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Implant prosthesis using intraoral scanner: Case Report

Byeong-Gil Kang, Hee-Jung Kim, Chae-Heon Chung*

Department of Prosthodontics, School of Dentistry, Chosun University, Gwangju, Republic of Korea

Accuracy is the most important thing in implant prosthesis, for this reason it is essential procedure to check the accuracy of impression taking. However, impression
material has its own error and the error occurs in model-making procedure. As an alternative way to this, using intraoral scanner can be suggested and many studies were issued
reporting that there’ s no statistically significant difference in accuracy between intraoral scanner and conventional impression. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to report
the process of making of implant prosthesis using intraoral scanner, which is more convenient, fast, accurate compared with conventional method. (J Korean Acad

Prosthodont 2015;53:256-61)
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Fig. 1. Clinical pictures of case 1. (A) Intraoral radiographic view after implant surgery, (B) Scannable impression coping, (C) Intraoral scan image, (D) Matching the imag-
inary impression coping to the scan image, (E) Computer aided design of prosthesis, (F) Computer aided design of titanium abutment, (G) Polyurethane model made by
3D printer, (H) Definitive prosthesis.
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Fig. 2. Clinical pictures of case 2. (A) Intraoral view after implant surgery, (B) Scannable impression coping, (C) Intraoral scan image, (D) Matching the imaginary impres-
sion coping to the scan image, (E) Computer aided design of prosthesis, (F) Computer aided design of titanium abutment, (G) Polyurethane model made by 3D printer,
(H) Definitive prosthesis.
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