEMEHTOM HAM UMIIAAH-
TOM, YTO IIPHUBOIUT K IIOIBACHHUIO AMHHUH IIPOCBET-
A€HUS, OOMHAKO KOMIIOHEHTHI 9HI0IIPOTe3a OCTaI0T-
cg cTabuABHBIMHE [12].

KommptorepHass  ToMorpadus  II03BOALET
YTOYHHUTH AOKAAM3AIUI0O H IIPOTSIKEHHOCTb 30H
OCTeoAM3HUCca B 00AaCTH 3HIOIIPOTE3a KOAEHHOTO
cycTaBa, OOHAKO, KaK H B CAydYae C PEHTTEHO-
rpaMMaMM, Haan4dHue 30H IIPOCBETAEHUS He BcCerna
O3Ha4aeT pacllaThIBaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB OJHIOIIPO-
T€e3a, YTO MOKET IPHUBOAUTH K HEIIPaBUALHOH nua-
rHocTuKe [13].

PazpaboTka HOBBIX, 9(PEKTUBHBIX METOIOB
AY4EBOM QUATHOCTHKH paclIaTbIBAHUsS KOMIIOHEH-
TOB 9HAOIIPOTE3a KOAEHHOI'O CycTaBa MOXKET IIO-
MOYb B PEIIeHUN AaHHOH IIPOOAEMEI.

Marepuaibl 1 METOOBI.

[TonTBepouTh paclIaTbIBaHHE KOMIIOHEHTOB
SHOIIPOTE3a C BBICOKOH TOYHOCTBHIO MOIKHO, OTMe-
TUB MHUTPAIHI0O €ro KOMIIOHEHTOB B IIpoliecce
OBUXKEHUH B KOAEHHOM cycTaBe. MBI BBITIOAHSIAU
OUHAMHAYECKYI0 KOMITBLIOTEPHYIO TOMOrpadHio KO-
A€HHOro cycrtaBa Ha ammapate Toshiba Aquilion
One 640. ITanueHT yKAaAbIBAACSI C BAAUKOM IO
KOAEHHBIM CyCTaBOM TaK, 4YTOObI crubaHHe B Cy-
craBe coctaBagao 90 rpanaycoB. [lanmeHT coBep-
IIaA IIAaBHOeE pas3rubaHue B KOAGHHOM CyCTaBe 10
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MaKCHMaAbHO BO3MOXKHOTO YyPOBHS B TedYeHUE
BpPEMEHHOro HHTepBasa oT 8 no 10 ceKyHn CKaHU-
poBaHnusa. PexxuMm TomorpadupoBaHus OOBEMHBIN.
[Tocae mpom3BOAMAACE PEKOHCTPYKIHUA B pPEKHME
IoJaBAEHHY apTe(aKTOB OT MEeTaAAOKOHCTPYKIIUH
SEMAR, pexume 3D u B HoBeluieM pexume 4D-
opronenuk (4D-Orthopedic). Ilocae olleHKU 2ae-
MEHTOB ITpoTe3a o u3obpaskeHusMm MIP (ToammHa
cpe3a 0,5 MM) u 3D-pEeKOHCTPYKIIUM HPOU3BOIU-
AACh PEKOHCTPYKIIMSA H aHaau3 B pexume 4D-
opronenuk. Ha MIP-u3zobpaxkeHUsIX B TpPeX IIAOC-
KOCTEX CycTaBa B CTATHYECKOM IIOAOKEHHU 000-
3HAYaAUCh OO0 S5 AWHHM, Kaxaas U3 KOTOPBIX CO-
€IVHSAA TOYKYy B CTPYKType/TOAIlle KOMIIOHEHTa
Ipore3a M TOYKY B CTPYKType KOPTHUKAaAbHOU IIAa-
CTHHKH KOCTH, B KOTOPYIO IIOI'PyK€H MIaHHBIH
KoMmIoHeHT. KommnbioTep oToOpazkaa OAMHY KaK-
IO AMHUU B MM (puc. 3, 4).

3areM KOMIILIOTED aHaAW3HPOBAA PEKOH-
CTPYKLHIO (PYHKIIMOHAABHOTO HCCAENOBAHUA U
oTo0pazkaa JAMHY TeX 3Ke AMHHP Ha KasKIOM 3Talle
crubaHUs KOAEHHOro cycraBa. [IAWHY AHMHUE Ha
KaXKOM JTalle IIpollecca CruOaHHUg KOMIIBIOTED
npeobpa3oBbIBaA B CBOIHBIN TpadUK, Iae KpHU-
Bble/AMO0 HM30AMHHHU Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX IIBETOB CO-
OTBETCTBOBAAM H3MEHEHUSM [OAWHBI KasKIOU U3
AVHUH. Y4YuTbIBasg HaAW4YHe [OUHAMHUYECKHX U
OCTATOYHBIX apTeaKTOB OT METaAAOKOHCTPYK-
OUH, HaMH IIPHHSTO CYHUTATh OOIIyCTUMOH ITO-
TPELIHOCTh U3MEPEHUN PaBHOM HAU MeHee 1 MM.
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Puc. 3 (Fig. 3)

Puc. 3. KT KOA€HHOro cycTasa.

PaccraBaeHue Touek IIpU JUAarHOCTUKE HECTaOMABHOCTH THOHMAABHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA.

Fig. 3. MSCIT, knee joint.

The placement of points in the diagnosis of instability of the tibial component.

CoOOTBETCTBEHHO, €CAM MBI HaOAIOMAAM, YUTO
OAVHA AWHHH, NOPOBEAEHHBIX Yepe3 CTPYKTYPHI,
KOTOPBIE TOAYKHBI OBITH HEIIOABHUXKHBI OTHOCHTEAB-
HO OpPYyT apyra (KOCTb W HpPOTe3), U3MEHSEeTCs B
npoiiecce ABUXKeHUs Ha 1,1 MM u Goaee, TO MBI
OEeAaAW BBIBOJ, UTO IIPHUCYTCTBYIOT IIPU3HAKU He-
crabuabHOCTH. ECAM e AWM AMHHH OCTaBaANChH
HEU3MEHHBIMH AHOO [JAMHA HX MEHIAACh MeEHeEe
yeM Ha 1 MM, TO JaHHBIX 3a HECTAOHMABLHOCTL HET
(puc. 5, 6).

C auBapsa 2017 roga ¢ TIOMOIIBIO YKa3aHHOHU
METOAUKH HaMU ObIAU 00CAE€MOBAHBI 12 IMalleHTOB
C TIOAO3pPEHUEM Ha pacllaThIBAHUE KOMIIOHEHTOB
9HIOIIPOTE3a KOAEHHOTO cycTaBa. CpemHuii BO3-
pacT maiMeHToB cocTtaBua 62,09 + 3,21 aer (55 -
69 aet). Cpemu manumeHTOB 0OblA0 11 >KEHIIWH
(91,67%) u 1 myxxuunHa (8,33%). CpemHuii cpok
IOCA€ TIEPBUYHOTO 3HOIIPOTE3UPOBAHUS KOAEHHO-
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ro cycraBa coctaBUA 18,6 mecaneB (5 — 61 mecsrr).
Bcex OoABHBIX OecrioKOMAW 0O0A€BOH CHUHAPOM U
OrpaHHYEHHE OBHUXKEHHH B 00AaCTH OIIepUPOBAaH-
HOTO cycTasBa.

[TarimeHTHI C OOKA3aHHOM TAyOOKOH mepu-
npore3Hol MHQEeKINe KOAEHHOIO CycTaBa B [IaH-
HYIO I'PYIIILy He BKAIOYAAUCE.

Ha penTresHorpamMmMmax B ABYX IIPOEKIHUAX He
OTMEYaAOCh [OCTOBEPHBIX IIPHU3HAKOB HECTaOHAb-
HOCTH KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HOIIPOTe3a KOAEHHOTO Cy-
craBa (mmpokue (6osee 2 MM) HAH IIPOTPECCHUPY-
IOIIFie AMHUM ITPOCBETACHHS Ha TPaHUIIE «IIeMEeHT-
KOCTB», MUTPAIIUS HAU TPOCeJaHHEe KOMIIOHEHTOB
9HOIIPOTE3a, [I0AOMKA IIEMEHTHOM MaHTHH), YTO U
IIPUBEAO K HEOOXOOWMOCTH H0OOCAEIOBAHUS OTHUX
[aIlHEeHTOB C IIOMOIIbIO0 AUHAMHUYECKOH KOMIIbIO-
TEepPHOU TOMOTpaun.

PesyabTaTh!l ObIAM IIPOAHAAN3HUPOBAHEBI C UC-
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Aquilion ONE

Puc. 4. KT KkoAeHHOro cycTasa.
PaccraBaeHue Touek IIPU JUATHOCTUKE HECTAOMALHOCTH 6e,leeHHOI‘O KOMIIOHEHTA.
Fig. 4. MSCT, knee joint.

The placement of points in the diagnosis of instability of the femoral component.

IOAB30BAHUEM MIPOTPaMMHOro obecriedeHuss Mi-
crosoft Excel for Mac. KoaundyecTBeHHBIE OaHHBIE
OBIAM OITMCaHBI C HCIIOAB30BAHUEM CPEMHUX BEAU-
YUH B TpyHnax M CTAaHOapPTHOTO OTKAOHEHHS, a
TaK’Ke C IIOMOIIBIO ITPOIIEHTHOTO OTHOIIIEHHUSI.

PesynabraTs.

[IpusHakaMu paclaThbIBAHUA KOMIIOHEHTA
9HIOITPOTE3a KOAEHHOI0 CyCcTaBa CYHTAAM H3MeEHe-
HUE [IAWHBI XOTs OblI OMHOM U3 AWHUU IIPH ABUIKE-
HUSIX B KOAGHHOM cycTaBe 0Ooaee yeM Ha 1,1 mMM.
Hecarn nartnerntaMm (83,3%) B cpokH 00 3 MECSIIEB
TIOCA€ UCCAENOBAHUS OBIAO BBIIIOAHEHO PEBU3HUOH-
HOE€ HSHIOIPOTE3UPOBAHME KOAEHHOI'O CycTaBa C
3aM€HOH KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HAONpoTe3a. Pe3yapTaTbl
pacIpeneAuANCH CAEOYIOIIUM 06pa3oM (Taba. No2).

Takum oOpas3oM, [JaHHBIE OTHOCHUTEABHO
pacmaTbIBaHUS KOMIIOHEHTOB JHOONPOTE3a KO-
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AEHHOT'O CyCcTaBa, IIOAYYEHHBbIE C IIOMOIIBIO AUHA-
MHYECKOM KOMIIBIOTEepHOH TomMmorpadguu, B 100%
CcAy4daeB IOATBEPAHANCE MHTPAOIEPAIIMOHHO, pac-
XOXKIEHUN He ObIAO.

B 6 caydaax (50%) peBU3HOHHOE 3HOOIIPOTE-
3UpPOBaHUE KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa BBIIIOAHEHO IIO I10-
BOAy HapyIIEeHUH NIaTeAars0(PeMOPaAbHOTO CycTaBa
BCAEZICTBHE MaAbPOTAIlUH THUOHAABHOTO U (HAH)
OeIpeHHOr0 KOMIIOHEHTOB HOIPOTE3a, IIPU 3TOM
KOMIIOHEHTHI OBIAU CTaOUABLHBIL.

B 2 caygaax (16,7%) mMeXaHW4YE€CKHUX WU HH-
(PEKIIMOHHBIX OCAOXKHEHHM BBIIBACHO He OBIAO,
OpOBeNeH KypC KOHCEPBATHBHOIO peabuAHTAIIU-
OHHOT'O A€YEHUS C [TOAOKUTEABHBIM HCXO/IOM.

OGcy:xaeHue.

ToABKO TOYHAA AUATHOCTHKA HPUYHUH HEymaa-
YU IIEPBUYHOTO SHIOIIPOTE3UPOBAHUSA KOAEHHOTO
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Puc. 5.

Fpadouk 4D-peKOHCTPYKLMU B OTHOLLEHUN GEAPEHHOIO KOMMNOHEHTA.

4 H30AVMHUM (IPaAKTHYECKH), B YHCAOBBIX 3HAYEHUS AEAbTA H3MEPEHHH y BCceX AWHUI He mpeBbimiaer 0,5 MM — HeT

IIPHU3HAKOB HeCTaOHUABLHOCTH GeupeHHoro KOMIIOHEHTA.

Fig. 5.

Graph of 4D-reconstiruction for the femoral component.

It’s showing 4 isolines (practically), in numerical values of delta measurements for all lines does not exceed 0.5 mm

- there are no signs of instability of the femoral component.

cycTaBa MOXKET OOECHIEeYHThH YCIeX PEBU3HOHHOTO
9HIOIIPOTE3NPOBAHUA. B caydaax, Korga mamueH-
Ta OECIIOKOSAT paHHHE OOAM IIOCA€ OIepalldi, B
IIEPBYIO OYepenb HeOOXOOAHMMO HCKAIOYATb TAybo-
Kyio nepunporesnyio nHpeknuio [14]. Tak, B CIIA
rAyboKasl IIEPUIPOTE3Hass UHQEKIIHUSI SIBASIETCS
IIEPBOM II0 4YaCTOTE INPHUYHMHOM PEBU3HOHHOI'O JH-
JOIIPOTE3NPOBAHNA KOAEHHOTO CycTaBa C oOIieH
gacToTo#t oT 1% mo 3% [15 - 17].

B mporiecce pyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUA SHIOIIPO-
TEe3a, 10 Mepe HM3HOCA ITOAUITHAEHOBOI'O BKAAIbI-
m1a, MEAbYaMIIIHe YacTHUIbl ITOAUATHAEHA IIPOHHU-
KaloT B KOCTHYIO TKaHb Ha TPaHUIlE C DHIOIIPOTE-
30M, YTO BBI3BIBAET ACEIITHYECKOE BOCIIAACHHE U
OCTEOAU3 C paclIaThbIBAHHEM KOMIIOHEHTOB 3HJIO-
npores3a. JacroTa TaKOr'o acelnTHYeCKOI'o paclia-
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TBIBAHHUS CpeOU BCEX IIPUYUH PEBU3UOHHOTO SH-
[OIIPOTE3NPOBAHUA MOXKeET mocturatb 39,9% [18].
K apyruM MexaHWYeCKUM OPUYHHAM HeyZadu TO-
TAABHOTO 3HAOIIPOTE3UPOBAHUS KOAEHHOI'O CycTa-
Ba OTHOCST: HECTAOUABHOCTDL MaTEAAO(PEMOPAABHO-
ro CcycraBa, HeCTaOHMABHOCTH CBS30YHOIO ammapa-
Ta, MAABIIO3UIIMI0O KOMIIOHEHTOB OSHIOIIPOTE3a B
AIOOOM M3 IIAOCKOCTEH, IIEPUIIPOTE3HBIE IIEPEAOMBI.
Kpome Toro, kK mpobaeMamM MOTYyT IIPUBOAUTH
HEBPOMBI 00AACTH KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa, dYacToTa
Pa3BUTHUS KOTOPBIX IIOCAE TIEPBUYHOTO 3HAOIPOTE-
3UPOBaAHUS MOKET COCTaBAdTBH Ho0 9,7% [19]. Ilo-
pazkeHHe Ta300eAPEeHHOr0 CycTaBa CO CTOPOHBI
OIlepalluy HMAU IIOSCHUYHOTO OTAEAd ITO03BOHOYHU-
Ka TaKXe MOXKET BBI3bIBATh OOAEBOM CHHAPOM B
06AaCTH ITPOTE3NPOBAHHOTO KOAGHHOTO CyCcTaBa U
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Fpadmk 4D-pEeKOHCTPYKLUM B OTHOLLEHUM 6B APEHHOrO KOMMOHEHTA.

Ha 0,6 CEKYHE OTMEYAETCA MUTPAITUA 6€ﬂp€HHOI‘O KOMIIOHEHTA I10 3€A€HON M30AUHUU B IIpenesax 2 MM, 9YTO CBHE-

TEABCTBYET O €T0 HeCTaOHUABHOCTH.

Fig. 6.

Graph of 4D-reconstruction for the femoral component.

At 0.6 second, migration of the femoral component along the green contour within 2 mm is observed, indicating its

instability.

HEYIOBACTBOPEHHOCTD ITAIlMEHTA.

AyieBble MeTOABI AUATHOCTUKH HUTPaoT
BasKHEHIIIYI0 POAb B BBISBACHUU MIPOOAEM ITOCAE
SHOOIPOTE3UPOBAHUS KOAEHHOI'O CcycTaBa. 4dacTo
Ha OOBIYHBIX PEHTIEHOTPaMMax B ABYX ITPOEKIIHIX
MBI MOZKEM BBIIBHUTH pacllaThIBaHHWE KOMIIOHEH-
TOB 3HAOIPOTE3a, OCTAETCHd TOABKO OIIPENEAUTH
UHQEKITMOHHYIO HAW aCEITHYECKYI0 IIPUPOAY ITO-
ro pacuiaTbIBaHUS A IToabopa MpaBUABHOM Tak-
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THUKHWU ACYCHUI. OILHaKO AMHHUH ITPOCBETACHULA HaA
TPaHUIIE «IIEMEHT-KOCTHB» HUAHU «HMIIAQHT-KOCTB» HE
BCErila CBUOETEABCTBYIOT O pacCIIaTbIBAHUU HM-
IIAaHTa, a 110 HEKOTOPBIM AaHHBIM, OHHU MOILYT Oa-
JKe perpeccupoBaTh co BpeMeHeM [20].
KommnbioTepHass Tomorpacgus ¢ KadeCTBEH-
HOM 00paboTKOM wu300pakeHusT W I10[JaBACHHEM
apTeakKTOB OT MeTaAAd MOIKET yTOYHHUTH PAaCIIO-
AOXKEHHUE U MPOTIKEHHOCTb 30H OCTEOAH3HCA.
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Tabauma Nel. CpaBHeHHe AaHHBIX AHHamMu4eckKol KT M HHTpaoIlepamHOHHBIX HabAlo-
OeHHH.
PacmateiBanne  THOUM- | PacmarsiBanne Oenpennoro | PacmareiBaHue THOHMANBHOTO M
aJIBHOT0 KOMITOHEHTa KOMITOHEHTa 0eIpeHHOr0 KOMIIOHEHTOB
JlaHHBIE TUHAMUYECKOTO 2 1 1
KT
HHTpaonepaioHHO 2 1 1

Kpome Toro, c¢ momomnipro KT B0O3MOKHO
YCTAHOBUTL U [APYyTHe IIPUYUHBI Heymadu olepa-
MU TaKue, KaK pPoTallMOHHAs MAaABIIO3UIIHUS KOM-
TIOHEHTOB 3HAOMNPOTE3a, YEro He BUIHO Ha OOBIY-
HBIX PEHTTeHOTPaMMax.

IToxkaay#, OOHHUM H3 CaMbIX [JOCTOBEPHBIX
IIPU3HAKOB paclIaThbIBaHUS KOMIIOHEHTOB OHIO-
IpoTe3a KOAEHHOI'O CyCTaBa dABASETCA MHUTpalud
€ro KOMIIOHEHTOB OTHOCHUTEABHO KOCTHOT'O AOXKAa B
mpoilecce ABuUxKeHui. PazpaboraHHas HAMU METO-
nuka nuHaMmudeckoro KT mccaemoBaHUS 3HIOIPO-
TE3UPOBAHHOI'O KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa II03BOAIET Be-
PUPHUIITPOBATEL TAKYI0 MUTPAIIHIO C TOYHOCTBIO 110
1 mMm. Pasymeercda, maHHBIM MeTOH HE SBAFIETCH
YVHUBEPCAABHBIM A [AUATHOCTHUKU OCAOXKHEHUH
SHIOONPOTE3UPOBAHUS KOACHHOI'O CyCcTaBa, OJHAKO
B KOMIIA€KCHOM OOCA€IOBaHUM IAIUEHTOB OH MO-
JKeT IIOMOYb U IPEAOTBPATUTH BBIIIOAHEHUE PEBHU-
3HMOHHBIX BMEIIIATEABCTB Ha KOACHHOM cycTaBe 0e3
IIPaBUABHO OIIPEAEAECHHBIX [TOKA3aHUM.

[IpoBemenHas HaMu paboTa UMEET P
orpanndeHuii. [loka 006CA€TOBAHO TOABKO MAaAO€e
KOAMYECTBO MNaIMeHTOB. HeobXoauMO CTaHOapTHU-
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3UPOBATh AOKAAU3AIIUI0 KOHTPOABHBIX TOYEK Ha
KOMITOHEHTAX JHMOIIPOTe3a U KOPTHUKAABHBIX
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