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Early Clinical Evaluation of Branemark Implants in
the Restoration of Edentulous Jaws

DENG Feilong, ZENG Rong-sheng, LUO Zhi-bin, ZHANG Hui

(Department of Oral Implantologys Guanghua Stomatological Hospital
Sun Yat-sen University of Medical Sciences Guangzhou 510055 China)

Abstract: [Objective] To evaluate the clinical results of Brinemark implants in the treatment of edentulous
jaws during 2 years. [Methods] In the first stage surgery, according to the conventional methods of Brinemark
implant system, 66 cases with edentulous jaws were treated with 354 Brinemark implants. After 4 ~6 months,
the second stage surgery was done and the detachable fixed prostheses were finished 1 week later. [ Results] The
2-year cumulative implant success rates in the upper and lower jaws were 91. 1% and 97. 4% respectively, and

the stability rate of prostheses was 100%. [Conclusions] Brinemark implants has a good clinical effects in the

treatment of edentulous jaws.
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1.3 Table 1 Cumulative implant success rates in the upper jaw s
1.3.1 A2 F Branemark . Number . Success  Cumulative
Time Failure
(2] | i 1 of implants rates  success rates
Before loading 116 6 94. 8% 94. 8%
7 mm, 6 , Loading 0~ 1 year 104 2 98. 1% 93. 0%
4 . I I Loading 1~2 year 102 2 98.0%  91.1%
4~6 s .
i : , )
2 Table 2 Cumulative implant success rates in the lower jaws
~3 mm Number Success  Cumulative
(abut- Time . Failure
of 1mplants rates success rates
ment replica ) ’ (gold Before loading 238 3 98.7%  98.7%
linder) , , ,
cylnder Loading 0~ 1 year 229 3 98. 7% 97. 4%
(gold
Loading 1 ~2 year 226 0 100% 97. 4%
screw )
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Lekholm e 2.3
1.5 62 ) 16 ( 2
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2 91. 1%, 35 20 mm
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Table 3 Number of prostheses & implants for per prosthesis

Implants for per Number of

prosthesis prostheses [6.7]
4 16

16
24
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0.2 mm/
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