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A Study on Satisfaction by Function of Oral Health of Implants
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This study aimed to provide basic data for improving the quality of life related to
oral health of the elderly by comparing the satisfaction factors by function before and
after implantation targeting the elderly living in Hongseong, Chungcheongnam-do.
From November 1, 2020 to March 31, 2021, a survey was conducted targeting
people aged 55 or older living in Hongseong-gun, Chungcheongnam-do. A Likert
5-point scale was used to investigate chewing, social, and psychological functions, and
a paried T-test was conducted to compare satisfaction by function. All factors for
masticatory, social, and psychological function before and after implant surgery were
significantly higher after implant surgery than before implant surgery(p<0.001). Implant
surgery has a great influence on not only the oral health of the elderly but also the
change in the quality of life, so more research on this is needed and measures are
needed accordingly.
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[Table 1] General characteristics of the study subjects
[ 1] S CERIe| kMol £/

Characteristics N %

Gender Male 41 34.75
Female 77 65.25

Age Under 60 5 4.24
Over 60 21 17.80

Over 70 41 34.75

Over 80 51 4322

Occupation  Agriculture 77 65.25
Other 34 28.81

Profession 7 5.93

Total 118 100
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[Table 2] Satisfaction with mastication function before
and after implant surgery
[B 2] UEUE 2-Fo| A& 7|54 Z
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SHE Ag A3 5o SR e Aol 1.4
Ho7 714 =7 =715+ cHTable 4].

[Table 3] Satisfaction with social function before and
after implant surgery
[E 3] ASUE -39 AR 7|5 O

Before implant After implant

Feature surgery surgery p-value
M+SD M+SD
Confidence in your
2.27%0.61 3.35£0.56  (0.001
dental health
| have uneasiness
2.2520.94 3.47+0.52 (0.001
about my teeth
Easy to see and no ,
. 2.43+0.74 3.86+0.51 (0.001
discomfort to use
Confident and )
2.64+0.83 3.57+0.64 (0.001

active in everything

o2 —— [ ]
Before implant . After
implant
Feature surgery p-value
MSD surgery
B MzSD
Can chew hard ,
2.43+0.60 4.20£0.69 (0.001
food softly
Easy to chew food 2.14+0.41 4.27+0.64 (0.001
Foreign objects are
not easily hold in 2.60£0.57 3.87£0.49 (0.001
the teeth
f
Gums are comiorta ) o068 3.89£0.89  (0.001
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[Table 4] Satisfaction with psychological function before
and after implant surgery
[B 4] AEUE -39 M2ld 7|5 o

Before implant After implant

Feature surgery surgery p-value
MxSD M=SD
il fi I
Smile confidently 151050  376:068 (0,001
when you smile
Psychologically )
; 2.38+0.47 3.82+0.51 (0.001
stable mind
No pressure to )
2.79+0.37 3.81+0.66  (0.001
eat
Confidence in your
2.47+0.56 3.59+0.94 (0.001
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