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Abstract

In the present, mini dental implants are
applied for supporting or retaining removable
partial denture, especially in patients with a
bone limitation for conventional dental implant
placement. When considering the literature
on the mini dental implant-assisted removable
partial denture, most studies are unclear, particularly
clinical considerations. In an attempt to clarify
these uncertainties, the topic of the biomechanics

of dental implant-assisted removable partial
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denture and clinical considerations have been
summarized and discussed 106 literatures in this

review.

Keywords: mini dental implant, removable par-
tial denture, attachment, biomechanics, clinical

considerations

=~ 1

JJﬂ’NJJ‘Vm"ILL‘LlLl"ZJaﬂﬂi:@ﬂﬂﬂuﬂﬁiﬁﬁwu[ﬂ“ﬂﬂ\ﬂ Misch wuu

11 vi50 WUUN 2 uazsipsiinnunfsuonsza A luLLIAY
uAufoiuiuetetion 6 finfiuns Anugeraonszgnly
wfvethetios 10 dafuns waslefonnidisuoun
dnuiiasfosdinnunnvasnzgniidensaunniiios
pE9tBY 1 TARWAT IINAUADINIZBT NIz TINHY
FthaAasegiodes 0.5 Aadwnas o2
PndsnrwaRamusadn iuiuienls
naegluuy wuhgthedldsumsilsnnifisusmneiia
fignnanuionalaluszduge Insamzodobeanns
fAnw1eg Zygogiannis uazami:® Iduuugounuua:
mMsUazidumelTaouasnsng (visual analog scale)
wuithedldsumsidenafiousnadn 4 @ e
soosuiwfisurotingedAnaisazuuuanufionels
a9 MInanifies ANUALIY URZANNTIBNL B
30882 95.67 94.50 93.33 uar 82.83 AURIAU §IUN1T
TnnifieunadniietisBaiuiisuuidiuaonld
Tuwinsslasuuuazonssinsats Kunavisarut uaz
Kumpirichaya?” 1¢n1suUszifiugasuuusouniy
(OHIP-EDENT questionnaire) WUI1MRI1AYTMUE
freiuifisnusdiunenldfifdnniisusnaidndiy
wuiheiinnudswelasonsldnuiuiionuiesiu
nenldmniy TaswawizegnsdoUsz@nsamnisunies
ATUYNRMNNOTISMBLRz IR laTeuithanasnilesn
WiguowalanegwilasiAgynesan (P=0.012 0.007
uaz 0.024 PURIAY) wena1nil Threeburuth uas
Khongkhunthian"® lfuuuseuaiuuaznsdsaiiuge
Aeemdonsing wunthefisnsanuiowslalusiu

ANUFUIIINMS Ty nsEnRnveHuLis



Py, AT U7 40 aUfi 1 w.A.-1.8. 2562

LU ASMWAISUALAEII N Tundsa Ao Ay
2UALRN pesluBAYMeaiA (p< 0.05)
wadvoeslsAmuioRansannsAnwiliAsaiy
mMsldnafisuamadnsinduiwisnuisdinasn e
Tnemafumdayamedidnnsaiindiomusdonguua:
mwlne Tu Google Scholar fueg1udeaaslne
(Thai journal citation index centre; TCI) RLA Iz Ay
7 2 3uly waz EBSCO host vasuvinensendesiy
IngldmeAt (key words) lunsAumaAe mini dental
implants assisted (support, retained) removable
partial denture, mini implant, conventional implant
ua:z biomechanics of implant sioust A.A. 1969 &
A.A. 2017 wuhiimsAnwiAeidaoed 2072 nmsfnw
NI ATURI AT AT (inclusion criteria)
AounsAnmiliAvitesAuiuiiuuiodiuaonlai
s uEAnIe Ao uLUUASLANTIN NN
Fnarmansresn ALz ufsuusduasala
Fenddsndfiousiy nafeuswngn snfeuwuy
powiiu Audisunoduaenld uazmsgydeiuludes
U1n uwaziinuginistiesn (exclusion criteria) Aon1Y
AnwifeatesAunadfioniildlumeiunnssudaiy
wuhfinsfnwiAeitesed 106 maAnw douandlu
wHuAWT 1 Basemsfnwssaanassliiinnuiaey
TusghufiferdssAuteiarsannendfineeaiion
gadn uazdolifinsfnwlafisnsasgmsldo
NafisngadnINAUAMAsussuaen ba laets
Tau fideudedanuaulafenunudoyaiiisiu
m3ldnafisumadnsiusuiudiouusdiuasnlfa

FOAARBDIAUNANTINNAEATVDITIANLUIUIALRN WRZ

Search (electronic) ———b| 2072 review articles and journals |

® Google Scholar l l
® Thai journal

Inclusion criteria Exclusion criteria

citation index
center

® EBSCO host ®Found 1973 review

articles and journals

®Found 106 review

articles and journals

FUn 1 UWURINSAUM Ty R luUIAIIY

Figure 1 Information map in artcle.

CM Dent J Vol. 40 No. 1 January-April 2019

faRa1sanmuepdaiinlumslinnfisusunadniauay
Auiisnvisiuasale i lunamunwissaunssuatv
il Tnelddayavasnnifisuuuuaoiuiudie ey
toyadmiuiuAuwng lunAmuATIuIY funts uas
ANUENITBITINIY MvuasULuUNM T ouse g
AuisuAuniien MvuaguuuumIsuineesiuiey
vssuanals waznsesnuuuiuiion lun1sanounu
mssnmdthefddsndudedlinnifsusmadniindiy

Auisuugunen e

MNNAANNTINANTNVINALAN
NNIUIYAIUNWAAENTINIINTBNLRzTBIUIN
(Glossary of Oral and Maxillofacial Implants) A.f.
2017%% 1glfeuvesmnifisnoswmdnin 1w
nadeuisfsnniagiianudhduldduidodouas
PumeduRefuTI s LsUUR AL LATvIALEUETY
Audnaefiinndt Tnsenveenuuulvfidnwaiuiu
Y Ae daunanta (abutment) AnAUSIUTIALTILL
Aslunszan (fixture) wino1veonuuuliiianwaiy
2 3u Tnsdundndausneonandiusmiisudsly
nzgnAld Wielfsnoiuiluifissianizma (provisional
prosthesis) vioAufinuvan (definitive prosthesis)
TurninanunsumoiuanssuUszAvg (Glossary of
Prosthodontic terms) atiuit 9 a.a. 20172 15l
feuresnnifienunadnd unnifisufisieduan
FaaAfanuihduldvesidaiboresiomeduiiediu
PABNLUUALAN uAfinsaavadurIuAuAaTg
Tileendn 3 fafwns TruAviANueIasIAWay

quRg

=b.

dnsIMsegsenvassIniiionvnaian
INMINUNIUITTUATIUNUDN TN TaagUan T
N130830ATDIINNLABNTUIALANTINAVA ULTAB LU
faunoaldldodwdaian iesanmsfnmiliAades
AuTINBNIIALENTeE 2 NIANY LAZNUBAIINIG
ags0nvoITINLTBNTUIAEATIANLANAIAY Ta

2)

. .. 2 = o
Kunavisarut 4z Kumpirichaya™® Anwimslisin

WouauiatanNeredanuiieuulssuaenls lu



P, AT U7 40 QUi 1 W.A.-1.8. 2562

2133LATUNLRZIATTIn TR0 TalASULTONUl wui
NAdigLmAEnIsRTIMIeYToATiTzEzIN 6 LB
Fo88: 68.4 UAzaINN1IANEIYeY Threeburuth ua:
Khongkhunthianm) finonusnranusisazesms
lesnifsnswadniierislunissessuuazdnin
Aufisuusdiuaealdvenagiuudalasuuseiud god
fouaz 93.3 M12821A7 6 LADU UAZTZUAINAATBINA
WisAntumnaigaludie 1 Wouusandomailonnifien
InedanuigiesUsunll (primary stability) 909310
Weuiudadedfufidonansnnudsavesnniiou
PWIALEN UAZEATINITOLTOATDITINTIBLLLUATLAY
ImAuAwfisuusdunenliodludisionn: 96.7 fv
100(1 2,25-27)

sumsinwmenafisuuuuasiAniuuldugondingd

Us119n9n13ANegs0nr0sd Uaedle

Aldsumssnwmennifisunnadn Tnesnsmsed
senmasMNfiaNuAfnuazuUUANALFILEAdluAIT
fi 1 usl Christensen”® lénangtheazfinnufionsla
Aofludisuuistivaenlfunnduedofiies Agniosan
diediheldsumsienadfisusunadnsinduiuifiou

Uesunenle

nanFInamansnunsysazilunenedu
aoalanisninansIn
ufisuusdinnenld luninssinsaouuutenagu

lasumssessuanlaseasonan 2 @i Ae AUSTTUIRA

CM Dent J Vol. 40 No. 1 January-April 2019

waziloifousnasumionteduine Weilisennssyh
foflufiouuisdinaenld duiluwiisuaziinisiaiou
pfvuusiusessululsmafiunamedy wutiaels
U593 4 T ieifousadumSenefuiea:
fimswasuudacluuiio 350 89 500 lulasuns lu
vouzfusssuTRvziimaasundaoiios 20 lulasiwng
(29

witin® anlaseasomeldusonssi wudiguiy

Wieunfiifleessusessuaziimsguaalunwifounnnd

30 oA
) WU LUD

Tuudnnfdfusssunisesiu Ellakwa'
fimsmeneaussuaAeniuiisuuisdiuaealdly
dlasesfiosossu azAeliiAnnmsuimdureoiieiie
gauldguiuiion uazenavilundndalaniiosnn

31 = 2 o !
BV feudledgmeaona

wsodindafitAnaniuiion
Verri wazani:®? guunilvilonniion 1 f figw
Wewes1nsslasidduiionuisdiuaeald Wedas
anANULAuinszy AU unsnda Tngeduiedinisile
FATaNUSnamuNEadI8ATIBLTIUALABII AT
nangalianenennuduisulugsnnifieuls wWisy
wioufimsuRsusnwardumvionomumssuunuuy
WA I sz 11 Iiduanwazdumnieninenunis

33 Fousadluzuil 2A. uaz 2B.

(35)

SuuALUUANLLA TIT
uann# Ohkubo wazAnz nuhusnaniledelsfg
Auftsuusiuasaldfidinndfionsiy uasiisnwarzns
FUUATUNIDAIMINATTIUUALVUALIUA T uaz 1T

lasuusonntioannfuisuuIsaINaen lALUUALAL

15199 1 8ATIN1IOLIOAYBITINTIEUULLASANURE TIMNTELYLIAFN

Table 1  Survival rate for conventional and mini dental implants.
Lo . Follow up Survival
Citation Implant Type of prosthesis .
duration rate (%)
Mijiritsky et al.®> conventional RPD 15 years 100
Grossmann et al.?®) conventional RPD 9 months - 10 years 97.1
Mitrani ez al.(1°V conventional RPD 1 to 4 years 100
Kaufmann ez al.?? conventional RPD 12 months - 8 years 96.7
Kunavisarut and .
B 22) Mini RPD 6 months 68.4
Kumpirichaya
Threeburuth and o
(13 Mini RPD 6 months 93.3
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Figure 2B Changing of Kennedy s classification Il to 11l by

implant placement
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Figure 4 Fulcrum line is moved from abutment teeth (4) to

implants (B)
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Figure 8B Selection of artificial teeth on the occlusion in

dental implant assisted removable partial denture.
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