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Abstract

Objective: The aim of this study was to evaluate the survival rate of osseointegrated implant and associated

risk factors.

Materials and Methods: All consecutively treated patients from January 2008-December 2018 were included
in a retrospective cohort study, as defined in the hierarchy of evidence for dental implant literature. Data
regarding gender, age, implant information, location, bone quality, bone volume and medical history were
recorded. Kaplan-Meier analysis was performed to examine Cumulative Survival Rate (CSR). Multiple Cox

proportional hazard model was employed to access the associations between potential risk factor.

Results: A total of 99 implants were placed 5 implants failed, including 2 implants were lost in death patient.
The 10 year cumulative survival rate of implants was 92.06%. The multiple Cox proportional hazard model
revealed that significant risk factor of implant failure were systemic disease (Dyslipidemia hazard ratio of 46.9,

p<0.05) and reason of tooth loss. (Periodontitis hazard ratio of 68.9, p<0.05)

Conclusion: Implant survival rate is high, nowadays, systemic disease and periodontitis are important factors

as increasing risk to implant failure.

Keywords: implant survival rate, implant failure, potential factors, cumulative survival rate




32

unin
Jagiunmsanaesdasimsgadoiund
)
anaanaluszavlan' szAaugiiniauay
szavdszmenaluldszmalnewnn msgapde
Iy o A dy EA '
Wuunnoasmgavulugihegaeiyg (erguinnn
60 1) Tug97) 2560 11 UA VY297 2555°
=2 gy R S 2 A '
saudadY0l01gTeIndedu1ITY UKano
Y
aunmIIalunguiiell s ldns laduiion
! ' Yy o v 45!
nauNUFe VeI UIRNANNd AN INYY
9 v 9
ms lafuiuansamvlseansammsuaned
91N 1B AANITIAANIZYN IAFUINIT U
9 A = dy o 1 a
Ageorgn ludiilulunsifere s nazdiduasy
9 v
AUMNTINVOIGI01Y SINIduasuAuIUTY
1 a a = ) ! =
duasnynann manalens lalumeunauny
F993198101509114 2uuD nuvealduas
a 1 1 Y~ 3
suuAauiums ladunuuoealatisnnign’ waz
° Y " 1 o 1 0o
e uanwun Wnludszavanududalu
mslFanunsizduasunea ldiyuialug i
azaanlumsldan® nudgymlunisoeala
Y
[l <
e101113 higzaan wumienldagiuiuilaswy
9
wresan M lddenearinnudzeiannas
@ 9y
naalsan
1 a R 3 A A =
s lafunuuAauuuIsdudgnnmaaeni
= 1 1 a ] v A9y Y A A
an uauilaondauiudiivodss Ao lunsain
= a o 9 k4 A =
qudelusssumnanand1uig nsogadeiy
g ' o a '
wa1e q & nldeuisaiiuilasuaauiuld
[ a ] g’/ 9 3 A A A
mymluAauiutg dosnmsnsedamaouiuan
a o 1 1 A & v KR W A 1A
pgAanuFeINuNeunansanulun ldianly
1 1 é o Y d' g’.} d‘ 1 A d%l
F99919 FIN TANUTIY o 1ToIA0NITHINNTY
< 1 a o
uazniimsgardes T lunar luwu® Taudvelu

R TH R E TR

= =
9fA#f Lang NP, et al. 1l 2004
[ ] 9
ammﬁaqiaﬂmaqmﬂmmﬁzwmﬁuuuu

AAUUUNUIT 10 years survival rate 89.1% NAIN

* 219813199 UNALRTYN LT TN o

] Y [
AZUNTAFOU 19U Wuae (Wuuinilurdnvea
AW IUN UL 15 Insalszamilusnay) 3.2%
Wunanw 1Ten1e 9.1% agniulumga 16.1%
o ~ ~ I
FEMIUNUUANT LT MY 5.9% F1n1Neudlu
R k) [ ' U 9 ~
areunyriaanan’ld Tasvinldsinifien
) [ ] Y
wonaunutusnmellduldlas lideanse
(Y Qd’ 9J = 9 v
AANUTITUBIAFVIUAST NITIFIUNUANTTY
SINNeNNYTZIANIDEIO1IUIU AT NI 1891
[ o <3 1
oa31 Msdszavanuduianoudiage >
Y
JamlimslFnameunuiulaounauunea'ld
a ] < A é [
gazuvvaaudwiumaaenrialunissaw
= 9 [ Ad 9y o 9 o g Ad'
sinfenadnnigandanudinu ldnuiiiows
1 Iy o I
Y995194M18 Taeorveenuuulvianyaziily
L = . . A A 1 v X
YULAYTI (one piece implant ) AD WTIUVANYA
(abutment) AN UAIUIINNBNNA luNIEgn
[ < z:y
(fixture) ¥3901900 NV IR T any iy 2 Fu
(two pieces implant, conventional implant) Tagau
nangauenoonvndiusiniieudslunszgn
3
0@ lueda saiendl 215219 1) fibrointegrated
implant L% U subperiosteal implant, blade implant
ILa e 2) osseointegrated implant 1% U endosseous
. @ A ~ .
implant Tu ‘ﬂ%i}“ﬂu INADLINYY osseointegrated

Yo
16,17,18,19,20 uaz"lm‘u

. Aq ¥ [ A 1
1mplant Vlclﬂwaﬂ']ﬁiﬂﬂ']ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ
anudenlanulaen i) ma TuTaglunsiamn
)=} A Y a =< [
ﬂmﬂ’lW‘U'ﬁNi’]ﬂW\ﬂM LW@IWLﬂﬂﬂWiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁgiﬂﬂ
9 . . Aa 1 <3
11U (osseointregration) NABYIITIAITIALA
n a o a = 21
@Q1ﬂ1u5888813 DAV UTNIVDITININGY
g-’l 1 =S = o
c1/]\ig‘lJi"I\‘l"]J9\1Lﬂfﬂflflfl"IEJ‘L!@ﬂ 3']ﬂl‘1/lfll|11!ﬁllﬂ
A Aa = < Aa A ] Sa
LIULLIN N'Jﬂ]ﬁ]\?i']ﬂ!fﬂﬂﬂfﬂglﬂuW'J!ifl‘ﬂ@]@ll']ﬂll
o < = ' A
ﬂ?ﬁW@lu’]LﬂuEﬂ!ﬂﬁﬂ?@’N g Llﬁgl‘Wll‘ﬂ’J']llsU?GUﬁg
v 9 | 1]
AnumdanuNimsgaaananin™>** sz
=2 A g ' ' A .
naganelumiuaiuneisoy (connection)

FLUINTIMNIUNVNANTA (abutment) LALAY



o 171 19 21T 1 WNTIAN — AQUIEU 2566 o

1 [ 4 I [ =\
FIUADIHOUILIY WU external hex AD N1
@ ' A ' <3| . A
AITWAUITIULFONADLT Y internal hex 15 ®
conical seal™ MULANITOONUVLVDILADLUITHN
o2 i} =)
waznszuIUMsUSuUNUAIve s INNeY 910
9 v A = A 9 U
M5 l¥nsAnaRIveIsTININeY wie lsn15iinse
d‘ A a 4
omuANYgYsE M3aylesouvsvlgon lsq
AMUNITOONLL VDA DZUT BN VUIUMTMITAHN
v Y
T2 UUU BUUN 1 @0399UADY (conventional load,
delayed load) 1A 491NNTINUHUNITTAB (TUAS
~ 9 Y
e lunszgnuily sensnigveduma
SIUNVNITLNA ossteointergration T2 HINNT 1NN
Y ~ 9
wagnszgnIMuIey 9 1Nz leian
sz 3-6 19BY IWNATOVWUMENA ULV 2
1 v
N UADU (immediated load, immediated placement)
o = 1 v A Y
mmsidesinnevsazaeasouiunun Taeld
NTNIGVDIUNALAZNITINA ossteointergration
Tdwfeusumsiasouduldldauldnun®
Mmldeuszeznainsludiluld Tuwdenuuy
= ay/ o 9 k) '
Jusindienuui ldvaregiuuy laun asou
ANGER) (single crown) & LWIUNU (fixed partial
denture, fixed total bridges) WUUaoUATOUNVVY
NN (implant retained overdenture)
893111350¢359AV0351N1N8N implant
. a Y] Y] 4
survival rate A 1Ag1l3VYgea1unaNINUNVD
Albrektsson and colleaguesn *Pon31n190 §J:i @

P Tumsegion

¢ U (cumulative survival rate)
= g.‘l 1 o d' o =} =
VDITINNYUALAIUNTINTHIT IR UIUD
v A v R Y ' ~ A v Y
Tinfuindeyaargalunyszieun liwudoya
4 - » -
N13503 1NN HION1THAADDNVYBITININYN
PJToIHeaN T IHAADINI1N13DYI0AVDITININEY
= 1 9 1 Y
Hwmnvateegielaun annzaeedile anw
] a d' Y = a
¥9911n manan ¥ lun1sdas1nmey ¥iavoa

A = a o 4 g}/
Wwieun 1y TS Hminessuy (systematic

33

. 32 = @ ]
review)”> 3903 tazfFoufsndnI1N150g500
yossnfisunun Tudihegeeiy 751) 1185
msinmlagldsinifien wud1 ensinisegson
96.1% (5 years survival rate) uaz”luﬂfjmj’ﬂaﬂﬁﬁ
7z lsalanazviaondon I8as1n1egson

{ U < { [
yoamfiouige™ Tudihenzidan 1d5umsaie
v A o = I ' % d35,36
Fa@snm nazimsdannifsunounounesa

[ v A ] Y A =y
HATNAIINNITNIBTITRE1TRY 6 101 1N

§9% 20-72Gy W11 WEATINTDYIOANG LAY

v
o

A ~ o v Ad
maﬂuﬂim%ﬁdﬁﬂmwuumtmmmﬂuﬂizs;]ﬂ
1 an 91831 (vascularized bone-containing free flap

. 37 Yo X
reconstruction) llﬂﬁ‘]JEﬂﬁﬂﬂTﬁﬁﬁTflluﬂﬂi%f}ﬂ
(antiresorptive drug) 11 ﬂ?mmﬁqﬁmmﬁﬂﬁ’
man1znszgnilua1e’la (medication-related
osteonecrosis of the jaw (MRONI)) M3 l¥sniew

Y Y 3z 1A = A A
10Ut In T uANUNUNITANEIOU aq N
1 9 ~ Y1 A Yo
s1801u1 M lFsindienludien1d5uean
£ w '
NITaaNgIUINITYN ﬁ@@ﬁ?ﬂ?iﬂgi@ﬂ“ﬂ@ﬂ

39,40,41,42,43,44

= = A QA v A
FINguNga mguyrsuaniladen

UHAADDNIINITDYIOAVDIIININEN Deluca S,
etal.® Mimsenyi@aaiuna wu lunguaui

=

d' ﬁ' = 1 =) S o
qUYHNI Lllﬂllﬂ151ﬁ'i1ﬂl1/]811116§5151ﬂ15q€11ulﬁﬂ

2

. A o o oAy {
(failure rate) 23.08% tiorfiounungui luguyws
A A =< Y1 ~ 9 1Y 9
s 13.33% D nmsguyws ez T lsdei

LY a3 [ $ o
TunslFsinmen uariudlutlvdemosnadanald
[ 0o ao
m3lgnmen lidszaumadisald taudse®
U 1 3 o { 1 ) A
Wy msguyns Wudededesniilding
MINQABBNYDITINMNN0E1Td ATy (Hazard

. d‘ =} = % 1 ti' 1] dl
ratio 7.48) il o1fTeufoununqu Il guyws
anmnlureaiin uSnaniinsdesinney
ANUUU U UYDINTZYNIUAFUATBINTEQN 11

"lﬂﬂiil’lﬂiﬂuuﬁ3"1]1ﬂ‘iillﬂifﬂ'1\1ﬁl!ﬁﬂ§5hdﬁ/u



34

Tuvinsslnsuunszganiiuiinnuruiniu
Yosnnluvingslnsars 8as1nnudumalves
msdssnifenlunszgnuinss Insuugenieds
= a 9 Y a
y** samdauTnaauiLaz uT I
MUMBVDIUINTT INTTINAAD A NUU UV
= A . . = 1w
1NV OR (insertion torque) FITINAND DT
N130g30AV0ITINNN WU M3 lasiniionly
v1nsslnsaruraszlseauanuanivan
BINN1VINTT Insarunin®® lusrenvuia
Y (=1 y o
yoanszgniiu luiisaneazdeiiinisilgn
A A ° oA =
nyzgmivoiyvaludumianogdasinimey

& A A 9 KX o ~q Y3
Famaianlslunsilgnnszgn smdeTagnlen

q

[

VLAINAADONITINITYIOAVDIT NN FUNY
% ' = d’ o | d'd
o3I yegioavean oA ludiuniang
A (= =

m3ilgnnszgnuse lilinsilgnnszgnlulinaw
uanarenu’? dimsuisnislasimion 149

= A Y1 J ~ =
msAnInsIeau 1391 mslasinfennuumiia

9 9 9 Y
mumuw%ﬁawumuuuﬁuaﬂﬂummamax

U U

A Y

anunivesdunszanaunioevesdiiouas
< { o a
aniluld1dnaeirldinaatosninvoes
o das O T
ineni laasll Feezdvegnumsaaduleves
@ <9 o [ I o w
WuaunnggyinssnyuiudiAny Enquist B, et al.
113 2005 wun lutinnuuanaisedieiiiodinsy
v v v
9031M50g50AU0ITINHeN MUV HITUAD Y
H L g .
wioaoavuaon Tumsany1Miy implant
. = Y a
retained overdenture N15189N 1FBUAVOIATOUNY
' AR Y A S A =Y
FEHINATOUNUNTAA TN UATOIAAIIAN]
4
YUOIAVYUIAVOITDIIN LUIAUVDIT NN
o Y 7Y o o <
ANUDIAYDINUALNNIRTIMITNEN Faasouu
g}.: a g}.: A9 A 9y 9 J =
NIdoIrialY HdoauazdoAosn19nUTIL
AINANDDNIINITDYIDAVDITIMNEUIFUN Y

Wittneben JG, et al. 1/ 2014™ Wy 5 year survival

* 219813199 UNALRTYN LT TN o

~ = Y ~ 4
rate YUDIATOUWUNTAAIIFIUUA 96.03%
A= Y ' 1 ' =
asouluNdan10aNg 93.85% luLAnA1908191)
Wod1A1y De Angelis F, etal.” An¥100510150¢
o 0o a = Y A
J9ALAZBAIINNNdUTIVeITINNEY Tu T80l
o { { A 1 0o o 1
Hataimeaniinanannud I aazoniN1egson
S 1 Y v A =
V9951ANEN D810 1 11998 An1uKa 10-18 1)
Taelasendnuilszneuals 1) MslanzauRy
. d' 1] ] (%}
(bruxism) 2) NIGUYHT (WINNI 10 WIUADTU)
3) N13H1ARAgANTEQn (bone augmentation)
Uag 4) MINT NN load risk (LR) HI11185
A ~ ~ o ' 9 Y o 2
Msnsinieniifadeediation 1 9o aane lail
3 1 % \ =
8AT1FIUAINY (crown) ABAINEI1IFTINN LN
(implant) 1NN 0.8 TINLINEUNLDYININNI
25 ®4f1 N30 cantilever HANITANHINUI
TUA NI IMN31N1598300 (survival rate) YO
siienlugniidededocediaios 1 7930 Ao
] 9
fovaz 91.96 ludihenininua 4 Jave wu
2 v =) 9 a A
M31N150g30AUDITININENTDINGA A O
2 o 0o < =~
3980 75 DRMIN1AITUTLIV (success rate) LNYS
Sovaz 65 samiionludirenidedei5eq
ANIZAVIAY (bruxism) NITFUYHI (WINNI]
10 WIUABIN) tazd risk load NENTINTDEYTON
9 o o < =
59802 87.18 9R1T1AIUT LIV (success rate) LNY
Souaz 69.23 il tsardouiivatlotenenn
=Y 0o < =} Ao A A
UM WEATIANUFUTIVOIININENNANGA AD
o o o
Jaten1saudu dasianuduisfesas 89.66

)
13
LA

[ ]

= =< 9
UONTIN1TBYITON DNTBYAL 97.41
~ A ~ Y a A
51ﬂlﬂﬂllﬂlﬂﬂllﬂ1§clﬂﬂiﬂTiWIﬁQWﬂWUWﬁﬂﬁN
)
UNUVD one piece Q¥ two pieces (conventional
. aa 9y
implant) Tasdnan Isaneruianars azlmane
SINLNYNUUY conventional (two pieces implant)

A A o =
LLGILUEN%WﬂiJTﬂiiﬂﬁ‘ﬂuﬁﬂiin’ﬂﬂmﬁm



o 171 19 21T 1 WNTIAN — AQUIEU 2566 o

maunszifesAN NI EuIANs oy u1ve 1y

=~ ~ . ' Y
aounlun1sIns 1 NeuIUY one piece 3N

Y

msladutasunstinanuugiusinifion 3
o y 9 Y A Yo =
miideyavedilenlasunsidnsiniion
11111 one piece implant 11 139WE1VIANA (NATA

1 3 = = g’/ é g‘/
Tumsimaadas INNeUINILUURINTUAD Y LA

gl.z 49! @ ~ g’/ ~ A 9

AOIUVUADUIUNVTMWAUFU Y 5o 191y

o I =} ~
URUNNUANT T Tsanenuianatuiusinoun

Y [
HanaInA19lszmanavua girenisinidien
1% ~ @ g £ = ~ [

NAIINNMITTABUATVIAU 3 UNTTONNa VN
aanun1ssnel o 9 1 nfeunumsyaniulu
DMNSIT

A0AN15N151NNBN (conventional implant)
Tunruniuanssulsanerunanan 1 w.e. 2551-
2560 I1UIU 6,7,3,10,9,7, 7,19, 19 uag 12 a

o o A =) A Y [y

MUAIAY 119NN NENN 1F IuN19UANT s U
kS [ = A A A A
vt umalulaglninisinige vazmailan

o 9 A a ) Y ¥ X 9
FUHD U mi‘wwmammmﬂmmuu INADI

o =

= @ ] A 9N 9 [ A
musnetlaveraie € YN LWfJGl?TUlﬂNaﬂ'lﬁﬁﬂH'lﬂ

AuA1 du3IA1 MINILAAMNTATINTOYIOAVD

q

1NN IUUAUN N UANTTN I5INeIVIANa19

35

i Idihoruleialsg@nsnmvessinifion
sadednen s LI msves Isaneuiadina
Tedthetianuiulefezasmuiums ldsndion
moem s latunaunuiusssumnane 1l uay
v 9 dy o = A a

gutludeyaiugiulumsiansinmouinanlu

Uszimeae 1)

[y d
Jngiszaen
[ 4 @ d‘ = [ ]
TanseaaAnan Mefn¥16nI1N150gT0R
yousfionluduisuusns ununiuanssy
Tsanenuianaid

Y] 4 d' = = [ Y= V= 1
agilszavnsed tiofnyIdaladenunane
oasIn1segsonvesinfonuduisuusnig
urunuanssuIsaweru1anals laun o1g
o d' o w d‘ 9 g‘/
AIMIAGUYHI 150152310 01015 Tunou
M IMNeun15dgnnssgn a1V
= Aa o oA =
MsgaasNusITusIa duniandesinmey
= = a =
FLUUITINNEN VUIAT IR FUANUN N
FINEN LAZOATIFIUAIINEIIVDIATDUNUAD

ANVENVDIT NN

NIRUUUIAANITIDY
-01¢ -surgical step -screw retained prosthesis
-NS g Uuﬁé -bone graft -cement retained prosthesis
-Tsadsznen -etiology of tooth loss -fixed prosthesis
-Eﬂ‘ﬁcl‘]sf} -location -removable prosthesis
-implant size -crown implant ratio
-implant system

| |

E;:I:ﬂ k| surgery

.

prosthesis

survival rate

\ 4




36

w

as
aquazIsNINAaeg
= A g = v Ry
msAny I unIsAny1douna
. < L
(retrospective Cohort Study) Tagnudo yaan
Hufinneadavesfrevosununiuanssy
Y Ay Yo [
Tsanenurana1s vesden ldsunmssnu Tae
9
M3 laINReNALe MoUUNTIAY 2551 - FUNAY
2561 TaoAnudeanymzdoyana lvedilae
4 = o w aq 9
919 N1INSAGUYHI Tsadszdrdn o1 ly
2 -
TuaouMIAIINmeN Millgansean aungues
= a ] 1 d' =
Mgl usITUFIA S runuandes ey
= =~ a ~
FTVUTIMNBN VU INEN FHaT NN Y
FINNYN BATITINAINE1IVDIATOUNUA O
AVYIIVDITININIY BATINITOYTDAUD
= . . a @
3INMN8Y implant survival rate A Tagdsuilyaay
[ 4 [
NANNUNUDI Albrektsson and colleagues” 09131

N1508359Ad N (cumulative survival rate)”"""

9
v 1

HUNITDYIOAUDITINNINAILATUNTINITHA

[

2 = Ao K9 '
simeuIudITuntunndoyaaigaly
nyszdion GuuSDUIMINTUANTTNAIEA)
Sy v 9 £ = A
nlidnudoyanissesiniion wienisvgaoen
YBITIMNGY MIGYLFEIINNBY (implant failure)

d’ = g‘} J 1
M3NnINeurgaen luvuasunauns lailu
a ] A [ 1 a [} 9 A =
aauy vyeraams lauaamiuug) nseiumen
a ' 2 a o = v R
ALY LazruaIUNNITIgAEere unmu
9 =
Poya lunyiztion

aeNlHanpsnI1NT0gI0ATBITINNEY

1 =
1. 91¢ (g991¢ 1gNINNI 75 1)
G4 A '
2. ammsaiguyns (gu ligu)
3. Tsntlszd1dn
=) a

4. auvgueamsgaasiusssuma (1sa

Usnua 1l lsaalSiue)

* 219813199 UNALRTYN LT TN o

5.4 uMuanAas INNey Huuu Wuaig
Wunih (anterior tooth) Wurag (posterior tooth)
= A A
6. UN13UgNAILNINDINNYUIANTEYN
ahiuludnuaogdssinifion (lgnnszgn
ludgnnszan)
g’/ = =
7. TUNO UM ITHII NN A5 1neuLag
laWumeunuf (immediated load) Has1mnenla
WUIROUN 1M AINTNITHIIVDAUHALA D
(conventional load)
8. 5TUVI NN
[ o
9. vuIasINienvIAdUATUAUENA
< Aa a a Aa A
@an (< 3.75 Jaawas) Una (S 3.75 Haawasg),
Y
ANE1IVDITINNENTY (<8 Vaatuas) Una
> 8 uaawag)’ >0
10.99518IUAINIIVDIATOUNUAD
AMNYIUDITINAIUTAININNI 0.8 : 1 o8N
WIBMINU 0.8:1
11. ¥aWuenuusInney (AT UN MR
azmuiy Wulasuooa'ld)
12. jluuuMssavenso Uy (AsEUWY
=K 9 =2 9 = A
sanlgang AsouNUBARITIIUAN)
Event oyan15naanonvesiniion Tag
I Y Y ]
3282170190931 NNNNQAUUTUAUATUN
o = = [ d‘ =
Mmsdesniien audITuNIINMeurgason
WIDMIHAATIANENDDN
Censored ﬂizﬂﬂuﬁ}’lﬂ
9 )=} PR A
- 99 av0I51NNIUNUNIATIVAAN NN
I o 3’4 K { )
Wutagiiv (n.a.2563) Tagszeziiainaua iunmm
=) =4 [ d‘ a g‘/
NITHITIANGN IUDITUNVIATIVAAAINAT
9 ' P A ~
gameuaz lunumamsainaulene siniluiion

nan

Q



o 171 19 21T 1 WNTIAN — AQUIEU 2566 o

Y = Ao a
- Y9383 1ANNNUNITATIIAAN NG
13 LY ' v A
Tt uilagiiu (Mouiui 1 unT 1AL W.AH.2563)
g}/ Y d‘ o = =
Tag szeza1aua IuNMINsHesINNey 34D
= A =
neuls e inuneuvga
9 ~ DXl A A Aaa
- UBYaIINININYBIFYI8NIT 8T
g‘/ 1 o d' ) ~ =
Tagszeznaiawaiunminsdasinmen aud s
v A a Aaa ' o A A
Juidesiauas lunuimgnisainaulofoe
=
TnuNeNge
a Jd Y
MIANTIZViVDYA

9 a a ] o v 9 A
mauumcmﬂimm U DIYAINTUVDYANY
I a . . . °
M15n529101111NA (normal distribution) WtaU®
9 ' = ' ~
AYAUNDY (mean) LAZTIULVIAUVUNINTIIY

=~

(standard deviation) Tunsdifideyaniudauils
Fana129n13n3z918 103 uUnd (non-normal
distribution) i UAUAY ﬂ'wﬁ'ﬁagm (median)
wazAINdenl101nd (interquartile range) A1131
Ao YAITIAUNN 1FU 1WA 32U UTUDAITIUIU
nazseeazonIIN1T0g50AU0T 1IN HITUD
Tael¥a15osas Tuuvy Kaplan-Meier curve 1
A1UIUAT cumulative survival rate Y4510 G
221111a 10 Kaplan-Meier curve NEo 3 1ata 1o

A1 median survival time 53499 actual 5 year

M319N 1 1dad0IY

v 9
Tuimasndamunssgameuas liwumgnisel

37

survival rate taz1i1 lufSeuifsnnuauitenine
=
yn
a s A o Jd
MsAsIEHINeaoUInglszaand
thvelathenlinanesasinisegsoavessiniion
Y
19 Cox proportional Hazard model W5 aUN I AU D
A1 Hazard ratio 1ag A1 WI¥0 Ui poaE 95
lumsnfSeuneudnsinisedioaveasininey
[ 9
audadenanleniv 19ada log rank test 1115
NATDUANUUANAVDIDATINITOYTON WITU
seau Wodagynieanan 0.05 Taoldldsunsu

AAIANIDIFU 9.2 STATA ver.9.2

NaN3ANEN
= [Z Y
InMsAnIsziAveadirsvo NN
o R d’ Yo
Wuanssy Tsane1uranas vosdien 1asy
Y
mssnu Tasmslasinmeudana o uunsIA
Y
2551 - $UAY 2561 WU FUI8NINUA 66 AU
I a a3 a
Wuwe 35 au @ailudovay 53.03) v 31 Au
Aa I 9 ) [ =1 g’/
Aatlusosay 46.96) 11015 lasinNey Navua

99 510 BIWIAIAAAINAITINY 3-12% (1nd o

DD

63647, SD=2.71) nazfilrelie1ginde 657
(37- 82‘]J)ﬂlﬂﬂJaiJﬂ”liﬂ’i AR R IR IR I

(sig 0.002) mumﬁm 1

(=2

th

ho)

Ine
ANTEFIU 9.329

1 Ao 4
amndeanlna 10

82
37
64.99




38

9 = Y
GUE]N“asll@QﬁqﬂﬁuvﬂEJMGU’E)QQJ‘]J’J?JGU’[’)QLLWHﬂ

NUANTsH T5anerw1anald wanuasnuade
' A a Aa o
AN 9 (15199 2) IINNIUNAAATUHANITINY
Y v
AN 99 510 Nlalusieszeziiaifinan
= o v Pl A A Aaa
eungaoen 5 a1 (2 arludihenidesia)
The 10-year cumulative survival rate = 92.06%
(9M31N1330AFNYDITIANWNoNNTIng0Y Tu
Y 1 v
UYs2NINIMNA A8 92.06 H/100%/10 1)) Tuvae
 The 5-year cumulative survival rate = 96.03%

(0R31M1350AFNYRITINHNsNNTIAI0Y Tu

=

Y v
nguilszmINININUA Ao 96.03 @/ 100 /51 )
a J aa 1
MNNMIAATITHNITDANYN N3N Tsn
o o A v ad
Y5917 nazmsi Tsnllsnud Muaungues
= <3| o A ' v i
msgayaeiy uiladenaiwansdniinisegion
= ) S v o 3 aa d'
Yo951InAuMeyed NI TsdAgynIeada (U9 1,
2,3) 3 ldduomuae uazwua naus Cox
regression (15197 3) laun Tsaluduludengs
(DLP) Tagwua1 gindl lvgiuludeagaaziina

d' d‘ = v |l (% 1
Lfffl\ﬁ/l51ﬂ‘Vq\h!ﬁ/lﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁq@ﬁaﬁﬁ]TﬂﬂTiWTﬂﬂqﬁ

* 219813199 UNALRTYN LT TN o

TN URENIINY 46.9 1M1 voIngu Tins 1wl
T5A1529187 (unknown) Tuszezinar 131N
Aamuma 019N TBd1IAYNIIADA (p<0.05) U@
Tsannuau laiagaezinnudsansiniumey
gnganaIInnmIsIdalasinfuneunniny
7 mveangu lins i Tsase $147 (unknown)
luszezinar 13 UNAaa1uma ua linunu
uana19lunieana (p>0.05) daulsavialanas
] [ Y% = d'
N ldwuanuduwusnusiniluiieniiviga
nasnnmseaalasiniudmey luneadasuny
(p>0.05)
YadgNUnano NN NGNNHQANaI 1IN
MsH1aalasinWluenaINaunIs Cox regression
1 ) 1 = a
aou1 laun aunam gy dolusssuaaly
o ] d'd =1 U a o 4
aundanimsdssinmon Tagwun 1sadsiua
(periodontitis) 9z UANUABINTINAUNBUIZHIGA
a9 sHaalas InueNmINy 68.9 111
4 ayda
voanguNIINiuuan Tuszaznan 13Unaamuma

A o [

819NN IAYNINEDA (p<0.05)

9

Y 9 Pl @ o 1
ﬂ1§1\3ﬁ 2 GU’E]lluﬁell@\ﬁ'lﬂﬁulﬁEJNﬂI’EJQEJI]’)EﬁI’ENLLWHﬂWu@ﬂii?J IﬁQ‘WEJTUTﬁﬂa’lillﬁ]ﬂlﬁ]ﬂ@’lﬂﬂ%i]ﬂ@nﬂ 9

a I a3 1 =2 o
aamuratunan 13 1 aaua unsiau 2551 99 TUINAY 2563

e The 10-year
Auls ( %"mmﬂmﬁﬂuﬁﬂqﬂ) Incidence rate cumulative p-value
(%) survival rate
1. 01
-1founi175 1 88 (1) (1.13%) 0.0071429 92.86% 0.2768"
-1 75U 11 (4) (36.36%) 0.0142857 85.72% none
2. AMIMIalgUYH3
i 99 (5) (5.05%) 0.0079365 92.06%
- guuwd% 0 - - 0.2509™
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U The 10-year
s ( iimmﬂmﬁﬂuﬁﬁqﬂ) Incidence rate cumulative p-value
(%) survival rate
3. Tsntlszden
-UprasTsailszinds 74 (2) (2.70%) 0.0042735 95.73% 0.0072"
- Anuau latinga 9(2) (2.22%) 0.0289855 71.01%
- %ﬂulmﬁﬂﬂ@d 5(1) (20%) none none
- Tsavia T 7 (0) none none 0.0253"
- Tsamnvnu 4(0) none none
4, UNAVOIN IRy AU
FITUVIRA
- Ty Tsanf3viud 95 (4) (4.21%) 0.0065253 93.48% 0.0001"
- Tsndsatud 4 (1) (25%) 0.0588235 41.18%
5. dumiaa
- flunthou 4(0) 0 100% 0.4437™
- unvha 0 0 0
- Huraauu 26 (3) (11.53%) 0.0175439 82.46%
- MunaIan 69 (2) (2.89%) 0.0046729 95.33%
6. M3tlgnnszgn
- lufimaalgnnszgn 89 (4) (4.49%) 0.0072464 92.75% 0.9731"™
- Imsilgnnizgn 10 (1) (10%) 0.0128205 87.18%
7. Sunoumsnnfoy
-lauwieuniui 98 (5) (5.10%) 0.0080000 92.0% 0.9028"
dluifoumondaiiinsmie 1(0) 0 100%
VoNaALd?
8. STUUT NG 6(0) 0 100% 0.1786"
- Astra® 21 (3) (14.28%) 0.0140845 85.92%
- Ankylos® 13 (0) 0 100%
- Zimmer® 4(0) 0 100%
- Tekka® 2(1) (50%) 0.0714286 64.29%
- Renew® 32(1) (3.12%) 0.0064516 93.55%
- Tti® 3(0) 0 100%
- Osstem® 9(0) 0 100%
- nobel® 1(0) 0 100%
- Luna® 8 (0) 0 100%

- Neodent®
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e The 10-year
fuls ( ﬁmmsmsﬁﬂuﬁﬁqﬂ) Incidence rate cumulative p-value
(%) survival rate
9. YUIAT NN
9.1 VNAFUMIY
guénansImion
<3.754.4. 29 (3) 0.0138249 86.17% 0.5591™
>3.75 4.4 70 (2) 0.0048426 95.16%
9.2 ANNYNIT NG
< 8. 0 0 0
> 8 uu. 99 (5) 0.0079365 92.06%
10. 9AIITIUAIINYT
AsouNuADIINYY
<0.8:1 74 (5) 0.0102669 89.73% 0.2699™
>0.8:1 25(0) 0 100%
11.51anso Uy
- aseuiluiaen 92 (4) 0.0069324 93.07% 0.5764™
- gy 7(1) 0.0188679 81.13%
-ulasuneald 0 0 0
12. giupumstansouiu
- Badedug 82 (5) 0.009058 90.96% 0.6676™
- Badnedng 17 (0) 0 100%

ns = no significant difference * = significant difference ** = highly significant difference

The S5-year
The 10-year
o Incidence Meaning of cumulative
s N (%) cumulative p-value
rate Incidence rate survival
survival rate
rate
Isndseanan 99 (100.0%)  0.0079365 7.94 %/100 %/10 1/ 96.03% 92.06%
Ugraslsailszddn 74 (74.8%)  0.0042735 427 /100 &/10 1) 97.87% 95.73% 0.0072"
Ane Tusiulu 5(5.0%) 0.0400000 40.0 /100 %/10 7 80.0% 60.0%
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Kaplan-Meier survival estimates, by disease_gr2

1.00
1

0.50 0.75
1 1
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1
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T T
10 15
analysis time

disease_gr2 = unknown

disease_gr2 = DLP ‘

3UN 1 319 Kaplan-Meier 1182 Incidence rate Y0510 inenivgandninmsidalasinluienly

nguTsnilszddn Ao ngu liunswniiTsadsedauaz nquindl luduludonaga

The 5-year  The 10-year

o Incidence Meaning of cumulative  cumulative
als N (%) p-value
rate Incidence rate survival survival
rate rate
T5a1lsed16 99 (100%)  0.0079365  7.94 @&/100 &/10 1 96.03% 92.06%
anuanTanags 9(9.1%)  0.0289855  28.99 /100 %/101  85.51% 71.01%  0.0253
lviulwden 5(5.0%) 0.0400000  40.0 #/100 @/10 3 80.0% 60.0%

Kaplan-Meier survival estimates, by disease gr3

1.00
1

0.75
1

0.00
1

T T
0 5

T T
10 15
analysis time

disease_gr3 = DLP

disease_gr3 = HT

d‘ . . I A v " o 1 =
E‘lJ"ﬂ 2 N5 Kaplan-Meier 4l01¢ Incidence rate ﬂlﬂ\?i?ﬂﬁuﬂﬂﬂiJ‘V]WQﬂWﬁQﬂ?ﬂﬂ1iw1ﬁ@1ﬁ51ﬂﬁu1,ﬂﬂﬂ‘lu

ngulsndszdian fe nguluiuludeaguagnquanuau Tatiaga
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The 5-year
The 10-year
o Incidence Meaning of cumulative
s N (%) cumulative  p-value
rate Incidence rate survival
survival rate
rate
aurgmMIgay ey 99 (100%)  0.0079365  7.94 &/100 &/10 1] 96.03% 92.06%
0 =Tl T5nS9ud 95(96.0%)  0.0065253  6.52 &/100 &/10 1) 96.74% 93.48% 0.0001"
1= Perio 13m1/311ud 4(4.0%)  0.0588235  58.82 &/100 &/10 1) 70.59% 41.18%

Kaplan-Meier survival estimates, by etiologytoothloss_gr

0.50 0.75 1.00
1 1 1

0.25
1

—

0.00
1

T T

0 5

analysis time

T T

10 15

etiologytoothloss_gr = root fracture—— etiologytoothloss_gr = P%rio

311 3 N33 Kaplan-Meier 11ag Incidence rate Y945 1nWUMsnNvigarnasnInmsmaalasnluienly

nquavguaamsgadeiu Taun lulslsnuSiud uagTsnl5vud

a . o Aa ' = A o "o ' =~ a
M11319%N 3 Cox regression sUf’N‘]jﬁ]ﬁ]fJ‘VIllNﬁ@]ﬂi?ﬂﬁumﬂu‘ﬂﬁqﬂﬁﬁ\WTﬂﬂ”IﬁNW]ﬂiﬁﬁTﬂﬂumeiJlmZ@ﬂﬁTll
[ e 1 Y
wattlunan 13 Y A unsiau 2551 5\1 FUNAY 2563 VoI ISINEIVI@NA N

Variable n (%) Hazard ratio %l p - value
Lower-upper
1. Disease
- unknown 74 (74.8%) reference -
-DLP 5 (5.0%) 46.9 1.6-1346.0 0.025°
-HT 9(9.1%) 7.0 0.5-94.1 0.145"
- CHD and HD 7 (7.1%) none none 0.927"
-DM 4 (4.0%) none none 0.996"
2. Etiologytoothloss
- root fracture 95 (96.0%) reference - 0.013*
- perio 4 (4.0%) 68.9 2.5-1935.3

ns = no significant difference * = significant difference
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