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Abstract

Clinical study on the contact
loss between implant prostheses

and adjacent teeth

Seung-beom Ryu
School of dentistry

Seoul National University

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate the loss of
contact between implant prostheses and adjacent natural teeth.
Materials and methods: For this study, 30 patients were selected
and investigated for tightness of contact area. and they respond about
subjective discomfort and discomfort grade, the presence or absence
of pain, frequency and onset timing.

Results: Treatment plan should include proper adjacent area between
implant prostheses and adjacent natural teeth, to prevent food
impaction and subject discomfort. and relationship between proper

tightness and subjective discomfort should be considered for patient.

Key words: adjacent teeth, dental implants, food impaction, contact
proximal loss

Student number: 2012-22162
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