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BILATERAL FIXED BRIDGES WITH SUBPERIOSTEAL IMPLANTS

Mok-Kyun Choie, D.D.S., M.S., Ph.D.
Bong-Won Lee, D.D.S., M.S.,
Hak-Won Suh, D.D.S.

Department of Dentistry, St. Mary’s Hosptial, Catholic Medical College, Seoul, Korea.

The 25-year old unmarried female patient has lost her mandibular molars bilaterally and her
alveolar ridge has been atrophied for long term teeth missing.

As rejected the removable partial denture, she was practiced the vitallium subperiosteal

implants pertinent to atrophied alveolar ridge.
Now, the results are satisfiable to both of the author and the patient. But it is necessary to

observe the prognosis for some years.
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Radiographs of lower left an right

Fig. 1.
molar areas.
m. xi;@. I oll%
1. A28 FH|
T 55 X-4 AA 8 ;}ia}“} /‘}Z £ 249

A =Hs}

M fLs
20 A A AER 2FE Azt A s B
AZo| A2y 4 Uk FEY AARE abEe]
Fglivk
2. Q1AMHE (Surgical Impression)
Eqol| wel AN E AR 254 F 2%

lidocaine (1 7 100, 000 epinephrine) HClZ s}e} oF
8 = ubzEk gk, 158 blade® 2 23l A o
2 S5pumE whe} retromolar pad $-$lol4 ZALER
AASI 2eE Al 24 TR FAFA g5

2 ogxkA Asr & o ok ow Fak 7| AHE o} &

E3lyl Aol

sl g el AAeh Qg A
A B AAsd AFE oA Bdn A
AR SR ARl A4 sseh

A SE FRE TES AL F AAE

AEsle 2eAlE labe iH"ETﬂ*ﬁW =14 Sili-
cone heavy bodys &3 & TErkal  wolg|2
akEe] A9 (finger pressure) 08 Heof €2 & ol
A7t Zae] WAEEE ¢leje npE ulibe] &
kol plated Aol ol Fel ARl F o}
R _

%%9] tray<>ﬂ A E A E ol AdAl9] Al
o
k=

4

Q4 -u—‘:— # xg8 ERS A%l AHEn £0
2hE Bagch ¥ HA2 A=t 2.0
3

U

gme 397 2854 shglem FAld EAbepol
Azt £ Bebal S 19 33 234 34z
Fosl gt

3. el=alE frame ZE

39% 2FAE Al AstL AlAE vitallium 4=
gle frame(Fig.2) < Asks Sar AEE A9
stsict. Sl wle} F4ntH 5‘? oAl Fubg £
gl framed A Asle Tar 3 Tuigle] WAy
5 ElslL frame $12 5‘—*—‘.%‘ 2L F ch4] 4~

0 B3tz Seshddch
=) OLEE 0}.3&0:;] 71-c:l

ol dAxAld AL F
& wR| 3o

fske E4t

Fig. 2. Design on the stone model.
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Fig. 4. Follow-up X-ray views,
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