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Clinical application of Bioconcept implant system in implant dentures
HUANG Sheng—un, LI Min, HAN Xiao-hut, SHI Yan-kang, ZHANG Shi—=hou, ZHANG Dong-sheng
( Provincial Hospital Affiliated to Shandong University, Jinan 250021 , China)

Abstract: Objective To observe the short-term efficacy and safety of Bioconcept implant system in dental implant .

Methods Fiftyfour patients were selected as subjects. A total of sixty-seven Bioconcept implants were implanted and fol —

lowed up for 6 to 18 months. Clinical effects were evaluated through clinical and imaging examination .

Results Favorable

osseointegration was formed rapidly , and there was no loosening , shedding and adverse host response. There were 2 cases
of peridmplantitis and screw loosing connection between the abutment and porcelain crown respectively . The results were
good after symptomatic treatment. Conclusions Bioconcept implant system has good biocompatibility and primary stabili —

ty. Under strict indication , reasonable treatment procedure and precise crown restoration , the satisfactory clinical results

are obtained.
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