Case Report

ElEEET iR GEZ LSREZOMRINER
{LESEREEI EEEY): RHlEHRS

Maxillary Full Arch Implant Rehabilitation with
Modified Monolithic Zirconia Fixed Dental
Prostheses Utilizing Computer-Guided Implant
Placement and Immediate Loading Protocol : A

Clinical Report

&=#E5F Yu-Fen Huang
AEBER LT HEEER
Department of Prosthodontics
Chi Mei Medical Center, Tainan,
Taiwan

#RE3Z Chih-Wen Cheng
BB LT REEER
Department of Prosthodontics
Chi Mei Medical Center, Tainan,
Taiwan

&= [E#8 Kuo-Ching Huang
AERBBROTREBTERR
Department of Prosthodontics
Chi Mei Medical Center, Tainan,
Taiwan

Corresponding author:

EFES3Z Chih-Wen Cheng

Division of Prosthodontics, Department
of Dentistry Chi Mei Medical Center
No.901, Zhonghua Rd, Yongkang
District, Tainan 71004, Taiwan

Fax: +886-6-282-8928

E-mail: sheenn19@hotmail.com

24 Volume 3, Number 1, 2014

e

E AL BB 7 F R AT 0y o P LR
A & T RAF B & B o A EE K L BB E AL #5 E
ERGLTENEER BT G ELEREEAHFR ° 2 T KD
GFRAE 0y B £ U RAEFF X B - B L HF0) 0 % 7 X R 50
LA EGRAIITE - KFOIHR &7 EHLART
0y & # 2T BT F AL LA AT L
MXHFHRALANIETELEEREY - FALNF ~ F
AT~ &L E IR AIF LLR G R Yy & 18 i 7Y 19 48 72 LLR 28 7t 7
181 A iy 4 R »

BH S Al ‘%’;ﬂﬂ‘éﬁﬁﬂﬂ R ERAILES - LA JE

Abstract

Zirconia has become widely used for crown and fixed dental
prostheses (FDPs), which exhibits superior mechanical
properties compared with other ceramics. However,
fracture of the veneering ceramics is a major complication
for the zirconia-based implant-supported FDPs. Modified
monolithic zirconia has been introduced to reduce porcelain
chipping and to preserve the esthetics. This clinical report
presents a case receiving computer-guided flapless implant
surgery with immediate loading protocol and reconstruction
with modified monolithic zirconia implant-supported
FEDPs in fully edentulous maxilla. The pre-surgical, surgical,
laboratory, prosthetic stages and 4 months follow-up
outcomes are illustrated for complete arch rehabilitation.
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