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Abstract. In this article more simplified procedure of determining the

dimensions of teeth crowns defects is described. It does not require any special

materials and expensive equipment, and also excludes taking the direct

measurements of the crown parameters and subsequent calculation of their

results. It contains the comparative analysis of the known methods of determing

the indices of the destruction of occlusal surfaces of the teeth (IDOST), which

reflects some of their drawbacks.

The author proposed the new principle of the examination of carious

lesions localization on the surface of the teeth crowns from the stand point of the

complicacy of access for their preparation and subsequent restoration, on the

basis which the concept of the prediction of these restorations results was put

forward. Furthermore , according to the calculated borderline percent age of the

indices of the tissue reserve of the restored crowns (TRRC) of the teeth, the

tabular scale of the maximum, mean and minimum limits of TRRC indices and

possible methods of restoration corresponding to them was avorked out. The

studied spectrum of questions is urgent in the integrated approach to the

restoration of the lost teeth crowns tissues and may be of certain practical

interest for stomatology.

The keywords: structural components, destructive process, lokalization of

defects, index of definition,  woven reserve , the restoration of cloths,  the

preparation of surfaces.
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