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Acid—etched (SLA) JZHEe] 9loA] 8mme] Y=t
E body %} 2.8mm] smooth collarE F83t 7’8 2Ju]
s}, 0] 9 & F-2 QI LHE = smooth—rough surface
] 73 A17} bone crestell $1X1gY. g4, Testori 5+
Branemark#2 92X gtEo|A 10mmE ‘standard
length’ 2} 3} 2, 10mm ©]3}e] YZHEE ‘short
implant’ 2 77335 UZHEL] neckolA apex7HA &
Zlo] & 143tSit). o] 9} e YEFESLS YEAES)
necko] osseous crestell 121817 Wizl 2] 222 vjof|A]
YEHE] HF Aol= 10mm o317+ Hrk
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ol AEEC] thiFE A EarE vk Qlok Naert
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AJEFES] Asfgo] 18.5%8a Hasich ot
Weng "2 Branemark machined threaded 4 ZHE 9]
Ag-go] 8 5mmellAl= 19%, Tmmell A= 26%2aL Bl
S3i

3FA) 9 oxidized surface, titanium plasma spray (TPS),
Y= Sand—blasted, Large—Grit, Acid—etched (SLA)-&
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A YEHEY A7 & AEEI A TEo] i =] w3lom 60t 7F sz HEo] 7H ZtH(Table 1),
m Table 1. The distribution of implants according to patients' age and sex
Age Male Female Total(%)
(vear) Implants Patients Implants Patients Implants Patients
20-29 1 1 1 1 2(3.4) 2(2.5)
30-39 1 1 6 4 7(8.5) 5(8.9)
40-49 4 4 4 4 8(13.5) 8(10.1)
50-59 13 9 12 10 25(32.2) 19(31.7)
60-69 15 11 16 9 31(33.9) 20(39.2)
70-79 3 2 1 1 4(5.1) 3(5.1)
80 0 2 0 0 2(3.4) 2(2.5)
Total 39 30 40 29 79(100) 59(100)




SLA(Sand-blasted, Large—Grit, Acid—elched) %2 QTES| MESO| 2ot S84 A A2 ]7
m Table 2. Localization of 79 inserted implants
central lateral . 1st 2nd 1st 2nd 3rd
incisor incisor canine premolar premolar  molar molar molar total
Mx 0 0 1 1 0 6 3 0 1
Mn 0 0 0 1 8 18 34 7 68
. A% Q=g o B3
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wt o flo of B
[O PN

.

F7e) A8 7128 Fafol

D 8] 9 9 Qdee)

2) 478z Zo]sh 47

3) 72| 2} 2o

1) RE A B 2R NS S B0 413
#79

SEEERECEEL]

6) Qe o] gl ol 2AK %,

Sds 39]9) 2 Lekholm} Zarb® 9] 5501 12}

279 BS54 Ao] Blato] 712 ek, 540

AR QmRhEE 7o), A76] thajol 7| S 0] 24

SISTE 213 HPH-E Buser 570] AQkst Al ITI

Syl Bl 1302 2T, 2HEANE
o] B3 A% ﬂdﬂZﬂﬁﬂiﬂsﬂ o). Aot

5709 Holaigla sjoke W

d

b

No oY, off

Jo o
o l‘U
M
N
:\o
j
o
mlo

m Table 3. Life table analysis for implant survival
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A58 QaEe] doli= 6mmt 471, 8mm7h 757
ek, 47& 4.1mme] Qe 4570 74 ke
4.8mm7} 3370312, 3.3mm7} 17091 A1 02 WHEpsith

Timeinterval Implants at start Failures during Cumulative
(year) of interval interval survival rate(%)
0-1 79 0 100
1-2 76 0 100
2-3 55 0 100
3-4 26 0 100
4-5 8 0 100
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m Table 4. Survival rate According to Implant lengths

Bmm 8mm Total  Survival rate(%)
Mx 0 11 11 100
Mn 4 64 68 100
Total 4 75 79 100

m Table 5. Survival rate According to Implant diameters

) Q) IPE S

o]9]ell Zo] A3} Aptuke] ARE,
ridge splitting, %+2+2] 73-$- bone added osteotome sinus
floor elevation (BAOSFE)& Al2§&}3lt. o] 2l sl= =4
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cerasorb’} AFFEH R 0™ Akt o 2= &4 Colla—
gen ApEto] ARG QI o]e] FHARQ] S FHleto]
AR 7905 100%2] BEES BATHTable 8).

m Table 8. Survival rate According to Advanced
technigue on recipient site

3.3mm 4.1mm 4.8mm Total Survival rate(%)

Mx 0 4 7 100
Mn 1 4 26 68 100
Total 1 45 33 19 100
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QI TE 28] 5-9]9] ZA I} F2 Lekholm¥} Zarb e
5ol whe skt typelll ] =] 5071 (62.5%)
R, typeHA =720] 2671(33.75%), typelV 2] =4 o]
370(3.75%) Q1 2 0.7 vhepstet. Foke]] QlojA= CH9)
7} 4770(60.0%), BH-$17} 1870 (22.5%), DH-$17} 147}
(17.5%) %1 A o2 etk BE F-9]ellA 100%2] 4+
55 B3 (Table 6,7).

m Table 6. Survival rate According to Bone quality

Survival
Type | Type Il Type lll Type IV Total rate (%)
Mx 0 1 7 3 1 100

Mn 0 25 43 0 68 100

Total 0 26 50 3 79 100

m Table 7. Survival rate According to Bone quantity

A B C D Total Surival rate(%)
Mx 0 1 4 6 11 100
Mn 0 17 43 8 68 100
Total 0 17 47 14 79 100
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Number  Survival rate (%)
GBRx* 2 100
Sinus Graft (BAOSFE+) 1 100
Ridge Splitting 3 100
Total 6 100

* GBR: Guided Bone Regeneration
+ BAOSFE: Bone Added Osteotome Sinus Floor Elevation
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(Table 9).

m Table 9. Survival rate According to Type of
implant prosthesis

Single Crown BridgeType Total Survival rate(%)

Mx 2 9 11 100
Mn 6 62 68 100
Total 8 71 79 100
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A Retrospective clinical study of survival rate of the ITI SLA(Sand-blasted,
Large-Grit, Acid-etched) short implant.

Mi-Hyang Kim, Yoo-Jung Um,Ui-Won Jung, Chang-Sung Kim, Seong-Ho Choi, Chong-Kwan Kim

Department of Periodontology, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

Recently, survival rate of short implants are rising for various surface-processed implants are developed. The aim of this
retrospective study is to evaluate the clinical use and the efficacy of ITI SLA short implant. The following results are compiled
from 59 patients who received ITI SLA short implant surgery at the periodontal dept. of Yonsei University Hospital between
January 2000 and December 2004.

1. 59 patients received 79 implants on their maxilla and mandible (Mx 11, Mn. 68). Posterior area accounted for 98.75% of the
whole implant surgery.
2. 71 implants were restored by bridge type, and only 8 implants were restored by a single crown.

3. No single implant was removed. Thus, the cumulative survival rate was 100%.

A short-term assessment result of ITI SLA short implant has shown a successful survival rate. [THE JOURNAL OF THE KOREAN
ACADEMY OF IMPLANT DENTISTRY 2010;29(1):15-23]

Keywords : ITI SLA, short implant, survival rate



