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A Fixed Bridge with Free Design Blade Implant

Mok-Kyun, Choie, D.D.S., M.8., Ph.D.
Bong-Won, Lee, D.D.S., M.8.,~
Seung-Ki, Kim, D.D.5,,

Department of Dentistry, Catholic Medical College, Seoul, Korea.

........... >Ab5§rac{<"'""""""""""""""""“"""""’
in May 1981, the author placed Free Design Blade Implant into a 24-year old female patient
with missing teeth of lower left molars, who did not ‘want a removable partiel denture.

The bone availzble was good enough and in apparent general good health.

The implant bridge was made by four units, from 1st premolar to implant head, which is
now in good esthetics and function,
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1) EMHZIAL: Hb: 12, 6gm/dl
Ht :137%
RBC : 4101} /mm®
WEBC: 5700/mn®
bleeding time . 2 min. 30sec.
coagulation time . 11min.
2) RAA: Sl gs.
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Fig. 1. pre-operative dental x-ray
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Fig, 2. post-operative orthopantomsograph
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Fig. 3. post-operative dental x-ray
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