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Fig. 1. Panoramic radiographic view and intraoral view in
patient at initial visit
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Fig. 2 Postoperative panoramic radiographic view. Implant Fig.4. Maxillary framework.

fixture installation was performed.




ot2 JI&l BIXIOIA Locator attachmentE 0| &gt & EEHE

X8 WA 5

2

35

# 10mm = 21539}y ek #33, 43 F¢of 4.3 =
10 mm & 2331 thFig.2).

' A
- J
-

-
Fig.5. Denture tooth arrangement.
-

g
Fig.6. Denture tooth arangement.

ot 5 AR 9k Al 222741 9] AHA| G skl
surveyed crowng A 2H8I3lth. JEHEAT 34E F,

%

Ve

(.

Fig.7. Locator attachment connection.



ool S A53o] et 28-S #2191 11, tray resin
& o] &slcustom trayE #128HITE  Green stick
compoundZ ©]€-3t9] border moldingS A &8+ 1
polysulfide S ©|-8-ato] HERV A53ISiTt Wd ¢
ZHE fixture levelZ 534 ¢l healing abutment
FellA 71E 82| 9 Fo A VIS AFsES]
o} AFeke surveyed crown pick up impression A E-3}
GTHFigd). Al 4w X8 A 1E o]slo] 2 Y=
AAFslaL et S ZAE 218k gt trial denture
base$} 31 trial denture baseE Al&ysISIT), $ake]
EXAL GofubA] ok Aote] S AIE A skl
ot FrameworkE] AAE 31 Figd). “detFramwork
A2 & wax rim ©]-8-5ko] $21e] Skg 715 2 T4 9
£ ASsIieE A 1A 7129] AA1eA] 9 ‘Fﬂﬂ
o

o] Agtalrta gheke o} 7| gAfe) 22 17

el E11 2939 Aok ALSiaick Aokl
BFOR PN FUHFigd). NS A

Asto] skt clinical remountmg Al —Ur AEA Q] 9

abutmentE 73 ol] A} tightening®t <, spacer
9} processing cape A2t & rebased resin® 2 9]
o AZsIT}. 715821 black processing males 12
aflom A2k A v 929 A1 HgAe] S
© A& gkl O}Oi‘jr(Flg 7). 27 5 A sisla
S o4 glo] male part weksHA] itk 1 %
37H% A4 AlEgss o dA| 6702 73 2 7kA| AlEY

AZHEE o] 43 WAX B} 7]+ 329 A3}
S Ueh= 2102 HusuA B FAoks A 5k
W o & Al AR E A Stk AR 2E F5
7} = 9ol B AERE o] Brbse A4
o, E=5t AAIAQ o= F3teh QJEE A8t 2t
5 Aolle YEUVE AA YA BAEC] 2857
T oAl HaL 7] HAA Y] FHY AEHE F4)
OA| 2 58 Hte] §ltk

2 S|z Aeto] AX| 9} Al 1745k P Ft Fx]of
07 F49R] P9 EEo] ARSItk Aot X
o A FE Qlate] x| E o] get Az AAE o
ofof An| Al AFE A& 5 glglom, FAN- A&
EZ 2518l Sl Zol4] 59 & Sulse] d st
GOt FARES] S0 d%ﬂ Hezhal A2l APg o
E #Hhstow ARsP|E daloly] wzoltt. spAt =
22|z 75 Aol ZAAA RG] A A5 7 2Jopi-9)
o) AA 58 Aol = Qlsto] sldah= FA7E LAyt
2 59 A4S 25 A 2] BHE SHFeR
)% €] 3]o] Yol 7hsAJe] o o] & Qlste] 94|
9] QPgAdo] ol Ao R ALREGIrh B ShaHro]

FEIAF RO 713 AR A2 T
7H A g egitk TE A 8 B4 QoA
PN} g 07k shtel afdnle) @ 4+ gk 5

ATk s RS AAT 0 24 Wt HAke 4]
ol Agto] A2 = I, o] g ofe|7hA] e
s A ES alldsh] flete] e wd Sl 1-2
MAPERES A7lste] FAA7} JEHEES Il
St ek AlRES Sgltk F7H Rl dEET}
A 9] FAH I} S TUAE T 3low AFARl
A5 VERTEY Ik, B FElelA & Aot 95
S 9} A 14874 F-9)o] JEIJES AHsta 7))
A5 AFsto] o] AFHES BAE AL A sk
o}, 5ot 5ol AAAE A E 79 A F-9lel
) A% T ASUE VE ol g3 743 97|



ot BB PRI of0t 2T FX| ok T} ZAIOIA Locator attachmentE 0|8+ Y EEIE RAE H7H0|X| +5 Fd 37

2 20024 Mcgill Consensus

ﬂ%Lﬂ]%f%HJ‘EQEEM

ol oM
[e3 _10
5
vy
-
E

_,d
1=
4o ¢

-3
o

ol

ol

42

o 18
[l
[m
o
®
o
A=)
=
1o
me
o
r_):l_l‘
;L
2
\%
ox,
o]-J
2

N
>

7|7

(gl
(it
(o]

) St 5 7191 9

ﬂui FE3I -E~ o i
Al 75 ee ARESFITE 2005
AR JERE IR A 9 1
O] 7Hw°ﬂ 7]atar glrkar o]

e 2 oo
it
|
i
o
Hmt
puj
b
o
1o,
N
1o
ﬁ
R
rO
o
oX,

o i !
N
N
R

m
ot Y

o
[0

o
olf
flo
ox

o

oﬂ,i—‘

[
AN Ho e
=
Eﬁi

ox, 2L
=

ro, 1%
JZi

]
=
ol
L JR
o ow'

2
N ol

O
=
ofr
( E l"lO

X
o
oo
%
o0,
JW
ox
=
of
=
?1_',

=4
o

o

of
ob
2
=
_O|L
X
=

o]

>}L
rlo

& oheba A4 }
akiet?. 2008
sel wioluh
Sk, WA %
o} 3 Xob o 43
wio] AE FweA
£p, QERE s7helA)e) wEepel
e ol glesd AR Btk o
d= TAlBk=7Hol wkeh eAb7) 28] Adejstojof o
Ak zlol e, 2 Fe9] 29 AXEE Fo)]
8Lzl0] X|o}= AREEPHA L AldskAel
& 123 % gl WY FILTS FIah
= SH|9] ks et AR o] A S al st
sjof 37140l % 79 JEAES AR5, Sl
d= SHA717] flsked 7 7o
UERERELTER T
o), 902 27159l FARE A3
J

¥0 of
o do

k:l
Horet
o
inj
re
-
N
iniz
fo
o,
)
=

m
ofr
ki
o
i
o2,
ofl
=4
o
©
T
of
-z

o,
J

w2 |

i ﬁn =
of.
to
=
o
3
)
ro
N
N
rlr
%
(Sl

\11
o
o
o
oo
<
o
i

o Mt
XN
Jo
k1
S
o
o

= N

ox, ©
=N
ol
o R
~N

=

)

m
do f r2 oo % off

¢

n
11.
2
E 2

(

W)
o o
o T
d
2o

4
it

A

[m Lo
=l
]
-0,
o_>r‘.

fj :{ﬁ

>
r:i o

=
]\%6‘]—0 vl

).

1o g 1o Ho
AL

mh:AL

[e2

2

oM,
£
i
iy

’
e R

_0|L
£l
El
k
2
o2
ok,
5
o et

ot &, tle
o o

I

!

~N
=
b
o
DA 1)
>
g
i
rE
2
ot
rlr
o2
[1
ﬂlﬂ'f iy
S

b >
f
S
o

FHlE Aot -2 Ao, shet el Ao} Ehatel|A]
ool 27)¢] YZFES) 2719) AR Surveyed Cr.

oG8 YBAE 449 3IO)A F5-L melelglo.

af o> rix

m, sfete] 27 UEHES ]85 UEHE 747 1]7N
A -5 Fate] A9 P E AEE etk
gete] YERHEZFRPDE| S witel] o3t S]3EA
o thgt A Q1 s Mo] HA| = ANk sleto] A&
E & 0]-&3) Overdenturedf= 23t #A1E 13}
W& 7AYol T 5 Aol A 2 S 2
o] Zotell B0 = 374 Ao} olsl woke 7, WAl s}
1 FYA| 2 28] kil X|olE FREAIZ RPDE 118
Alol] 2] 2] ZA el tfgt s AR 02 JETHE MRS
B e R A A R o= e A B L e e
25 Q1 A 77} o] Fojzjok sk
REFERENCES

1. Chikunov |, Doan P, Vahidi F. Implant-Retained
Partial Overdenture with Resilient Attachments. J
Prosthodont 2008;17:141-8.

2. Woastmann B, Budtz-Jorgensen E, Jepson N et d.
Indication for removable partial dentures: A Literature
Review. Int J Prosthodontics 2005;18:139-145.

3. Wyatt CC. The effect of prosthodontic treatment
on aveolar boneloss areview of the literature. J Prosthet
Dent 1998;80:362-6.

4. Wagner B, Kern M. Implants in Conjunction With
Removable Partid Dentures: A literature review. Clin
Oral Investig 2000;4:74-80.

5. Giffin KM. Solving the distal extension removable
partial denture base movement dilemma: a clinical
report. J Prosthet Dent 1996;76:347-9.

6. Mitrani R, Brudvik JS, Phillips KM. Posterior
implants for distal extension removable prostheses:
A retrospective study. Int J Periodontics Restorative
Dent 2003;23:353-9.

7. Mitrani R, Brudvik JS, Phillips KM. Posterior
implants for distal extension removable prostheses: a
retrogpective study. Int J Periodontics Restorative Dent.
2003;23:353-9.



38 S, JHE, ZEfd, BEE, 2 X, 288, ZolE, 282, 4EY, 4FY,

8. Ohkubo C, Kobayashi M, Suzuki Y, Hosoi T. Effect
of implant support on distal-extension removable par-
tial dentures: in vivo assessment. Int JOral Maxillofac
Implants 2008;23:1095-101.

9. Feine JS. The McGill consensus statment on
overdentures. Mandibular two-implant overdentures
asfirst choice standart of care for edentulous patient.
Int JOral Maxillofac Implants 2002;17:24-25.

10. Farmer JB, Connelly ME. Pdaedess dentures. help
for the gagging patient. J Prosthet Dent 1984; 52:691-4.
11. Kim Y, Oh TJ, Misch CE, Wang HL. Occlusa
considerations in implant therapy: clinical guidelines
with biomechanica rationde. Clin Ora Implants Res
2005;16:26-35.

12. Aarts M, Payne AG, Thomson WM. Patients’
evaluation of two occlusal schemes for implant over-
dentures. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res. 2008;10: 140-
56.

13. Heydecke G, Akkad AS, Wolkewitz M, Vogeler
M, Turp JC, Strub JR. Pdtient ratings of chewing ability
from arandomised crossover trid: lingualized vs. first
premolar/canine-guided occlusion for complete den-
tures. Gerodontology 2007;24:77-86.

14. Peroz |, Leuenberg A, Haustein |, Lange KP.
Comparison between balanced occlusion and canine
guidance in complete denture wearers-a clinical,
randomized trial. Quintessence Int 2003;34:607-12.
15. Khamis MM, Zaki HS, Rudy TE.A comparison of
the effect of different occlusal forms in mandibular
implant overdentures. J Prosthet Dent 1998;79:422-9.
16. Feine JS, de Grandmont P, Boudrias P, Brien N,
LaMarche C, Tache R, et a. Within-subject compari-
sons of implant-supported mandibular prostheses:
choice of prosthesis. J Dent Res 1994;73:1105-11.



Aot 22 PR o] 5o 2HM BR[|k JHE BIXIOA Locator attachmentE 0| &8t I EEHE RA|E LI/9A 5 Z& 39

The implant retained partial overdenture and implant retained
overdenture using Locator®attachment; Case report

Jin-Hyuk Bae?, Hyun-Chang Lim?, Tae-Won Kim?, Jung-Chul Park?,
Jee-Hwan Kim?, Sung-Tae Kim* ,Ui-Won Jung?, Jung-Ho Youn?, Young-Bum Park?,
Chang-Sung Kim?, June-Sung Shim?, Seong-Ho Choi? , Hong-Seok Moon*
‘Department of Prosthodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University
Department of Periodontology, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

The treatment methods of the partial edentulous patients are fixed partial denture, removable partial denture and implant supported
fixed partial denture. Many physicians select implant fixed partial denture in a lot of partial edentulous cases base on its stable
success rate. However this method cannot apply to al cases because of various reasons. so the removable partial denture is still
used method.

But removable partial denture has the rotation problem because of supporting ability difference between tissue and tooth. This
problem causes malfunction and uncomfortable denture. Moreover, there are opinions that removable partial denture indicate
continuous avelolar bone resorption. Removable partial denture cannot apply in patients who have severe gag reflex. To solve
these problems, several dentists attempted additional implantations on partial edentulous area and overdenture designs. Additional
implantations have increased retention and stability of denture and produced successful results.

Using implant to overcome problem of complete denture is more common than removable patiral denture. According to the 2002
McGill Consensus, recommendation about a full edentulous patient was the implant retained overdenture using two implants on
the mandible.

This clinical report describes the treatment of a patient with these prosthetic solutions. [THE JOURNAL OF THE KOREAN
ACADEMY OF IMPLANT DENTISTRY 2010;29(2):33-39]

Key words : Attachment, complete denture, fully edentulous patient, partially edentulous patient, removable partial denture

implant retained overdenture



