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Abstract

Objective: The purposes were to assess the survival rate of dental implants supporting
complete dentures in the mandibular jaw and to assess the satisfaction of elderly patients
participating in the Royal Implant Project at Phrachormklao Hospital, Phetchaburi Province.

Methods: By monitoring the treatment of patients from 2010 to 2022, 40 people were
enrolled. The clinical variables recorded were the bleeding index, gingival index, probing pocket
depth, dissolution of bone from radiographs, implant mobility, implant survival, and patient
satisfaction with implant use. After collecting information, the data were calculated using the
percentage, mean, and standard deviation.

Results: Of total; 16.25 percent had line bleeding; 12.5 percent had moderately gingivitis,
swollen, gloss, and redness; 82.5 percent had probing pocket depth 2—-6 mm; and 20.0 percent with
bone solubility greater than or equal to 50 percent. The survival rate was 96.25 percent. There were
3 implants detached. The overall satisfaction with the implant usage was at a high level (mean =
4.02, SD = 1.091).

Conclusion: Survival rate of an implant used to support complete denture in the lower jaw
in the Royal Implant Program was 96.25 percent at Year 12 and the patients were overall satisfied

at a high level, with an average of 4.02, which is acceptable and in line with other studies.

Keywords: dental implant, survival rate, implant supported complete dentures
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The Survival Rate of Dental Implants in Elderly Patients
in the Royal Dental Implant Project
at Phrachormklao Hospilal
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