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SB-locking method for keeping implant restorations mechanically in place using fiber post:

A case report
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All the faculties at the prosthodontic department in Kyung Hee University Dental Hospital at Gangdong, have been implementing the Top-Down concept of treatment
approach since 2006 in which the outcomes of the last prosthetic treatment are predicted in advance during the treatment planning stage of patients with dental tissue defects.
Based on the Top-Down concept, this report is also an example of how the final prosthetic treatment was performed in advance before going into implant surgery for the
missing teeth. Among the various methods of connecting implant fixture and restoration, the cement-retained method is relatively simple to manufacture restoration without
being constrained by the angle of the implants placed, but difficult to remove remaining subgingival excess cement completely, and to detach it being when necessary. In the
report, SB-locking method will be introduced which enables an aesthetic implant restoration without either a screw hole or residual excess cement. (J Korean Acad

Prosthodont 2020,58:356-62)
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Fig. 1. A schematic drawing of SB-locking method. (A) trial insertion of final restoration, (B) packing Teflon tape onto the screw hole, (C) horizontal preparation
of post hole with diamond bur for the SB-locking, (D) insertion and cementation with a dual-curable resin adhesives of fiber post, (E) cut the exposed fiber post
and polish the lingual surface of restoration, and (F) crow-sectional aspect of the final restoration using SB-locking.
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Fig. 2. 3D image analysis for implant placement and 1-year follow-up after insertion of the implant restoration with SB-locking method. (A) panoramic ra-
diographs with CT stent, (B, C) analysis on 2-possible direction of implant placement (a; lingual screw hole with bone graft, b; labial screw hole without bone
graft), (D) immediately after implant placement, and (E) 1-year after insertion of the implant restoration. There is no crestal bone resorption and residual excess
of luting cement around the implant restoration.
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Fig. 3. A step-by-step procedure of the SB-locking method for placement of implant crown on the upper left canine (#23) area. (A) severe labial-angulation of
implant long-axis, (B) selection of 25° angled abutment, (C) final PFM restoration, (D) SB-locking on the lingual surface of #23i crown, (E) finished and pol-
ished lingual surface of #231 crown, and (F) 2 years after insertion of the final PFM (porcelain fused to metal) restoration.
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CASE REPORT

Fiber postg 0[85t0] YSHE X|tiF0f| EEES ZARldl=
SB-locking method: A case report

O o
gsidhetan x|2feist x|ohR g ekl 2 S A elu et Alahgel AR 2 )
AN EY RSN RIBAHTANA vhxle} 23kE v]e] FYetsta Do) Y2stol RS Fgsks TopDown Ade] RIEHY
2 200658 st Qick. ol Few 1 7ol Yztsto] YBUE o] YA Nl 2T WHK RO YT ANE FYAA 1 ARE D
Yot Aefolc. QETE WA ole Y 5 AUE SR YBVES] 71870l TR Sk kA BEE Mol 7hs ok, BE F A
Aste] QJol AHIES SRSkl H75}7] of2a, Ba g u) wato] Bustrh wgo] ek uebi AR YBHE RHSE A SB-locking method
o SAMPAE o] gtol ARE SRPRAS] BAIE st AulEel JEE HASEo| /53U FelE Bushaxt Gk (fobx|zpE HorE
X] 2020;58:356-62)
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