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m Table 1. Success & survival rate of implants according to
placement arch

>-lv

£
T

Placement arch Success Rate(%)  Survival Rate(%)
Maxilla 91.75 93.81
Mandible 97.26 97.30
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m Table 2. Success & survival rate of implants according to
bone graft

Bone Graft Success Rate(%)  Survival Rate(%)
Yes 93.28 95.80
No 94.23 94.23




m Table 3. Success & survival rate of implants according to
sinus lift

Sinus Lift Success Rate(%)  Survival Rate(%)
Yes 95.35 100.00
No 92.97 93.75
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m Table 4. Success & survival rate of replaced implants
after implant failure

Replaced after implant failure  Success Rate(%) ~ Survival Rate(%)

Yes 92.00 92.00
No 93.84 95.89
Az FrEgo] S48 JraEs F 153730 9
R 27 obgo] w2 Fit AT FFPL wlwah,
detel ARd 827} YEFECNME Haf 0.31%
0:38mm, 3j2toll A7 717} QBN B 024
£057mmE Aelet 2ol FAHOE F2lg Aol 1
o1 gk
m Table 5. Placement site and crestal bone loss (p=0.515)
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m Table 6. Bone graft and crestal bone loss(p=0.968)

Crestal bone loss(mm)  n SD

Bone graft 30 105 40

non .23 48 .61
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Retrospective clinical study of tapered form dental implant system

Seong-Yeon Lee, Young-Kyun Kim
Department of Oral and Maxillofacia Surgery, Section of Dentistry, Seoul Nationa University Bundang Hospital

Introduction. This study was intended to determine the survival rates, the amount of crestal bone resorption of SuperLine™ dental
implants and compare the results obtained with placement arch and bone graft.

Materials and Methods. We retrospectively reviewed the medical records of 171 cases of implants from 111 patients who were
treated at Seoul National University Bundang Hospital from January 2008 to March 2010. Implants placed in maxilla were 97
cases and number of implantsin mandible was 74. Implants which underwent bone graft were 119 cases and 52 implants did not.
Results. The survival rate of SuperLing™ dental implants was 95.30%. There were no statistically significant differences in
survival rate and amount of bone resorption, neither between placement arch nor bone graft.

Conclusion. SuperLine" dental implants showed short-term favorable clinical outcome. [THE JOURNAL OF THE KOREAN
ACADEMY OF IMPLANT DENTISTRY 2010;29(2):20-25]

Key Words: Superline, survival rate



