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Abstract

An analysis of ITI implants placed
in korean patients

Moon-Taek Chang

Department of Periodontology /Institute of Oral Bio—Science
School of Dentistry, Chonbuk National University

The aim of this study was to analyze various data of 120 non-submerged ITI implants
placed in 64 korean adults. The data were retrieved from patients’ charts and registered
in the computer and coded for a statistical analysis.

The results revealed that the most common type of edentulism was a distal extension
case, and the largest number of implants were placed in the mandibular first molar
position. Implants were placed more frequently in mandibular, posterior position than
maxillary, anterior position, respectively. With respect to the implant diameter and
length, an implant with 4.Imm in diameter and more than 10mm in length was the most
common.

Since a molar position was the most prevalent position for implant placement in korean
patients, clinicians should be careful about implant diameter which can resist a strong
occlusal force expected in the molar position. In addition, the distance to the mandibular
canal and the floor of maxillary sinus should be considered to avoid possible damages,
such as nerve injury and sinus perforation in selecting a proper implant length.

Keywords: non-submerged, dental implant, implant diameter, implant length



