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Study and analysis of aesthetic value and clinical effect

of dental implant in repairing dentition defect
ZHANG Wenjie
Department of Stomatology of Dental Clinic of Erqi District of Zhengzhou City,
Zhengzhou 450000, Henan Province, China
Abstract

Objective: To analyze the clinical effect and aesthetic value of dental implant repair for dentition de-
fect. Methods: 60 patients with dentition defect treated in our hospital from January to December 2019
were studied. They were divided into two groups according to the treatment method. the control group(n=
30) underwent implement routine repair, and the observation group(n=30) underwent dental implant resto-
ration. The therapeutic effect and aesthetic value of the two groups of patients were observed and com-
pared. Results: After half-year follow—up review, the control group was significantly lower than the obser-
vation group in terms of language function, masticatory function, comfort, retention and aesthetic effect,
and the total satisfaction of patients with dentition aesthetics in the control group(73.33%) was also signifi-
cantly lower than that in the observation group(96.67%), the clinical effect and aesthetic value in the ob-
servation group were higher than those in the control group, and the differences between the groups were
statistically significant. Significance(P<0.05). Conclusion: Dental implantation can effectively improve
the dental function and aesthetics of patients, and has significant curative effect and high patient satisfac-
tion, which is of great research value.

Key words: dental implant repair, treatment, dental defect, aesthetic value
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