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Consideration of efficacy for functional recovery of the implant supported
dento-maxillary prosthesis

Miyamae, Shin
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The dento-maxillary prosthesis is generally difficult to obtain the
retention, although that is essential to oral functional rehabilitation for the maxillofacial
patients. We report a case who had undergone partial manbibular resection. We fabricated the
overlay prosthesis supported by four dental implants. This system allows us to achieve oral
functional rehabilitation for such patients.

Systematic literature survey was conducted by Japan Medical Library Association based on keywords
for PubMed and Ichushi-web presented by the Clinical Practical Guideline Committee of Japanese
Association of Maxillofacial Prosthetics. After the secondary screening, relating articles were
extracted and their structured abstracts were described for discussion. These results suggest that
implant-supported mandibular prosthesis that can secure the stability of upper fixed/removable
structure is more effective for recovering masticatory function compared with conventional
mandibular prosthesis.
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