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CPABHEHUE NPMMEHEHWS! NHAEKCHON OLIEHKM
AHOMANWIA NPUKYCA: AHAJIN3 U OLIEHKA
PAHEE NPOBEJEHHbIX UCCNEQOBAHMNI
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COMPARISON OF THE USE OF INDEX
ASSESSMENT OF MALOCCLUSION:
ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION

OF PREVIOUS STUDIES

N. Chernomorchenko

Summary. In nowadays orthodontics, the issue of determining
objective criteria for the specific treatment of a particular patient
is acute. An important role in solving this problem is played by the
indices of need for orthodontic treatment. In this review of the
scientific literature, a number of the most relevant to date indices are
reviewed, both methods of their implementation and interpretation
of results are presented, as well as comparisons of their complexity,
simplicity and reliability of application in everyday practice. Both
domestic and foreign clinical studies were selected for consideration
in this article.
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apuabenibHOCTb aHOManuiAi MPUIKYca BbLICOKA, daxe

B npenenax OgHOW HO3050rmyeckon ¢Gopmbl, AOCTa-

TOYHO YacTo HabnAATCA NorpaHYHble cyyau. Mpu
3TOM, OLLEHKY HY>KJaeMOCTU B NleUYEHNM 1 KOHEYHbIN pe3ynbTaT
BpayuebHbIX AENCTBUNA, BPay-KNMHUCUCT 3a4acTyio NpoBOAUT
cybbekTBHO. CnenoBaTenbHO, MPakTUKYoLeMy JOKTOPY He-
06x0MMbl OObEKTVBHbBIE KPUTEPUU OLEHKM KaK 3NNAEMMNONO-
rMYeCKor HY>KAAEMOCTU B LIENIOM, TaK 1 KaX4Oro OTAeNbHOro
CJlyyas aHoManmin npukyca. C 3Tol uenbto 6biv pa3paboTaHbl
N anpobupoBaHbl Pas/iNiHble BapWaHTbl OPTOAOHTUYECKMX
nHAaekcoB — nHaeKkcbl Cammepca, nHaeke PAR, IOTN, acteTuye-
cku nHaekc, nHaekc ICON u mHorue pgpyrue (1,2, 3,4, 5,6, 71.

Llenbto gaHHoW paboTbl ABASETCA aHaNU3 NpYMeHeHUs
WHAEKCHON OLUEHKU aHOManuin npukyca. [na storo 6biau
paccMoTpeHbl MOHOTPadUK POCCUICKUX 1 3apybeXKHbIX aB-
TOPOB, B KOTOPbIX UCC/IEA0BATENAMMN PACKPbITHI PE3YSbTaThl
NPOBEAEHHbIX KIIMHUYECKNX NCCNeA0BaHWA.

MNpwv HanNMcaHWK CTaTby NOCTaBNEHbI CliefyloLMe 3a4aun:
N3yumTb MeToaunKn npumeHeHusa nHaekcos IOTN, DAI
1 ICON Kak Hambonee akTyasNibHbIX 11 YaCTO NpuUme-
HAEMbIX B KITMHNYECKOW NPaKTHKe.
CPaBHUTb METOAbl U pe3ynbTaTbl NPOBEAEHHbIX UC-
cnefoBaHUN.

200

YepHomopyeHko Hukuma Cepzeesuy

AcnupaHm, CaHkm-lTemepbypackuli 2ocydapcmeeHHsbil
yHUgepcumem

nik85041@gmail.com

AHHomayus. B coBPEMEHHOI KIMHUYECKOIi NpaKTUKe Bpaua-CTOMAToNOra-o0p-
TOAOHTA OCTPO CTOMT Npo6nema ONpeeneHA 0GbEKTUBHbIX KpUTEPUER ANA
CNELMANbHOTO NEYEHIA TOrO UM MHOTO MauyeHTa. BaxHylo ponb B peLueHun
[HHOTO BONPOCA UrPaIoT MHAEKCHI HY>KAAEMOCTIA B OPTOAOHTUUECKOM JIEUEHNM.
B naHHOM 0630pe HayuHoiA IUTEpaTypbl PACCMOTPEH PAZ HaubONEe aKTyanbHbIX
Ha CErOAHALIHWI JeHb UHAEKCOB, NPUBELEHDI KaK METOLMKM UX MPOBEAEHMA
W MHTepRpeTaLyil pe3ynbTaTos, TaK U CPABHEHUA UX KOMMNEKCHOCTH, NPOCTOTbI
W HAZIEXXHOCTU NPUMEHEHNs B MOBCEAHEBHON NpaKTUKe. [LNA paccMOTpeHms
B laHHOii CTaTbe 6biNM 0TOOPaHDI Kak OTEUECTBEHHbIE, TaK U 3apy6exHble Knu-
HIYeCKie NCCIe0BAHNA.

Kntoyesbie c108a: 06beKTUBHAA OLiHKA, KPUTEPUU NEUEHIS, aHOMANUN MIPUKY-
(a, OPTOLOHTHA.

OLIEHUTb BO3MOXKHOCTU KJIMHUYECKOrO NPUMEHEHNA
JlaHHbIX NHAEKCOB

caenatb BbIBOAbI MO aHaNU3y OCYLEeCTBIEHHbIX UC-
cnenoBaHumn

AHOManuu nNpukKyca, Hapagdy C Kapnecom TBepAblX TKa-
Heln 3yba, ABNAOTCA MOBCEMECTHO OfHUMU U3 CaMbIX pac-
NPOCTPaHEHHbIX 3aboneBaHU MOJIOCTM pPTa. 3ayacTyto
3y60OUENioCTHbIE aHOMAJIMM HOCAT COYETaHHbIN XapaKkTep,
MMeeTCs Macca MOrpaHuYHbIX GOpM, Takke He cnefyeT
3abbiBaTb 06 MX couyeTaHWM C 3abonieBaHMAMU MapagoH-
Ta 1 TBepblX TKaHel 3y6oB. Hepeko aHOManuu npukyca
COBMeELLATCA C o0LecomaTyeckon naTofiornen Unm xe
YXYALLAIOT 3CTETUYECKUI 06nUK naumneHTa. MNoatomy, Heco-
MHEHHO, aHOManuu NpUKyca ABAAIOTCA He TONbKO Meau-
LIMHCKOW, HO 1 couManbHO-3HauYMMom Npobnemorn.

Mo 3Toi NpuyYKHe Bpayam — CTOMaTosIoraMm Heobxoaum
3NUAEMMNONOTMYECKNIA MHCTPYMEHT AJ151 OLEHKM COCTOAHNA
U HYXXJAeMOCTV B leYEHUN KaK OTAESbHbIX MALMEHTOB, TakK
1 yenbix rpynmn. NMofo6HbIM UHCTPYMEHTOM, HECOMHEHHO,
ABMAIOTCA OPTOAOHTMYECKUE NHAEKCHI HYXKAaeMoCTu B Jie-
yeHun. Richmond [7, 8, 9] onncbiBan NHOEKCHI KaK MeToaun-
K1 onpepeneHns BeNUYMHbI OTKNOHEHUA Npukyca ot du-
3MONIOMNYECKON HOPMbl M HEOOXOAMMOCTU NeyeHna Kak

Cepus: EcmecmeeHHble u mexHu4yeckue Hayku N3 mapm 2019 2.



KJINMHUYECKAA MEANLIMHA

Grade Characteristics

5 (Very great) 5.1

Impeded eruption of teeth (with the exception of third molars) owing to crowding, displacement, the presence

of supernumerary teeth, retained primary teeth and any pathological cause
5.h Extensive hypodontia with restorative implications (more than one tooth missing in any quadrant) requiring

prerestorative orthodontics
5.2 Increased overjet =9 mm

5.m Reverse overjet >3.5mm with reported masticatory and speech difficulties

5.p Defects of cleft lip and palate
5.8 Submerged primary teeth

4 (Great) 4.h Less extensive hypodontia, requiring prerestorative orthodontics or orthodontic space closure to obviate the

need for a prosthesis
4.a Increased overjet =6 mm but =9 mm

4.b Reverse overjet >3.5mm with no masticatory or speech difficulties
4.m Reverse overjet =1 mm but <3.5 mm, with recorded masticatory and speech difficulties
4.c Anterior or posterior crossbites with =2mm discrepancy between retruded contact position and intercuspal

position

4.1 Posterior lingual crossbite with no functional occlusal contact in one or both buccal segments

4.d Severe displacements of teeth =4 mm

4 e Extreme lateral or anterior open bites =4 mm

4f Increased and complete overbite with gingival or palatal trauma
4.t Partially erupted teeth, tipped and impacted against adjacent teeth

4.x Supplemental teeth

3 (Moderate) 3.a Increased overjet =3.5 mm but =6 mm with incompetent lips

3.b Reverse overjet =1 mm but =3.5 mm

3.c Anterior or posterior crossbites with =1 mm but =2 mm discrepancy between retruded contact position and

intercuspal position

3.d Displacement of teeth =2 mm but =4 mm

3.e Lateral or anterior open bite >2mm but =4 mm
3.f Increased and complete overbite without gingival or palatal trauma

2 (Little) 2.a Increased overjet 3.5 mm but =6 mm with competent lips

2.b Reverse overjet =0 mm but =1 mm

2.c Anterior or posterior crossbite with =1 mm discrepancy between retruded contact position and intercuspal

position

2.d Displacement of teeth =1 mm but =2 mm

2.e Anterior or posterior open bite =1 mm but =2 mm
2.f Increased overbite =3.5 mm without gingival contact
2.9 Prenormal or postnormal occlusions with no other anomalies; includes up to half a unit discrepancy

1 (None)

Extremely minor malocclusions including displacements <1 mm

Puc. 1. likana cteneHen komnoHeHTa DHC nupekca IOTN

KOHKPETHOro nayneHTa, Tak 1 nonynAaumm B LETOM. B cBsa-
31N C 3TUM HeJlb3A HeagooueHnBaTb POJib MHAEKCUPOBAHUA
B I'IpO(I)I/IJ'IaKTVILIeCKOVI cTOMaTonornn: cosgaHnm nNnporpamMmm
I'IpO(I}I/IJ'IaKTI/IKVI, NPOTOKOJIOB CKPUHMHIa HaceneHmnAa u np.

NHaekc Hyxpaemoctu (IOTN) 6bin paspabotaH Brook
n Shaw [10, 11] B 1989 rogy. CocTouUT 13 CNegyroLWwmx KIMHU-
YeCKNX KOMMOHEHTOB:

¢ cTomatonorunyeckoro (DHC);

¢ 3actetnyeckoro (AC).

Cepus: EcmecmeeHHble u mexHu4Yyeckue Hayku N°3 mapm 2019 .

KomnoHeHT DHC BKntoyaetT B cebs nsaTb cTeneHen
(puc. 1) oT nepBon (OTCyTCTBUE HEOOXOAUMOCTY NeYeHus),
[0 MATON — BbICOKAs HYXJAeMOCTb B OPTOAOHTUYECKOM
N KOMBUHMPOBAHHOM fleueHuu (cm. puc. 1).

dcTeTnyeckaa Heobxoammoctb (AC) onpepenseTcs
no wkasne, cocrosawen ns gecatn potorpaduii, pacrnono-
KEHHbIX COOTBETCTBEHHO YObIBAHUIO 3CTETUYECKOW Npu-
BrleKaTesIbHOCTM NPUKYca NalueHTa 1 rpagynpyercs no ge-
cATm6annbHon wkane (puc. 2). OcHoBaHMEM 3TOW LWKanbl
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Puc 2. Wkana AC nnpekca IOTN [10, 11]

CNYXWUT CUCTEMATU3aUMA 3CTETUYECKON NpurBeKaTeNlbHO-
ctn no Evans n Shaw. B otnnune ot DHC, cteneHb koTopoi
onpegensetca foktopom, AC naumeHT onpefensaer cam,
TO eCTb Bpay Tak»Ke MOXKeT OLeHUTb MOTMBaLMIO NauneHTa
K JIeUeHIo 1 To, Kak OH (MayMeHT) caM OLeHUBaeT CoCToA-
Hue CBOEro npuKyca.

Mpwn aHanu3e HayyHoW nuTepaTypbl ocoboe BHUMaHUe
6bIN10 yAeneHo 3NMAEMMNONIONMYeCcKon oLeHKe NPUMeHeHA
nHaekca B Poccuu 1 3apybexbe [12, 13, 14, 15]. Tak, no gaH-
Hbim C.M. llamoBa, KOTOpbIi NpoOBen WHAEKCUPOBaHMe
1258 peten B Pecny6nuke [darectaH- no DHC komnoHeHTy
HyX[JaeMOoCTb AieTell B OPTOAOHTNYECKOM NMOMOLLM COCTaB-
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nana 48,09%, uto ABNAETCA BbICOKMM MoKasaTtesiem, 04HaKo
YAENbHbIN BEC TAXENbIX NAaTOorniA, TPebyoLmx oba3aTesNb-
Horo neveHna — 11,2%, pekomeHAOBAHO neyeHne — 17,2%
netei, n3bupatesibHoe neyeHne nokasaHo B 20,9%, a Mu-
HUMasIbHble OTKMOHEHMA OT HOPMbl GU3NONOrMYECcKoro
npuKkyca, He Tpebylolmne obaszaTenbHOro MCNpaBIeHna,—
B 51,91% cnyuyan. AHann3npya pesynbraTbl UCCNIeAOBaHNA
AC KOMNOHEHTa, Mbl BUAMM, 4YTO 73% AeTen ¢ aHoOManmsamum
MPUKyca He HaxoZAT y ce6Aa OTKIOHEHUA OT 3CTETUYECKON
HOPMbI, B TO BpeMms, Kak CBOe COCTOAHME CYMTaloT YAOB-
netsoputesnbHbiM 21,78% OCMOTPEeHHbIX, U nuwb 4,45%
JeTeln cuMmTaeT CBOE COCTOAHME Hey[OBAeTBOPUTENbHbIM.
DTV [aHHble CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O BbICOKOW HYXAaeMoCTu
paccmaTprBaemoin NonynAaALuum 1 HA3KOM MOTUBaLMN AeTen
K neyebHbIM meponpuaTuam[16].

CnegytoLlee annaemMmonormyeckoe nccnegoBaHue ¢ nc-
nonb3osaHuem IOTN, KoTopoe cneflyeT ynoMsaHyTb, NpoBe-
neHo R. Naseh (2009) cpepnu 343 npaHckux aeten. PesynbraTbl
nccnepoBaHusa No KomnoHeHTy DHC 6binu cnegytowme- 9%
uccnepyemblx He TPebOoBaNoOCh JleueHne, He3HaunTeNbHble
aHomanuu, TpebyoLire MUHMMANIbHOTO NledeHuss — 5% wnc-
cneflyemMblx, n3bnpatenbHoe nedyeHune 28,6% peteil, peko-
MeH[O0BaHO neyeHune-55,8% peten u TAXKenble aHOManuu,
TpebyoLne KOMOBUHPOBAHHOTO NeveHna — Yy 9,7% wnccne-
JoBaHHbIx aeTerl. AC KOMMOHEHT BbIrnAAen cefyowmm o6-
pasom- 15,8% npoueHT He Buaenun Hy>abl B neyeHnn, 66,6%
OLEeHMBanNM CBOE COCTOAHME KaK YQOBNeTBOpUTENbHOE
1 17,6% cumTann uto HyXaaloTcA B neveHum [17].

Dental Aesthetic Index (DAl) 6bin  paspaboTaH
B 1987 rogy Cons n coaBTopamu [2] u 6bi1 pekomeHZOBaH
BO3 gna knnHnuyeckoro npumeHeHua B 1989 rogy. OueHka
no AaHHOMY MHAEKCY KOMOUHMPYET OLEHKY KaK KiMHWYe-
CKNX, TaK 1 3CTETMYECKUX MPOABMEHUN aHOMANUN OKKI0-
31K, OLEeHMBAA TakXKe 1 CouManbHylo NpruemMneMocTb, nme-
towenca Hosonornyeckom ¢popmol aHomanuu. NpumeHeHne
DAl nokasano ce6a HageXHbIM, NPOCTbIM N YAOOHbIM WH-
CTPYMEHTOM B NPaKTuKe Bpaya-knnHuumcral18, 19, 20].

MeToanka WHAEKCUPOBAHMA 3aK/OUYAETCA B OLEHKe
cnepyowmnx aecAaTy napameTpos [21]:
1. KOMMYeCTBO OTCYTCTBYIOLMX Pe3LOB, KbIKOB, Mnpe-
MOJIAPOB;
CKYUYEeHHOCTb pe3L0B;
TpemMbl Mexay pe3suamu;
anactembl;
BE/IYMHA OTKNIOHEHMA B pa3Mepax BEpPXHel yento-
cTu;
6. BeNMYMHA OTKNOHEHME B pa3mMepax HWKHEN uvento-
cTw;
7. Hanuuve nepegHero BepxHeYesIloCTHOro MnepeKpbl-
™s;
8. Hanmume nepegHero HYMXHEUENoCTHOrO Mnepekpbl-
™s;

A wN
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9. OTKPbITbIN NPUKYC;
10. COOTHOLWEeHVEe MONAPOB B NepefiHe3afiHeM oTaene.

Hanee DAl paccuntbiBaeTCA N0 perpeccuBHOMy ypaBHe-
HUe, B KOTOPOM MOJTyYeHHbI NMOKa3aTeSlb YMHOXaIoT Ha KO-
abduumeHT perpeccun, n utor Lo6aBNAIOT K KOHCTaHTe pe-
rPeccroHHOro ypaBHeHua [22]:

(I%6)+(N+N+AV*3)+(V)+(VD+(VI*2)+(VII*3)+(IX*4)+
(X*3)+13 Pe3ynbraT MHTEpPNpPETUPYIOT Cleaylowym obpa-
30M, eC/I1 pe3ysbTaT ypaBHEHUA MeHbLe 25, TO HapyLleHUs
NPUKyCca He3HauYnTeNbHbl N OTCYTCTBYIOT, 3HaueHue 26-30
WHTEPNPETUPYETCA Kak COCToAHue, Tpebyiollee u3bupa-
TenbHOro neveHus, 31-35 — TAXKenoe COCTOAHME C PeKo-
MEHAOBaHHbIM neyeHnem, 1 6onee 36 UHTepnpeTUpyeTCa
KaK OUYeHb TAXKeNnoe COCTOAHUE C 06A3aTeNbHbIM OPTOLOH-
TUYECKM NnevyeHnem [23, 24].

Tak, no pe3synbratam 0CMOTPOB, NpoBefeHHbIx 3.C. Enb-
uosori-Tanapnko cpeamn 120 xuTenen B Tpex BO3PACTHbIX
rpynnax (12 net, 18 net n 35-44 ropa) MuHcka n obnactu,
6bIIM cefyowme JaHHble: CyMMy 6annoB mMeHblue 25 nme-
nn ot 33,33%(35-44 neTtHune) no 40% (18 neTtHune); 26-30 —
oT 20% (18 net) po 40%(12 net); 31-35 — ot 10% (12 net
1 35-44 ropa) po 13,33% (18 net) n 6onbwe 36 — ot 20%
(12 neT) po 26,67% (18 net u 35-44 ropa), UTo Tak>Ke roBO-
PUT O BbICOKOW CTEMEHWN HYXJAeMOCTW B IEYEHUN aHOMa-
NWIA HEe3aBMCMMO OT Bo3pacTal25].

CnepyowMm paccMaTPUBAEMbIM UHAEKCOM SABASETCA
ICON (Index of Complexity, Outcome and Need) 6bin pa3pa-
60TaH B 2000 rogy Richmond u Daniels n opobpeH Ha cTa-
AW UCCNIefloBaHUN PAQOM MPaKTUKYOLWNX OOKTOPOB[26].
CocTouT nHaekc n3 nAatn (puc. 3) KOMNOHeHToB[27].

Bo-nepBbix, NAeT oLeHKa 3CTETUKM NpUKyca naumeHTa
no wkane IOTN, nocne yero, Homep Bbl6paHHOroO M306pa-
MEeHMA YMHOXKAeTCA Ha KO3 durLmeHT 7.

BTopbiM KOMMOHEHTOM SBNAETCA OMNpeaeneHne CKy-
YeHHOCTK, NN6O AUCTEM 1 TPEM. DTO HEOOXOAUMO C LieNbio
onpegeneHns JONONHUTENBHOIO NPOCTPAHCTBA B 3yOHOM
pagy. Pe3ynbtaT uccnefoBaHusA CpaBHMBAIOT C TabNNYHbI-
MM MOKasaTeNnAMn 1 MOJyYeHHbI NoKa3aTeNlb YMHOXatoT
Ha 5.

TpeTnin KOMNOHEHT — BbISIBJIEHKE NEPEKPECTHOrO Npu-
Kyca, Mpy HaIMunm KOTOPOTO BbICTaBASAETCA 1 11 YMHOXaeT-
cA Ha Ko3dpdrLUMeHT 5.

3aTem JOKTOp onpefenseT Hannume OTKPbITOro Uim riy-
60KOro NpuKyca (uemeepmoiti KOMHOHeHN). 3amepbl NPo-
M3BOAATCA MUINMMETPOBON NIMHENKOW, NOC/ie Yyero cpas-
HUBAIOTCA C TabNUYHBIMU 3HAYEHWUAMU ONA onpefeneHns
6anna, KOTopbIli B ypaBHEHUV YMHOXaLOT Ha 4.
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CreneHb CI0KHOCTN OPTOAOHTUYECKOFO flevyeHuna no nHaekcy ICON

CTeneHb CNOXKHOCTU JieYeHus

Tabnuvua 1. Pesynbtatbl nHAEKcMpoBaHusi ICON [28]

3HaueHue nHgekca ICON

Jlerkan <29
YmepeHHasn 29-50
CpegHas 51-63
Taxenan 64-77
OueHb TAxKEnas >77
Score
Component 0 3 4 5 Weight
| Assthetic asossment Scorelw 10 T
1 Upper arch crowding <1 mm Ll to 5 mm 5.1to 9 mm Qlto |3 mm [3lwl7mm | > 17 mm 5
Upper spacing <lmm L 1w 5mm 5.1 w % mm >9mm Impacted teeth 5
3 Crosshite Ma crozsbite crosshite prasant £
4 Incisor open bite Edge o edge < |lmm |1t 2 mm Llw4mm =4 mm 4
Incisor overbite <13 lower 1/3ta 23 23 up o Fully coverad 4
incisor coverage coverage fully covered
5§  Buccal segment Cuspto Any cusp relation | Cusp to cusp
anterg-postarior embrasura only up to but not
Class |11 including 3
or il cusp to cusp

Puc 3. NnTepnpetauuna 3HayeHnn uHpekca ICON [26]

MocnegHMM, NATBIM KOMMOHEHTOM- ABMAETCA OLeHKa
duccypHo-6yropkoBbiXx COOTHOLIEHU B GOKOBOW rpymnne
3y60B. KOHTaKTbl 3y60B OLEHMBAIOT Clneaytowmm obpasom-
MHOXeCTBeHHble GUCCYPHO-OYropKoBble KOHTAKTbl OLle-
HUBAIOTCA B HOMb 6Gannos; 1 Gann- nNwboe COOTHOLUEHWE,
3a UCKIIDYEHNEM MPAMOro KOHTaKTa; 1 2 6anna npu Bbipa-
XEHHOM NpPAMOM OGYropkoBOM KoHTaKTe. OnpepeneHHbIi
6ann yMHOXatoT Ha 3.

Wtoroeoe perpeccusHoe ypasHeHue ansa ICON nHgekca
BbIrNAQUT cnegytowmm obpasom [28]:

(IF7)+(*5)+(111*5)+(1IV*4)+(V*3)

Pe3ynbTaT perpeccMBHOrO YpaBHEHUS UHTEPNPETUPYIOT
no crnegytoLlen Tabnvue 3HaueHuiA:

M.B. TokapeBnyem 1 coaBTopamu. Gbinn obceqoBaHbI
192 pebeHka 1 6bin NpoBeaeH aHanM3 X AaHHbIX no ICON
nHAeKcy. PesynbraTbl uccnefoBaHusa 6binv cnegyowme: ner-
Kasl cTerneHb, NpU KOTopol HabnogaeTcsa nubo dusnonoru-
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yeckasa Hopma, NMMbo He3HauuTenbHble aHOManuu- 61,46%
nccnegyemblx, yMepeHHasa creneHb TaxecTn y 22,9% ocmo-
TPEHHBIX, CPefHAA CTeNeHb TAXeCTn Habnoaanacb B 9,90%
criyyaes, TAXKenaa 1 oveHb TAXKenasa creneHb- 5,2% n 0,52%
COOTBETCTBEHHO[29].

BbiBOA: B pe3ynbTaTe aHanM3a MeToAuK U pe3ynbTaToB
npoBeAeHHbIX UCCNeAoBaHNI, MOXKHO cenaTb cregylollee
3aKnoueHne. Hanbonee KoMPpOpPTHLIM M MPOCTbIM C TOY-
KM 3peHUA KIMHUYECKOro NMPUMEHEHNA ABMAETCA WHAEKC
ICON. WHpgekc IOTN paeT BO3MOMXHOCTb CyOBEKTVMBHOM
OLleHKe COCTOAHMA MauneHTa, YTo, C OQHOW CTOPOHbDI, AaeT
npeactaBineHne ob ypoBHe MPOCBELUEHNA W MOTMBaLUU
cpean UCCnegyeMoro KOHTUMHIEHTa, HO, C APYron, UcKaxa-
€T KOHeYHbI pe3ynbTaTt aKcnepumeHTa. MIHgeKkcHas oueHka
c nomouwbto DAl npu Bcen CBOeEN rpomMo3gKoCTN He Aaer
npefcTasneHve o page natonorun npukyca. Otcioga Mox-
Ho 3aKmounTtb, Yto ICON ABNAETCA Ha CeroAHALIHUA AeHb
Hanbonee yHVBepcasnbHbIM U Pe3yfbTaTUBHbIM MHCTPYMEH-
TOM MPW OLEHKa COCTOAHMA NPUKYCa Kak Ha KIMHNYECKOM
npueme, Tak ¥ Npu 3NMAEMNONONMYECKOM 06CiejoBaHNN.

Cepus: EcmecmeeHHble u mexHu4yeckue Hayku N3 mapm 2019 .
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