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Fig. 1a. Color Code of ASCli-system.

Fig. 2. Pretreatment panoramic radiograph.
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Fig. 4. Camlog implants in situ.
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Fig. 1b. Comparison of the Classification of implant
sites according to Lekholm and Zarb with the
ASCli-classification presented here. Note the accor-
dance of categories in implant site.
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Fig. 3. Preimplantologic diagnostics summarized
Implant Consultation Form:ASCli-classification of
implant site and primary treatment plan.

Fig. 5. Panoramic radiograph following placement
of Camlog implants in the mandible.
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Fig. 7. Panoramic radiograph 4 months post-oper—
S atively.
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Fig. 6. Prosthetic final reconstruction.
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Fig. 8. Preoperative panoramic radiograph with titan Fig. 9. Preimplantologic diagnostics summarized
plate stent. Implant Consultation Form:ASCli-classification of
' implant site and primary treatment plan.

Fig. 10. Camlog Implants in situ. Fig. 11. Postoperative panoramic radiograph with
surgical stent.
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Fig. 12. Prosthetic reconstruction with fixed met~
al-ceramic bridge.
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Fig. 13. Panoramic radiograph 4 months post-
operatively.
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ABSTRACT

A SYSTEMATIC IMPLANT TREATMENT PLANNING AND
CONCEPTS FOR CLINICAL SUCCESS

Seung-Mi Jeong, D.D.S.,Ph.D., Se-Hoon Kim, D.D.S., Je-Hyeon Yoo, D.D.S.

Department of Dentistry, College of Wonju Medicine, Yonsei University

Statement of problem: It is important to have a correct presurgical treatment plan before
any implant surgery. It must contain substantial information about the patient concerned.
However, the standard classification only notifies the dentist about various structural, patho-
logical and physiological dimensions. Due to diverse structure of the jaw bone, current stan-
dard classification does not tell spatial dimensions of the available bone for implant
insertion sites.

Purpose of study: The purpose of this study is to report the establishment of the sys-
tematic implant treatment plan and its clinical treatment using Implan® program which is
based on ASCli-classification that is available for future diagnosis and scale of treatment
and for systematic implant insertion.

Results: By assisting the systemic measurement of the available alveolus dimension dur-
ing implant surgery, it was easy to set initial implant treatment plan.

Conclusion: Using Implan® program which is based on ASCli-classification system that
allows the establishment of systemic implant treatment plan and successful clinical performance,
it was possible to establish the founding of initial implant treatment plan, the acquisition
of information, and the systematization of documentation.

Key words : ASCIi, Available bone, Implant planning
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