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Objectives : The purpose of this research was to investigate the awareness of an adult on
implants and the relevant factors which affect the satisfaction of a patient after an implant treatment,
Methods : This study was conducted to 407 adult subjects in Seoul and Gyeonggi. A total
of 384 data were analyzed except the questionnaires having poor responses or errors,
Results : The acquaintance route of implant was TV advertisements, self-knowledge, internet,
news, and newspapers, Dentist's ability to practice implant was the most important factor in patient's
choice, The responents answered the expected lifespan of an implant was more than 5 years
to 10 years. In terms of dental health management behavior on implants, the average response
of the highest 4.07 points of 5 Likert scale, Generally women are more concerned with implant
than men(p(0.01). The highly educated and elderly patients had tendency to receive more
treatment(p¢0,0001), Patients were more satisfactory after receiving regular checkups after
treatment(p¢0.05). The low expenses of implant satisfied the patients(p<0.05).
Conclusions : As implant technology advances, the concem of patients on implants also increase.
So reduction of cost can make the patients have access to the dentist and the patients' oral health
must be improved through continuous dental care.
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Table 1. General characteristics

Characteristics N %

Gender Male 233 60.7
Female 151 39.3

Age 20—29 189 49.2
30-39 73 19.0

40-49 64 16.7

>50 58 151

FEducation level ~ Middle school 20 5.2
High school 190 49.5

University 151 39.3

Master degree 23 6.0
Total 384 100.0
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Table 2. Awareness on implant treatment

Characteristics N %
Implant awareness Yes 340 88.5
No 44 11.5
Selected treatment Implant 252 65.6
Previous dental prosthesis 132 34.4
Awareness route TV advertisements 164 42.7
Internet 63 16.4
News paper 59 15.4
Acquaintance 70 18.2
Others 28 7.3
Important factor Doctor's abilities 231 60.2
Implant quality 85 22.1
Capacity of management 36 9.4
Oral health status 23 6.0
Others 9 2.3
Expected life span Ybyears 27 7.0
5—9years 160 4.7
>10years 141 36.7
Permanent 56 14,6
Cost of 1 implant <100 51 13.3
100—199 206 53.6
200—299 81 21.1
300—399 28 7.3
>400 18 4.7
Awareness of treatment cost Very expensive 183 477
FExpensive 144 37.5
Moderate 47 12.2
Inexpensive 6 1.6
Very inexpensive 4 1.0
Total 384 100,0
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Table 3. Dental health management behavior on implants

Specification M=£SD
Continuous dental health care is needed after implant treatments, 4.07+.77
Drinking and Smoking should be stopped. 3.88+.87
Regular check—ups are needed after implant treatments, 3.99+.74
Hygienic dental products are helpful, 3.88+.74
The result of implants depend on the oral health of the patient, 3.711+.84
Scaling helps after implant treatments, 3.60%.80
Systemic disease is the influencing factors after implant treatment, 3.16+1.01
Total 3.75+ 51
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Table 4. Implant awareness and treatments experience according to general characteristics

Implant awareness

Treatments experience

Characteristics x*(p) x*(p)
Yes No Yes No

Gender Male 197(84.5) 36(5.5) 9.309(0.002) 27(11.6) 206(88.4) 0.451(0.509)

Female 143(94.7) 3(5.9) 21(13.9) 130(86.1) 3
Age 20-29 162(85.7) 27(14.3) 4,017(0.260) 19(10,1) 170(89.9)  20,74(0.000 )

30-39 66(90.4) 7(9.6) 29.7) 71(97.9)

40-50 57(89.1) 7(10.9) 11(17.2) 53(82.8)

>50 55(94.8) 3(5.2) 16(27.6) 49(72.4)
Education #
lovel Middle school 17(85.0) 3(15.0) 0,609(0.894) 4(20.0) 16(80.0) 9,259(0.026 )

High school 167(87.9) 23(12.1) 23(12.1) 167(87.9)

University 135(89,4) 16(10.6) 14(9.9) 137(90.7)

Master degree 21(91.9) 2(8.7) 7(30,4) 16(69.6)

0,05, 0.0, " pc0.001



Table 5. Satisfaction on implant treatment
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Characteristics M=xSD tor F p—value
Gender Male 2.33+.87 —0.663 0.511
Female 2.47+.51
Age 2029 2.26+.65 1,032 0.388
30-39 2.50=+.70
4049 2.72+.1.00
>50 2.31%.60
Education level Middle school 2.50%.57 0.934 0.432
High school 2.52+.84
University 2.35%.63
Master degree 2.00£.57 ‘
Regular check—up Yes 2,51+ 81 3,524 0,047
No 2.07+.27
Important factor Doctor's abilities 2.54+.50 1.332 0.274
Implant quality., 2.36+1.02
Capacity of management 2.33+.81
Oral health status 2.12+.75
Expected life span {byears 3.33£1.52 1.888 0,146
5—9years 2.27+.68
>10years 2.36£.68
Permanent 2.37x.74 ‘
Cost of 1 implant 100 2,70+.48 3.494 0.015
100-199 2.52+.77
200—299 2.11+.60
300-399 2.00%.00
>400 1.00+£.00
Total 2.39+.73
"p<0.05
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