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Table 1. The distribution of implant according to patients' age and sex.

20 0 0 1 1 1(0.6) 1(1.9)

20~29 12 2 3 1 15(9.2) 3(5.8)
30-39 23 3 6 5 29(17.7) 8(15,4)
40-49 13 6 20 7 33(20.1) 13(25.0)
50-59 24 6 48 15 72(43.9) 21(40,4)
6069 4 2 7 3 11(8.7) 5(9.6)
70 0 0 3 1 3(1.8) 1(1.9)
Total 76 19 88 33 164(100.0) 52(100.0)
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Table 2. Localization of 164 inserted implants.

0 10 14 6 1 2 2 0 1 2 1 o 10 13 8 0

18 17 16 15 14 13 12 1 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28

48 47 46 45 44 43 42 41 31 32 33 34 3 = 36 37 38

1 13 20 6 2 3 2 1 2 1 2 3 5! 12 16 0

* Bold, Tooth number, WHO gite classification

Table 3. Distribution of implant

A“*f@m"(%? . Poyerior
&(5) 6’%( 41) 75(45.7)
Man, 11{7) 78(47) 89(54. 3)
Total 19(12) 145(88) 164(100.0)

* Anterior Maxilla in area 13—23, Mandible in area 34—44,



Table 4. Distribution of bone quality

4(2.4)

Max, Ant, 2(1,2)

Max, Post, 3(1.8) 11(6,7) 27(16.5) 26(16.1) 67(41)

Mn, Ant, 4(2.4) 4(2.4) 3(1.8) 0(0.0) 11(7)

Mn, Post. 6(3.6) 34(20.7) 27(16.5) 11(6.7) 78(47)
Total 13(7.8) 51(31) 61(37.2) 39(24) 164(100.0)

Table 5. Distribution of bone guantity

A

Maxilla 4(2.4) 15(9.2)

47(28.8)

9(5.5) 0(0,0)

75(46)
Mandible 1(0.6) 31(18,9) 54(32.9) 3(1.8) 0(0.0) 89(54)
Total 5(3.0) 46(28,1) 111(61,7) 12(7.3) 0(0,0) 164(100.0)

*Lekolm and Zarb classification
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Table 6. Distribution of implant length

22

8 mm 22(13.4)
10 mm 4 39 1 31 75(45.7)
12 mm 3 27 9 25 64(39,0)
14 mm 1 L 1 0 3(1,9)

Total 8 67 il 78 164(100,0)
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Table 7. Distribution of implant diameter

Narrow 4 4

14(8.5)

Regular 4 38 7 31 80(48.8)

Wide 0 25 1 44 70(42.7)
Total 8 67 11 78 164(100.0)

Table 8. The number of advanced technigue on recipient site

GBR*

Sinus Graft (Window Opening) 5
Sinus Graft (BAOSFE 1) 8
Ridge Splitting 4

Total 30

* GBR : Guided bone regeneration
TBAOSFE : Bone added osteotome sinus floor elevation
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— Abstract—

The analysis of short term success rate and healing
patterns of Implantium® Implant

Gyung—Joon Chae®, Sung—Min Chung?, Ui-Won Jung', Kyoo—Sung Cho",
Jung—Kyu Chai!, Chong—Kwan Kim®, Seong—Ho Choi*, Chang—Sung Kim®

1. Department of Periodontology, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University
Reasearch Institute for Periodontal Regeneration
2. Dentium Co., Ltd.

This study is an analysis of distribution of patients who installed Implantium implant in Yonsei
University Dental Hospital and types of implant site for about 1 years recall check and success rate.

164 implants were installed to 52 patients in this study, It shows the conclusion below,

1. Patients at the age of 40s and 50s were 65% of all implant cases and average number of implant
was 4 (man), and 2.7 (woman), 75 implants were operated on maxilla and 89 were mandible, 19
implants on anterior region and 145 implants on posterior region.,

2. Most distribution of bone qaulity for implant site was type I1(37.2%) and bone quantity was
type C(61.7%)

3. The majority of implants were those of 10, 12mm in length (85%) and regular diameter in width
(48.8%).

4. 30 implants were installed with the advanced technique—GBER, window opening, osteotome
technique,
5, Two implants were removed before prosthodontic treatment due to the osseointegraton failure,

The success rate was 98 8% in 152 months follow up period and the marginal bone loss was
0,28mm,

The results provided us with basic data on patient type, implant distribution, bone condition, and

survival rate, Within the limit of present study, It was concluded that Implantium implant could

be used satisfactorily in various clinical situations,

Key words . Implantium® implant, success rate,

This study was supported by a grant of Dentium Co,, Ltd, in 2004,
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