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O ABSTRACT O

The current research compared local radial density values around zirconia with local
radial density values around the normal tooth next to the implant using digital images to
assess the validity of bone support for these implants. The research sample consisted of 25
locally produced 1ZIs installed into the jaws of patients aged 20-55, attending the Dental
Implant Clinic in Tishreen University, and used for fixed prosthetic for at least one year.
An X-Ray portable camera performed radiology. Images were processed with the EZ- Dent
software. The radial density of the bone surrounding each implant was measured at the
cortical bone, at the middle of the implant and at the apex, (1 mm) away from the implant
surface and around the tooth near each implant at the same three points. Results were
arranged in a table, and statistically analyzed by SPSS program showing that the density
values around the zirconia are higher than those around the adjacent tooth at the three
regions. 1ZI implants used in this study were important in the good distribution of stresses
within the bone, stimulated the reconstruction and formation of the surrounding bone, and
thus increased the bone support of the implant and prosthetics.

Key words: Radial bone density, Digital Radiography, Dental implants.

" Professor of Implantology, Department of Prosthetic Dentistry, Tishreen University, Lattakia, Syria
™ Phd. Student, Department of Prosthetic Dentistry, Tishreen University, Lattakia, Syria

96




Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

s gy dasial)
V) ol Al dle b Lela 150 canly 5 giall alaal) ABS 5 dalgiall el alaall aas o (e a2 e
35n5 ety Bone Quality alaall de s g o3l il 3 Load Lla 150 (lealy 43U JJaall de g o
4wy gy (BMD)BONE Mineral Densityaall 2868 Wi ¢ anlil) 5 aidul) ahall ) gl alaall
(Misch 2008-Traini; et al 2007).435 4 dpaeall Z3LY) S5as Aty abiall (aea
— Misch2005) i 25 (uliy Lo die dsmge sadll g3l dle an l@liley alaall ZEUS 0@ )
coaball Jeall ol Gulaa) DA (e aad Ky alaall BES 8 Misch sy ¢(Turkyilmaz 2008
Leladll jpall audl DA o g (G e JUL say calaall 55ld i 3 _addll Jelall e adiny 2ag
Glaiall Uasl) cVlaa) ediny ¢ J<0 e ledll sypall e salall A Conat (Saall (o Cu
LA Jss sl Ayl e ledll aall L eladll el Sles sasay Uadll Sl 8§ sl Jalally
dila) . Gl el A0S aa5 Lo Wle Lulall 4dil) miliall o Dla adaal) 480 aad 8 5ade
Aeledll eall oda DA e byl (Ko ¥ D3 abaall LS Y D2 alaall 486 L) culyunll of )
O Sun Al Lkl Lagady Lkl Geledll jpall BA e Sl 3y alaall G5 yaat (Sayg
Sle iz (i Lbis |ysa oy COMPUTERED TOMOGRAPHY(CT) Caspnall aakall sl
saag) CT I e o8y a1 Juy S5 a5 260.000 o s5a3 CT Ayysma 8y5m IS5 aueall Jshall ol
clel B g3 il S LIS el CT ) oIS LS ale IS5 Jusall Jals Al Z86S, (3laie (aliusisla
day 200 ke ekiis cae 0.5 Go Ji aed) @b oLV sl Ayl Hpall Cilawle adge aplaivgg
osall e Misch 1 dadaell 286SH Caial i ey + oSl s S e ac by Las galo)ll osll)
Monsour et al 2008—-Beer et al 2003-Lee "aldwisy Clang " (10 deganar ledayy DA (e &g CT
:(et al 2007)
3355 1250 (o SV aill 3815 D1 alaal) 43U o
5355 1250 ) 850 (e D2 alaall 43S o
333,850 1) 350 (e D3 alaall 43S
3an5 150 o il D4 alasl) Z3ES <
@A) sl U ddla) ) Lo ladll jpally 45560 42V (g dlle deja ollam 4550 o2 o V)
sl il L (Diniz et al 2008) jsall (e gl 13g] Laiyall Cadlall e Smb dpsaa) pualiall 4
Ails e pypall jelii Cus (Kullendorff et al 1997) 1987 ale linl) caba Jlawe 3 5yl 3yl
LiCay (Khocht et al 2003-Vander 2005) (sl Jalsry pln ¥ il Al 44 cilay s
(e Ao giia gaby Jpeall dallaa oha) Gy Laall apaall ) Glapnill (s At ZueS Qi (e diykall 028
Al 50y M5 0 ymal Cpanlly e bal) Alpass gy ST Lglaal (35l il dimgis Bypeall Saa Jann (DA
anfiy Lagh suaa lisi pelat 3 My . (Vander 2005 —Farman et al 2008) jsall s3] dpanaiall
celinS Lo bedl) dalaall AHUSH Lpnae oy Lag s e 50l gl Copels G 21 alaal) 2601 48y i
o3 (o DUaily dlem dusgyrall Cileyill alaall aeall laie 23a3 olall AUS o liel; (EZ DENT)

97



ALY oy sy ey Jsa A gal) Lo bedil) dpalaall ZEUSH o8 43)lae Auhdll 038 Caon (5S) Clidandl
pel e apil @llyg )l Hpall danlsy de )30 jslaall andall Gull Joa dpniasall dpeladll dpalaall
Lo 3l o3 alaall
LAS L) byl
ichle sane IO 8 dpalaal) AUSN Caiaty 21970 sl A 05Dy Linkow L. o6 —
@obiia BalAll e sSh alaall e JBW) el s il Canall (e Apedaal) 2l =
Bsha el Clgad e 2aY)
Jily July €T G 1 lgad <l Al Ay 4l alaall 2] Caiial) (e dadaall Gl =
) Caiall s Lee Luilas
Cligill G alaall iy Aide 53 leld aag clll Giiall e dpalaall ) =
Jgalaall
abe Leg agms g el i Ve ) dudedl byl 8 cplal Al cluhal) e aaell Sl
(D2Canall) sam alie A dgng e Wild (D3-D4 (il 3) diwan
ASal) bl ge Hhill iy dpalaall LESH (e g )5 dxg)i(Misch) - 58) 21988 aladl i -
(ol alaal) AALS V) dajally saD1 gsill ¢ il illy gyl alaall Lppemall (ailiasll ) Taliind,
A D4 ol aylp alac s 488 45008 eyl 41 D3 ¢ aulill alaal) ae 435k 43,08 dida 4l alieD2
oo il aliall aaa JalS e a1 o Gl alaal 55 L 438 de il S0 el qile
st plall Cinagisale a5 D5 alaally et (Say ol anaiy 5l i (gl alaal) Ll e )3l
JsSsigoll (i 35 i) o5 dni g sill (g ey ol 5ae & DT 3gag MisCh LaaYs Ll
cabaall Ao il e @l g ¢ dagailly alal)
glil 2003 ol Beer et al X, 1981, Adell et al 4dld, Jadl 1 s g -
LalY) Gl 8 %10 o el 2l s @llin ol Lpulill Lahal) Glagialy aball el
(ostall il 8 el ae Ll JJadl Gl oy
GUS apay e W44 & s agas 19915 Jaffen R.A &Berman C.L LaYy -
dalall e Al Alajall 8 Al ald) Qi) Vs aliee ilS G gelall Glall 8 ddmas dalac
) @bl g5l e alaall & Chaa 3 agiludyy Jaky AL £l AV s e (00 %55 das culS 8
(o
il & eyl Jad e %50-35 ok 2007 ale adleyy Kravitz N.D 1 duly ey -
N AL alaal) 28BS Cannsy Gaany adl) (e Ak
%10J5 45D3 D2 alaall 8 cle )yl 16 300 8 D) 3985 2005 ale Misch -
& Al Jadll eVl alaes il G dign dyadie A0S gag die %22 L) CulS s
Gy olall Glal) (e Aglall Gl 8 8 eV gppud) Jaill s o) JAaball (e 4l dla )
Aey3l o3a adgey Bl Ae )3l ol sae skl (d Gld e Sl L5y sdia) e S

98



Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 231l (2) alaall Laiall o slall @ (u sh yla daals Aas

do o deseas A QS AV (e %66 35a5 1991 leFri Berg et al LY -
plaall 2B Y We o3l btiall gyl aal) (ghags -gplal) plaall 3gmr (golal) Glill b de)3)
L) pdge s 435S e S
Js Agebiall WY 3aa5 8 520 CT bysa o 2008 bl o3dlesTurkyilmaz s -
Tla 8 5aS Laal iy (535 dep3ll Y iy i gall Apalial) ZEESY (n 3D 3a5 Aoy
cggstad) A Lgia Juadl o) il 8 ()6 ale IS plaal) A i oy Al )30
Materials and Methods : 3ikallg Jlgall
e 4SSl M) arad e giaall dlae 1Z1 455855 e )3 25 Gl A cilad i) Aie
28 oampall (e degene @lsS8 A S can 12710 Wishls an 4-3 (Uil =) 5aaly dadad il
Sl omns 0 Amala QLY (il A0S 8 AN iyl ad xalie (g (L 55-25) G aslec]
R e saaly A e L ganll it Lgaladiin
s lglg 3 gall
Lokl ae 4-3 (ol ~ 5 sanlsl) dadadll cld piall Llas 1Z1 45555 4e)) 25 =
a 12-10
(1) J8s puall 4,8 X-Ray Portable gg (e 1ywlS =
(1) 5 (2) d8a e paladl alidlly Dualsll (g eall il 1yalSlly (3850 Jals
Lasd) e hp gs s
sl Slea ge Gyl EZ Dent iy

(=TI Cssic

Good 1 nat Enough  Experience more

W galdll alilly X-ray portable |pals cuw (1) Jddl)

Dl eyl Aeladd) ) pual) (i (3) Js GalAl) ALl cufil ghall Jalall ( (2) JS&
X-ray portable

77



Lua s 1Z] e 55 Jsn Apaland) 20U il 45 Jlie G adi Ausd 50

—10 Lellshly pe 4=3 o UayUsil =55 saal gl Aadadll i sl Agdas 1Z] 25855 dey) 25 65 &
Gley) 4 odiliad) 2l IV capnll e ey 19 s &8 Y cpimpall o 23 g caa 12
L 35 (Odasbell Loyl Q) AalaY) dsbiall & (e ¢pfslal) Ailly (JSY) sl e
saalgl) Lalyall Ala el

& cua (X-Ray Portable) g5 1ulS dlanls dLlS Loxtiall ciley)ll deledll jsall il &
+(3) IS5 bl e Biye dalas Adauslsy Galad) il (g L 2l s

oseal) Bain 235 gl lea we iyl EZ Dent gmaliyy gl g3l Cogulall ) seal) culis
B e e JSplie pals Cile e

deppl) Chsiia by (gydl) aliall die Bl D L de)) JS) bl aliall Lo ledl) EESY (ul8
o I Ay e QL) oSa Akl il Ay Aol s G (e 2-1) aa ey 33 e
T O Al aa) (355 SO Ll s die de)y IS pslaal) Gl Jsa Apalaal) AESH L8
(4) IS Sl galipal) sy (e 2-1) ooud

s — PATIENT ACQUISTTION NSULT
EZDent-1 § O 4 " [@® -

Gigalall ) jgeall Ji5 g EZ-Dent galiy 3 ABUS) (uld iy b oo (4) S

100

: (&hal)



Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

(1) dson Wilian) Leiuh il Joan e miliil) gy 2geilidl)
ostaal) ) Jgag As3l Jsa Apalinl) ABUSY (b il G (1) Jgaad

slaall Cpuall Jga 4L de )3l Jea 2
s U dsn | el Caie | (gl plaall | 550 Jpa | sl Cusiia | gyl alaal
159 155 115 176 178 145 1
141 123 102 140 120 90 2
169 162 127 198 183 155 3
148 141 109 167 161 122 4
145 160 127 186 178 160 5
145 160 127 188 190 150 6
145 160 127 193 196 152 7
120 142 130 145 164 132 8
120 142 130 171 183 145 9
140 136 100 143 162 127 10
183 165 133 192 171 143 11
164 156 124 162 180 141 12
164 156 124 154 123 90 13
164 156 124 153 142 86 14
162 146 86 157 172 104 15
162 146 86 146 156 118 16
162 146 86 155 176 123 17
160 138 81 145 112 83 18
160 138 81 176 142 86 19
160 138 81 188 170 111 20
161 143 74 164 148 112 21
161 143 74 173 151 85 22
161 143 74 160 172 122 23
137 102 62 150 124 85 24
137 102 62 174 151 105 25

101



Lua s 1Z] e 55 Jsn Apaland) 20U il 45 Jlie G adi Ausd 50

Agilaay) Ll
O OURY) S e ClEA) dla IS 1Y Le A i) Slanyl LEAY) Guls
Agly JSET st By il ite s 2Ed Totest LAl Jadinl & Gun ENE) e sendd

-

AL gana
Tl ) Jsag :\.GJJS\ Jdsa @)ﬁﬂ\ ?M\ gﬁ 43t ﬁé G'ul:u :\.ubé
oslaall Gl Jeag dsy 3 Jea g Al M\@W! 43y HLM\ Chaiall Ciuagh Gan (2) Jgaad)

sl alaall N Mean Std. Std.Error Mean
Deviation
iey3) Joa 25 118.88 25.584 5.117
slad) oudl Jsa 25 101.84 24.448 4.89
plialls Aalil) ABUSY) asb o gia
é)d'&l\
140 118.88
120 101.84
100
., 1
ie ) Dskae G

(8 abially Ailwial) Lpalinl) ABUSY a baungial bl Jabidall (s (5) A, JSi

s aidall Cpu ABMal) L)
o)yl om le il alaally Lalall AUSH angie el Gn dpass (op dam Y casdl Ll
Bystaall Gadls 435530
Apden (b g rdlad) Ll
Independent Samples Test (jaléi (el T-Student Ll o 6
L ganal) b (g alinll dpalinl) ABUSY 2B B bl @ilid cpw (3)ad; Jsa

8 Llaall | Leven's test for T — test for Equality of Means
equality of
variances
F Sig. t df | Sig.(2- Mean | Std.Error 95%confidence
tailed) | difference | Difference | interval of the
Diffence
Lower Upper
ubbi\j-.' 0.08 | 0.930 | 2.408 48 | 0.020 17.040 7.077 | 2.810 | 31.270
el
Aslaie
o=l il 0.08 | 0.930 | 2.408 | 47.901 | 0.020 17.040 2.809 | 2.209 | 31.271
o )
Asbuda

102



Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

aglaall ual) Jgag Aol Jsa ) Ciuatiia 8 ABUSY o8 il A

sotaal) ol Aol Jga jial) laaila b Lpalial) ZBESY oy Alliall cilpiial) cinagi Cum (4) A3 Jsta

Gep3) onle Jal Coosties Aaldl) GHESH Jausie el Om pss (33 dam Y amll Auag

Dl Caatia N Mean Std. Std. Error Mean
Deviation
ey des 25 160.20 22.937 4587
sl ol s 25 143.96 16.149 3.230
Al Cuaitey Adlatial) 48US)) ad Jauigia
170
160.2
160
150 143.96
H
130
de ) B ECYW

stal) Ciaaiiay Ailaiall Apalinl) ZBESH b hacugial (ibul) abadall (6 o) JSii

Apasa (o5 ans rdbad) duadl
Independent Samples Test (yiliie (el Cipgin Hlidl a8

skl Gully 58,31

O ganall G Jdad) cluatia B Aalzal) A3UQY ad ‘_,a Coll) gl C (5)pd Joan

e Levene's Test
2l for Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
F Sig. t df Sig. (2- Mean Std. Error 95% Confidence
tailed) | Difference | Difference Interval of the
Difference
Lower Upper
oaldh | 4668 | .036 | 2.895 48 .006 16.240 5.610 4.960 27.520
)
oaly®h | 4668 | .036 | 2.895 | 43.101 .006 16.240 5.610 4.927 27.553
il
g3
dyslada

103




Lua s 1Z] e 55 Jsn Apaland) 20U il 45 Jlie G adi Ausd 50

oglaadl Gl Joag de 3l Jga g Al ddlaia gﬂ PRI ad il d)y
sl ol Jgag A3l Jsn 5,0 Adata (B Aadial) ABUSY ady GG il Cisagh o (6) Jsis

sy, ddhia | N Mean Std. Std. Error Mean
Deviation
de )M des 25 166.24 17.617 3.523
s ) Jsa 25 153.20 14.939 2.988

5oL Jsn ABLSY a8 Jacigia

180 166.24
160 153.2
140

dey) Dskaa (s

5920 Ahaiey Akwiall dpalial) ABUSH af Jauusial il abdall ( (7) Ay JSi

mdls 2530 Aoyl cabe 531 om BN Jlagia Jlad o Appos (ad as Y taal) D
Byglaall
Apass (358 dag rAlad) dpadl)
Independent Samples Test (yilitie iitel G i HLoAl a5
Ofi ganall (B9 ) Alhaia B Apalial) ABUSY o B culal) @il Cp (7)ad) Jota

Levene's t-test for Equality of Means
Test for
dse Equality of
59l Variances
F Sig. t df Sig. Mean Std. Error 95% Confidence
(2- Differen Differenc Interval of the
tailed) ce e Difference
Lowe Upper
r
o=l il 1.23 | .272 2.823 48 .007 13.040 4.620 3.752 | 22.328
ladall 6
4 gluia
ol il 272 | 2.823 46.751 .007 13.040 4.620 3.745 | 22.335
lll
e
Aglaia

e 30 Apuailly (B9 Jsng i) Cleaiiag (gl abiall) cillaengiall (e A sn G 2253 b

do30 o DAY (bl (3hlia B ABUCY af Jagia O (8) ) Js2a

sl Mean N Std. Deviation
sl alaall 118.88 25 25.584
D3l aatic 160.20 25 22.937
59 Ja 166.24 25 17.617
Total 148.44 75 30.537

104




Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

200 160.2 166.24

150 118.88
100
50 I
0

Lﬁ)‘ﬁl‘(’k’d‘ Dlall Caatie 3, I

sy Jsa B QalEl (hlia b Lalinl) ABESH o3 cillagial bl Bhadal) (i (8) b JS4

Aoyl Jga BN 3hlial) & 4K b claugia G ANOA Ll milis ¢ (9) ad) Joss

Sum of df Mean Square F Sig.
Squares
Between 33223.280 2 16611.640 33.425 .000
Groups
Within Groups 35783.200 72 496.989
Total 69006.480 74

9 opall Apailly (3oLl Jgag dad) ciualiiag g pddl) aliall) cllagiall g dpasa B9 229 Jo
ol Joa EDUN (bl (3hlia b ABUSY ad Jauigia Cp (10) pd) Jin

Ul Mean N Std. Deviation
(s _pl) alaal) 101.84 25 24.448
Dl Caatia 143.96 25 16.149
550 Jsa 153.20 25 14.939
Total 133.00 75 29.279

el aldd) Ja giall

200
143.96 153.2

150 101.84
100

L;Jﬁnﬂ\?bﬂ\ )A;.“A_LALA Sj)ﬂ\d);

Lomd) Joa OGN (uldl) ghalia B dpaliel) ABUSY ol Cillasgial Al ahadal) cp (9) Ad) JS

105



Aeg3l Jsa OGN (ghlial) & AU ab cillagie 2ANOVA JLEa) il g (11) 4 Jga

Sum of Df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Between Groups 37477.680 2 18738.840 51.971 .000
Within Groups 25960.320 72 360.560
Total 63438.000 74

-

PRI
AN a8 an cAuliall BSH o8 3 Ghsiall Canag ans (1) ) Jsand) (8 Al il ) lailly
aliall DN Bhlidl & o)l sladll anhall Gud) s lgie el 1Z1 358550 cley3l Jsa Gaalaal
e 3l o3ed Biae 2x3 0205 ¢(6) ad) Joaa 35 M) Adhaiag o(4) by Jsin A Caaltiag ¢(2)ad) Jsan (gl
g U Gkl L (7-6-5) Asball JKEYL EDEN Shliadl L al) clhugie (g Gl g & 85
:ol and DN skl SAIndependent Samples Test (yiliiue (il
oaiy Gl 0.05 ANV (ssise dad (e yrual sa5 Sig(p) = 0.02 ANV Jlaal ded -
dalall GBSl augie (S Gn e @8 dam Je8 () bl Dl Jiliy aaall A
GA Gl IeY) e LiSay 3 aY) Byslaall cpudlly Zioy30) Ao 3l (e IS o L (o) plaally
{(3) 6 Jsan Lslaall il aldl) Jansgiall g ST OIS Ao 3l aldd) Jangial) o liiel
oy A 0.05 ANA i dad o sraal s Sig(P) = 0.006 AN Jlasl ded ~
dalal) BN augie Jed Gn o @8 s J68 A ALl dpaill Jiis aaal) A
Tassiall of Sliel ey @il @l ) 8yslaall cpudls 5530 Aoy (e IS e L3a) Cauaiiag
(5) 6B I slaall s alall Lavigiall (e ST OIS Aol alal)
oy N 0.05 ANV s dad (e sl a5 sig(p) = 0.007 AN Jlas) ded -
Lo 5,0 Jon 8BS lansie e G (g9 (38 dsas o8 (A Alad) A @l Jisg paall dpia b
Tossaall o Jliely dl) @lly Dsie) e WiSay 3 5aY) 3yslaall cpuls 25530 el (g S o
(7)e) Jsax Lslaall uadls palall o gial) e ST IS Aol el
EDEN 3haliall b eyl Jss Agalaall ZEUSY a8 Clangie (o dpags g lilia S 1)) Lo ddjedl
@l (8) o) JSally Lol Aliaally ¢(8) o) Jyaally daimpall (3903 Jsmy il Cauitig (g2l olaal)
AN ssise o yraalsig (P) AVl Jloal ded cul€s A clhawgal oo GUEIANOVA gl el
L haliall 8 Al (et Led Dllaugiall G Ao (3558 s Ml ¢(9) dsaa 0.05
ALY o laagia Gm Appsa By dlia IS 1Y) L ddyeal ¢ulill ANOVA lial gpkiiy Liad el
(W Jsms il Caaiiay (gydil) alaall) EDEN llidl b ¢de )il jsladd) aplall udl Jss dualaal
G (o al SIg AN (i) Gad culS ((9) ) Jall Lily ABadly ((10) ) Jsaall Gl

106



Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

Appsa B8 s Al Dllasgiall s 38 s aae gy by ¢(11) &) dsaa 0.05 AN
BB Bhlidl A pud) (ady Lad Slaw gl G

Ll alaall dlsinl Gl cilgaY) aysd (Frost HM; 2004)Wolffs Law  Cilgs oplal g
(RLSY 3 ) L pliad) Gy 8 s el g s Al 0S5 sale) Gub oo AS0IS)
lee 4ai Ayl Ja) 2ey (initial bone response)id Vi aUaall dlaind of L(JSa 3 ) Laylag
gleal) dee digangg deyill Jon daa abie JSED ey (0 (A LAWY 2day ¢ € s ) - ad) Sl
Sl @il e Al clsanl) po aliall asleid CuSs Gy eyl aa gl Jaeatll oL . alaal)
Bone-Implant  ac)jll; bl o (wlaill zha e (Mmodeling and remodeling) oLl salels
asilly S ZOLaD All gy abaall (a6 Lealy alaal) oLl ddlae alaall JS55 Jady .(BIC)Interface
l3gl5 «(Moussa R; et al 2015) duall mhas (o ae | (Jn al€in sledll abaall diy of ey - alga)) ao
Aoyl mhaus (e ae 271 2n e andl 13a 8 ZEUKH uld dadaie LA 5 o)

Aabal Gapf Jom WK o uilatie e ais aliall ¢y sale 41 (Cheu HY; et al 2008) sl
Op WWAY Jah (aian iy de))l) cljls id o Laball GBI 05 of adgis cley )l (e ddlias
Alaall e eyl s e 5l i alae J<ES aa g Gl Gl

digital subtraction radiography <3l elill jeaill cundiul Al daLl Gluhall Gasg
Wakoh M.et al; 2006) — g3l a sl 55 ae Aoyl Jsn alaall GBS 3 3jaiie 3345 (DSR)
O Alally s daS cluld ) jeis Yo cluhall s old iy aas (Appleton RS.et al;2005
Ay ol Adlinad) Jpenil) NS
1 i)

S 6 )glaal) Agrglall GLLY) Joa e o lae ST IZ1 cileyy Jsn aliad) 28BS o Auhl) 038 (i
2l o jinas e U< aliall Lo sleaY) s b el 30 depill aigd) pansll ) 35m Gl o
AELLY) 5 Aasliay de)l) pedl 4nand,

107



1.

F YN

MISCH, C, E. 2005 Bone Density: AKey Determinant For Clinical

Success.Mospy,Inc, Chapter 9:130-141.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Carneiro LS, daCunhaHA, Leles CR, Mendonca EF,2012,Digital subtraction
radiography evaluation of longitudinal bone density changes around immediate
loading implants: a pilot study.Dentomaxillofac Radiol. Mar; 41(3):241-7.

Appleton RS, Nummikoski PV, Pigno MA, Cronin RJ, Chung KH, 2005, A
radiographic assessment of progressive loading on bone around single osseointegrated
implants in the posterior maxilla. Clin Oral Implants Res,16: 161-167.
Wakoh M, Nishikawa K, Otonari T, Yamamoto M, Harada T, Sano T, et
al,2006,Digital subtraction technique for evaluation ofperi-implant bone change in
digital dental imaging. Bull Tokyo Dent Coll, 47: 57-64.
Moussa, R; et al, 2015, A Computerized Tomographic Data Analysis System to
Evaluate the Dental Implant Surface Roughness. Procedia Computer Science, vol
61,472 — 477.
Frost, HM, A, 2004, Update of Bone Physiology and Wolff’s Law for Clinicians.
Review article. Angle Orthod, 74:3-15.
Chou, H, Jagodnik, J, Mu” ftu” S, 2008, Predictions of bone remodeling around dental
implant systems. Journal of Biomechani, 41: 1365 1373.
Lekholm, U, Zarb, A, 1985, Patient selection and preparation. In: Branemark P.-I.,
Zarb G.A., Albrektsson T., editors. Tissue-integrated Prostheses: Osseointegration in
Clinical Dentistry. Quintessence, Chicago, pp. 199-209
Turkyilmaz, 1, McGlumphy, AE, 2008, Influence of bone density on implant stability
parameters and implant success: a retrospective clinical study .BMC Oral Health, 8:8-
32.
Traini, T, Degidi, M, lezzi, G, 2007, Comparative evaluation of the peri- implant bone
tissue mineral density around unload titanium dental implants,Journal of
dentistry;35:84-92.
Adell, R, Lekholm, U, Rockler, B, Branemark, PI, 1981, A 15-year study of
osseointegrated implants in the treatment of the edentulous jaw. Int J Oral Surg. Dec;
10(6):387-416.
Jaffin, A, Berman, C, 1991, The excessive loss of Branemark fixtures in type IV bone: a
5-year analysis. J Periodontol, 62:2—4.
Kravitz, N, Kusnoto, B, Tsay, T, Hohit W, 2007, The use of temporary anchorage
devices for molar intrusion. J Am Dent Assoc.138 (1):56-64.
Khocht, A,Janal, M, Harasty L,2003,Comparison of direct of direct digital and
conventional intraoral radiographs in detecting alveolar bone loss.JADA,134: (11):
1468-1475.
Farman, A, Levato, C, Gane, D, 2008, How going digital will affect the dental office.
JADA, 139(3): 14-19.

16. Barone, A, Covani, U, Cornelini, R, 2007, Radiographic bone density
around immediately loaded oral implants: Acase series. Clin Oral Implants Res,
14:610-620.

108


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Carneiro%20LS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=22074866
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=da%20Cunha%20HA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=22074866
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Leles%20CR%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=22074866
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mendon%C3%A7a%20EF%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=22074866
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22074866

Tartous University Journal. Health Sciences Series 2018 (3,2,1) 22 (2) alaall Linall o slall @ (o sk ke dasls Ao

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Monsour, P, Dudhia, R, 2008, Implant radiography and radiology. Australian dental
Journal, 53:11-25.

Beer, A, Gahleitner, A, Holm, A, 2003, Correlation of insertion toques with bone
mineral density from dental quantitative CT in the mandible. Clin Oral Implants Res,
14:616-620.

Lee, S,Gantes, B,Riggs, M, 2007,Bone density assessments of dental implant sites :3.
Bone quality evaluation during osteotomy and implant placement. Int Oral Maxillofac
Implants, 22:208-212.

Diniz, A, Mendonca, E, Leles, C, Guilherme, 2008, Changes in the pre- surgical
treatment planning using conventional spiral tomography.Clin. Oral Impl.Res, 19:249-
253.

Turkyilmaz, 1, Tozum, T, Tumar, C,2007, Bone density assessments of oral
implantsites using computerized tomography.Journal of Oral Rehabilitation, 34: 267-
272.

Friberg, B, Jemt, T, Lekholm, U, 1991, Early failures in 4,641 consecutively placed
Branemark dental implants. A study from stage | surgery to the connection of
completed prosthesis.Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants, 6:142-146.

Linkow LI, 1990,Implant dentistry today: a multidisciplinary approach. Volume 3.
Italy.Piccin Padua: 1513-18.

109



