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Immediately placed implant without primary stability: case report and

literature review

Dongkwan Kim, Junglim Choi, Seung-Woo Kim, Kwan-Soo Park

Department of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, Sanggye Paik Hospital, College of Medicine, Inje University, Seoul, Korea

Recently, many clinicians prefer recently to place implant immediately after extraction and patients are satisfied with overall results be-
cause of short period of treatment and brief operating process. For the success of immediate implant placement, the initial stability is
known as one of the most important factors. We experienced the two cases that osseointegration of immediate implant placement was
successful in spite of not having initial stability. The immediate placement was planned on hopeless premolar tooth. Although they could
not have initial stability, the fixtures were inserted into their sockets without conventional drilling procedure. After several weeks, both
abutments were tightened at 30 Ncm and implant prostheses had maintained stable during follow-up period of 20 months and 6 months,
respectively. To be properly considered the anatomy of operative site is the essential prerequisite for a successful outcome of immediate
implantation, even if it could not be gained the primary stability. Further study should be needed to get predictable results. (JOURNAL

OF DENTAL IMPLANT RESEARCH 2016;35(1):17-21)
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Fig. 4. Intraoral photograph taken after Implant placement &
Fig. 1. The initial radiograph of the case 1. GBR of the case 1.

Fig. 2. Intraoral photograph taken after extraction of the case 1. ) .
Fig. 5. Radiograph taken after Implant OP of the case 1.

M Y Bl iR AGEE H‘jL6}giE},(Fi -2, 3) Fig. 6. CBCT view of 7 Months after final restoration delivery of
HHELR A2 5 BT LY1ekd detses 12isld, the case 1.
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Osstem, Seoul, Korea). 7] 2H& ¥& 5 glof A E3= £ 3719 X[ 30 Nem 02 $ALN BHES A4}
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AT USTE SAe} LR Afole] Boll= 20]AlE AlREsHSd AUTh.(Fig. 6, 7)
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Fig. 7. Radiograph of 20 Months after final restoration delivery

of the case 1.

Fig. 10. Intraoral photograph taken after Implant placement &
GBR of the case 2.

Fig. 9. Intraoral photograph taken after extraction of the case 2.

2, W 3 3| S ALKITk(Fig. 8) S Hasfsiol W
xotlo (Fig. 9) 9 St $ASPY, RE W Rl
AR =Y g glo] 4.5x8.5 mme] USTHE(TS3,
Osstem, Seoul, Korea)E 2X|efe] 278 ARslin A E3E
=3} 2 910iT) OZRE 2|9} A|XZ AJo] Eofj= Zo|Al
RAEADE AU CD, T2 ARYSHA] ekotth (Fig. 10, 11)
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Fig. 12. Intraoral Photograph taken after final restoration delivery
of the case 2.

Y2TUE F3o| BEXRE I, XtiFe 30
Nemo2 ] QHC’*q(Flg 12) B8 e1d & F/U 23, 453
YSHUE BHES {AIF5OIH.(Fig. 13)
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Fig. 13. Radiograph of 6 Months after final restoration delivery
of the case 2.
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