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The Stress Analysis According to the Change
of the Implants and Bond Density
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ABSTRACT

The objective of this study is to evaluate the simulated effects of axial and off-axial vertical loads at
the implant/bone interface and the stress distribution according to the bone density of a single-unit
dental implant in the cylinder and square thread implants by 3D FEA. The implants were placed in the
mandibular model with 25mm in height, 15mm in width and 20mm in length; then the mandibular bone
density was classified into the bone type : I, IO, Il and V. In addition, the force were applied into
Omm, 2mm, 4mm away from the center of the implants.
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o] 7143 EAo] #Ystth= Homogeneity(Z#34), ME 54 2 &4 A%l X Y, Z 3Pz Y3t

£ Isotropy(5H4), 729 Wgoly We HLd a5 vasin 9 F=de FH3ldE Linear
elasticity(18 84)& Ze 222 73k AR EAANE 9FE % 929 Young's modulus of
elasticity(§H4 A1), Poisson's ratiol £948)) 182 YZAE ZAX|E Table 13 2t}

Table 1 A BA4X

Young's Modulus E(GPa) Poisson’s Ratio(r)
Implant(pure Ti) 102 035
Interface Bone 130 0.30
Cortical Bone 130 0.30
Type 1 95
Cancellous Type 1 55 030
Bone Type I 16 ‘
Type V 0.69
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Table 2 27 °] 4mm<] AHAHALE YZFES} 27| 3625mme] ¥TF YZLE

Type 1 Type I Type Type V
Omm(AHHALS) 270 3.22 704 1265
Omm(¥ 5 %) 301 363 6.80 11.59
2mm(AHAHE) 1062 10.72 16.54 23.82
2om(d T 3F) 9.98 11.00 14.84 204
4mm(AHHAE) 1864 1854 26.02 3H.06
dom(f F &) 17.02 1841 22.94 29.63
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Table 3 2}7d0] 5mm3l AFZHUALE JEZJES 27 o] 4626mme Y5F JZUE

Type 1 Type 1 Type I Type IV
Omm(AF2H1A}) 197 248 6.03 11.37
mmd § 3 284 3.32 6.08 11.19
2mm(AHhAL) 563 6.87 11.73 1853
2nm(8 ¥ 3 744 817 12.21 1871
dmm(AFZHALE) 948 11.27 1767 26.13
4mm(d F 3) 1267 1357 18.38 26.33
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Table 4 7°] 4mm¢] AHZUAE FZJES F7F0] 3626mme 4TH Y=ZFE

Type 1 Type 1 Type I Type IV
Omm{(AFZt A1) 2.88 281 478 737
omm(gd 5 ¥) 4.34 435 509 7.17
2mm(AHZHALY) 1055 1045 129 16.06
2o 5 F) 1569 1551 16.0 1753
Amm(AZHALE) 1877 1843 21.06 24.78
dmm(g & 3) 2146 2103 2125 2858

Table 5 d7°] 5mm¢l AFZTUALY YZFES} Aol 3625mme] T8 YTHE

Type 1 Type 1 Type 1 Type IV
Omm(AHZHAHE) 19 20 358 6.25
(¥ 5 %) 274 2.83 433 6.72
2mm(AHALE) 595 6.21 825 11.27
2nm(¥ F ¥) 881 88 9.9 12.21
Amm(AHZH L) 1021 1042 . 1294 1659
anm(¥ ¥ 3) 15.04 1494 16.14 1864
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Table 6 #7%°] 4mm{l AHAUALY JZFES H o] 3626mme 45H J=ZIE

Type 1 Type 1I Type I Type IV
Omm(AFZF L) 2.06 161 163 151
Omm(d & 3¥) 1.70 1.53 152 1.40
2mm(A AL E) 763 527 252 181
2nm(¢ § F) 460 3.22 1.86 157
4mm(AF2HAHg) 1345 9.29 383 259
dnm(Y F #) 7.68 531 2.80 1.92

Table 7 270l 5Smm¢l AHIUALE YZPESL H7Fo] 3626mme AFH JZIE

T —— | Type I Type 1 Type I Type IV
Omm(AFHFALS) 142 1.27 1.23 113
omm(d ¥ %) 119 ) 1.23 119 1.08
2mm(AFHALE) 436 3.02 1.83 149
2om(gd % &) 298 2.16 1.49 1.38
4mm(AFZHIAHE) 744 337 267 202
dmm(Y § 3) 490 348 2.05 17
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Table 8 27 o] 4mm¢] AHUAE AdZFES} 2 Fo] 3625mme! 95H YZYE

Type 1 Type 1 Type 1 Type IV
Omm(AHZhiAka) 1% 1.14 08 078
omm(d_§ %) 13 119 08 08
2mm(AHZHAR) 291 224 131 106
2mm(9 % %) 345 258 14 108
4mm(AFZhiA18) 49 371 199 149
amm(d § ¥ 584 43 216 145

Table 9 #7°] 5mmel AFAUALE ALAES} 2Ho] 3656mm FE YZJE

Type 1 Type I Type I Type IV
Omm(AHZIALE) 11 097 0.69 066
Omm(d % %) 1.06 0.4 0.71 0.68
2mm(AHZALE) 18 1.45 1.04 092
2nm( & &) 2.16 1.67 1.06 092
4mm(AHZhtA+E) 301 233 1.46 1.23
dnm(d § #) 361 2.13 159 124
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