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=2 rIEH A UFILA 0lE Hildlke queOH A5l aterZoll 647K, dletEol 887 E
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I. g AN B3I dh Implant System(Yorba Linda, CA. U.S.A)<]
fixture 947}, Implant Innovations(West Palm
Zb, A5 it Beach, Florida, USA)S] Bréemark type fix-
ture 58702 AFESIAT)(Table 2)
1990@ 32 EE 1993 12€ Atololl & Al £ 152709 fixtures®d &Y /Tl B F
_ ‘ Z)ot 24001 Kennedy 28 A 1, Il alg
Table 1. Study Population (N=59) | Age in years S e T E 32700 HEES XASIAO
Sex N# Mean Range m, Kennedy 25 & M, Vgl dlgdle A
Male 32 32.7 15~57 uso ,
Female | 21 03 | 2~70 2 5671E 39719 RIS AXSIAIL, T
Total 59 36.2 15~70 o HEE & 24/E o Rjot £EE AT A
* Number olgion e oA ZAE XA FY =
AOx 2 AATRCH(Table 3
Table 2. Type of Fixtures used in Patients &7l E AAFHI (Table 3)
A. Steri-Oss(Denar)
| Dianeter | 32 35 38 38HL 40 45HL# Total
Location - s
(mm) N F® | N F N F N F N F N F N F
Male 3 0 2 1 10 5 12 1 3 0 0 0 |30 7
Mx 21— 8
Female 0 0 3 1 5 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 {12 1
Male 1 0 2 0 18 7 3 0 0 0 0 0 |4 7
Md 52— 7
Female 0 0 1 0 18 0 7 0 0 0 2 0 {28 D
4 0 8 2 51 121 25 1 4 0 2 0 94 15
B. 3illmplant Innovations)
: 29 375 40 Total
Location Dianeter
(mm) N F|{N F|N F N F
Male 1 0 4 1 1 016 1
Mx 22— 3
Female 2 0 14 1 2 0 0 |16 2 *Cylinder type
Male 0 |0}, 12]0] 3 0115 0 #Hex Lock System
Md 36712 # Numbe
Female | 3 | 1|16 |1} 2 |02 2 Hrmber
6 |1 446 0] 58 | 5 @Failure
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Table 3. Distribution of Located Implants and Connected Prostheses

Locati Dianeter I or MorV
aton (mm) 7 P F/P F p F/P
M Male 7 3 2.3 21 14 15
X Female 13 6 22 12 7 17
Md Male 22 9 24 10 8 13
Female 34 14 24 13 10 1.3
76 32 2.4 56 39 14
*Kennedy classification - #Fixture ¥ Prosthesis
Table 4. Success Rates
Location No. F Success Rate(%)
before Mx 64 11 82.8 86.8
prosthesis Md 38 9 39.8 )
after Mx 53 1 98.1
Implant = thesis Md 79 0 100 99.2]
. Mx 64 12 31.3
cumulative Md 33 9 398 86.2
. Mx 30 1 96.7
Prosthesis Md A1 0 100 93.6
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Table 5. Alveolar bone Loss during First 12 Months

Mx Md
N 30 45
Mh 1.536 1470

* Number of study population
h Mean value (om)

22 Xo-UENE AKX TEY ZAh9X &
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@ g
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Table 6. Complications After Prosthesis

Rank Complication Number
1 screw looseness 5
2 cement washout# 3
3 fistula formation 2
4 etc 5

* cement retained type

29 resin facing®] TEE FALE0l AU

t}.(Table 6)
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Figure 1. Length of Failed Fixture (n = 21)
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A retrospective study of endosseocus titanium implanis

in the partially edentulous

Chong-Hyun Han, Byeong-Koo Las

Yongdong Severance Hospital

Dept. of Prosthodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

Endosseous dental implants had been inserted on 59 partially edentulous patients in Youngdong Severance Hospital
from March, 1990 to December, 1993, and their clinical & radiographic status were evaluated. The results are as

follows ;

1. Overall success rate for 152 implants after a follow-up period ranging from 11 months to 55 months was 86.2%
(81.3% for maxillary implants and 89.8% for mandibular implants).

2. Fixture survival rate and prosthesis survival rate, 6 manths to 37 months after the fixtation of prosthesis, ewre

99.2% and 98.6%, respectively.

3. Among the failed implants, 12(57.1%) were below 10mm in lengths, and all but one fixture failed before prosthetic

connections.

4. Peri-implant marginal bone losses, 12 months after abutment connections, were 1.536mm for maxilla and 1.470mm

for mandibles.

5. The most frequent post-prosthesis complication was loosening of fixation screws, all of them from prosthesis

supported by lor 2 implant fixtures.
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