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Clinical application of single immediate

implant-supported restoration in posterior mandible
Zhang Lei Hou Yongfu Wang Xiangdong
( Clinical Institute of Dental Anhui Medical University Hefei Dental Hospital Hefei 230001)

Abstract Objective To evaluate the clinical effect of immediate implant restoration in lower posterior teeth.

Methods 31 XIVE implants were placed in lower posterior teeth of 31 patients. The temporary fixed resin crowns
were fabricated immediately and final restorations were finished in 3 ~4 months. The control group used nonsub—
merged implants and were restored with final crowns in 3 ~4 months. The tracking survey was taken from 12 to 24

months after final restoration . The patient satisfaction papilla index score ( PIS) and implant survival rate were eval—
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uated between the two groups. Results

PIS of patients with immediate restoration reached( 2. 35 £0. 70) in aver—

age compared( 1. 84 +0.74) in control group. The patient satisfaction reached(91.5 +7.5) with immediate resto—
ration compared with VAS score in average of( 85. 8 +8. 1) in control group. All implants in both groups achieved
osseointegration and received 100% survival rate. Conclusion ~With proper technique in surgical and restoration
procedure immediate restoration after implant insertion in posterior madible has similar clinical success compared
with delayed restoration.

Key words implant; immediate implant-supported restoration; clinical application



