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Abstract : Titanium is widely used for implants in the field of dentistry because of its good
mechanical strength, stability, and compatibility with bone. There have been various reports on
edentulous patients being treated with oral implants to recover their masticatory and
stomatognathic functions. This report describes about cases of implant treatment and questionaire
concerning the evaluation of implants in Implant Center at Iwate Medical University. All
osseointegrated implants regained masticatory function by wearing upperstructures. Clinically,
good outcome were obtained with all cases. According to questionaire concerning food intake, all
patients were able to intake all foods on the food list after oral implant treatment.
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The cases of osseointegrated implants in Implant Center.
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Fig. 1. Case 1

surgery

Fig. 2. Case 1 :
surgery

: Intraoral view after 1 st stage
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Fig. 3. Case 1 : Dental radiography after 2 nd stage surgery
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Fig. 4. Case 1 :Intraoral view after treatment
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Fig. 6. Case 2 : Intraoral view after 2nd stage
surgery

Fig. 7. Case 2 :Implamt-supported P rosthesis

Fig. 8. Case 2 : Dental radiography after implant treatment
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Fig. 9. Case 3 :Panoramic radiograph before treatment
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Fig. 10. Case 3 : Panoramic radiograph after 2 nd stage surgery
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Fig. 12. Case 3 :Intraoral view after treatment
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Table 1. List of food intake questionnaire

Group I : pudding, banana, (boiled) cabbage, (boiled) carrot,
(boiled) taro, tuna sashimi, (boiled) onion

Group Il : strawberry, ham, (boiled) chicken, boiled fish paste,
konnyaku, sea tangle boiled down in soy, (raw) cucumber

Group I : (flied) chicken, flied rice cracker, (roast) chicken,
apple, (pickled) eggplant, (boiled) meat, (raw) cabbage

Group IV : (roast) pork, rakkyou, (pickled) Japanese radish, rice-cake cube,
peanut, (raw) squid sashimi, pork cutlet

Group V : (raw) carrot, (old picked) Japanese radish, jellyfish,
pickled octopus in vinegar, (raw) trepang, (raw) awabi, dried cuttlefish

(From Hirai, et al : Maxillofacial Prosthet. 19 : 42-52, 1996.)

Table 2. Evaluations of masticatory function by food intake questionnaire method

Before implant treatment

After implant treatment

Case 1 group I ~H possible
group IV~V (difficult

Case 2 group I, I possible
group II, IV difficult
group V impossible

Case 3 group I, I possible
group II~V difficult

group I ~V possible
(all food of list)

group I~V possible
(all food of list)

group I~V possible
(all food of list)
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