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Abstract

The health and stability of the hard tissue around the implant is important for the success of the
implant restoration, and effects of the design of the implant neck on peri-implant tissue cannot be
ignored. The purpose of this article is to evaluate impacts of different implant neck characteristics
on the hard tissue around the implant through a literature review, in order to provide a certain
reference for the future clinical selection of implants with different neck designs.
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1. 518

AR, MIEBE CE BN —M 282 KRIT 7k, MRS R WA D) 6e. 16 RBE 7RI,
P IE S 10 4E DL B IAAE 220 94.6%, V3T Z 0N 89.7% [1]. MR A S PR s )y 3 22 Bk T
T A ] B B OR AP (2], FLRREDIIARTEE Ay PR S B8 — RIS B RSN T 2.0 20K, RSN T
0.2 ZEK[3]e JEATREACHA ORI IR 1 oA 4 i) 1 7K S %o K 0 1) P D AN LA (R B (19 56 2 AR 220G L 4]
[5]-

FHEE SRR DRI, 2 3R o i B R AR 5 B4 28 Bl (Marginal Bone Loss,
MBL). XLEEPR 3 T ZAF T E S LG R[6] [7]: FuRAEMA8]: WA EL[0]: 548 | EE #[10]
[11]; A=W 55 FE AR R [12] A0 T & B 7% (148 F (Platform-Switching, PS) [13]; AN i AR AE AR 22 0. 13
MBI FRN[14]: B ETAR, WREFARD AT HE S E15] [16]; WAHLWEEL[17] [18]F
TS TE] (BRI BRI SR, 252 07 QBRI 20 7 R S S 47 %) [19] [20] [21]: AR ARFE N HUR FE
[22] [23] [24] LA B S8 BRI L B AR L SR TR 4 B R A [ 25] -

R A 205R (implant neck/cervix) AR AR I 76 77 8855, 5ot 77 FRONFE AR 1)°F & (platform) .t T-Fh
LA (1) 30 25 B WSO A T 3500 JA BEL [26], IF HNAEW 2 K M R, S0 A RIS AR 48 1 2 A8 v oK)
I F3[27] [28], Bt AR A () S A5 g fe R R A A0 T f B L R AR 2 —

TR A 29008 1) 2 T A B AR BLAR W] LA S ARSI, T DL 48 58 4 A ) (491 Gn 35358 A ol 2 1
PRI RE R T s PR AR S ARG A A 4 A8 Wi H45) . BRTiT ) I 7 REA RS E O, il
A58 FH 6 3050 2 T SOREDRES 3% T DA R e T o i %1155 05 SO0 IR IR SCR 55 . 124 N1k, XA [E W
TERT P A Jo] LB 2H AR B2 i AR R BRI TR o A RS ERIR 1 B 02 VAL AS [ bR 4R 290350 4 A1 X A A4 A7
TER NGE TR LR R A AR 20 S BRI, AR R SRRt — e S % .

2. MERTIERIR IS
21 —BEAFEESMEAMEE

— B R 47 (one-stage implant) X Bk A — & = At 44 (one-piece implant), H: 2¢ B B2 58 5 67 T8 A 1
IR E N —AA, FERA THRAL 2 P, P60 DAL T 28 R R A 2 W 2 2 oh, DRt T
PR R LUK PR s (tissue level implant) 5 3E7# A\ = Fh i 74 (nonsubmerged implant).

W5 B 2URh R 1 (two-stage implant) SRR 4344 20 R 14 (two-piece implant), LA B %47 2 B A 3E ,
EREER 7 R SRR S B ) A, PR S AL T AR 2 N, BRI RR Z 9 K SE R AR A (bone
level implant) 27 A =i AE 44 (submerged implant) [29].

2.2. FEGFEAY ST
PR A SURR IR 2 W Ve v 1 BRI R AR, 7 W E S AR SR TE S, 70 48 Pl A 39030 d ek
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Figure 1. Macroscopic classification of implant neck design
1. MEARTESAEIEIT S L RERE

2.3. MIEFSERRE MR

TR AR SO W T 2 AR 1 2 SO SRR R 1, S 3008 W T MU I s e S0 vt
FELRE 25 0] 45 1) 2 300 I R b 0 s S5 3R TR AR B AL RE I S R T, BFEOBR SR . — 28wt 5Nk, HiRE
(200 2 T AT DA S SE AR 45 6 o S0 R i 5 P LA 2 ) ) Ak TR AR R0 WL, 38 i 479 2R [30]
[31] [32]. J3—EB 50NN, JGIEEGRET % TiE, A BT M6 K4 51[33] [34] [35] [36].

3. MMEGFIET RN X B BRI
3.1 —BRAMAERAEE

KEBSTWE TGN, 5 B A i 1 B W Ui (Marginal Bone Loss, MBL)S, i 9 R 1A ) 2k
R TR Z 5. Arrejaie 55 NHEATHI—D Meta M7 [37]3EGhAN T 11 TURFFE, &5 5 B B k)
MBL 55— B Uk (R AH L B35 UK, 10 SR IO RPN A J L 9 e AR 2838 e 4e ik 4 2 ¢« Troiano G 5% Nk
ATH— 0 meta 73 AT [381HLAN T 11 BB 7T, 45 RIFIFER M BB AR ) MBL 8IS, REWH % RIEHE
/MO mm). FHEEEME, U -BEAE, RAGEBAREER, SRR R 25 5 (2%) .

SR A —LeRF 50— B AR ) MBL 8¢k Moustafa Ali 25 A\ F— 1 meta 73 HT[39]3E40 N T 8
T, 45— BeaUMia A J Bl Y MBL B R SEAIR: P AR TE SR I 7 T 72 57 . Cosola 55 A
BT —DURSEE EBGIAN T 45 WU 78, b 3 Tl | BeaUMii & MBL %/ (p < 0.05) [40] [41]
[42], A 1 BiRIE 1 — B R E) MBL /> (p < 0.05) [43]. 7EHARH 41 THF 7T, PISRAER R MBL
12 7 oGt 2 = L [44].

3.2. MIEFSRMAEMMR

H A 262 SRS S0 S BRI R, 45 RS ASHI A . Calvo-Guirado %5 A [45]7F 6 W L% R
(1 AR RN T A 20URN B S P AN R S e TR R PR, 3k 36 L 12 RS RIN, AR S E TR
B/bo BRI, Montemezzi &5 AN [46]3E4T 19— TN IR AE I RTREMERE AT, %) 97 S B E AN T 122 Fifiia
s, B8 SEH AN A S0 2H 43 ) R 59 BRI 63 1, PHAEBEVI AR I, TESNALIL Gm s b

KPP RS, B EZRIL T =A%, BRI AR . Falco 55 A[4716 120 A
[F) SR BT R AR AN B, KIE R S R0 E F, BB B AR R e e s 22 . — Tl
SRy BT A ) RIS PR AP S AE R T RS A X BE AL T T 2 = A STl G [ SR AR A, R IR 45 KN 1Y)
MR E RS T =M, R 45 RIE SRS, W 2R IER /N 48], X R FPEARS
HTEARKT PR Ak — A8 PR F A B i
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Tallarico =5 N — TR VP [4910FAl 7 BAT M8 B st B O RIEAR 5« — BURMEAR DL AE S22
DXk E A B T BRI R & ROREAAR, UESE T ANTR] AR (A SR ik (B T« RHBORT — BeaX) 5 i B it A
b, AR AL

BB IR ICT AL R ST B PR Z2 xR R 2 2R e PR RO RE i 1 AN T, (BRI T R A MR B 7
SFRES R UL, PR SRR AT BESE N B il . RO AR IR B sk Z I B AU, B I R R, 2
Gy RAGME R SE . MR RIS FLIRE T, TR RS W] e 23 B BB e i, AT B8 0 B 2R ok
REURA S o 1™ B A 2SO AT RE 2 BUM AR A 7 R I TE 4 5 SRR SR G RS

3.3. FEEARHFEER

AU ZWIFNN, HRERISRER T v LSS PR & 456, BICF R SRR A 2 (] R i A
Tl R o 4= ER g T 3 4 2> (ORF) 2019 4 [30] & M1 — THA A R 25 B, 8 B 7l AN R 358 ] 2 1 2 Ak
R RS SRR AA ()30 S5 B U, 2R TR #(MD  0.44 mm [0.04, 0.83], p = 0.03). Mendoca Z5[31]%}
138 i 242 FREARREAT 7 oM 6 SERI I EPERF 7L, Hrb 126 A 0.8 mm FIYEIE N, 116
HA 0.3 mm PHRESES . PIALRARI DI ZAREL, 4350 95.0%H1 95.9%. SR FalE 4, 56
ZH(1.58 + 0.73 mm)AH L, FLRESZ(1.20 + 0.52 mm) il 2k E Wi/ . Patil 25 A [32] 11— T i A M F 52
Wi, TE 150 1582 5 O IX 4 BIAE N AT 2mm I8 S50 Fee A4 B AT TR SRR S0 e P 44, 35 100
W, SN EACERE . RN LRSS, KRS ST PR AR B B0 T2 E R (3.23 mm) B RAR T kI #104H.(3.75
mm).

T LE R ST NN A S B Tk i S B o, FERERESEFRRE A4 & it . Sanchez-Siles &
N[331EAT T — B H 10 F R [RIB R 7T, %) 400 45 835 1) 1244 S A At 4T T BETs, HoA 515 FiEA
2.5 mm eI, 729 BRI . i SR R S UK RIAE,  ToG i SR F K R .
SRR, HSAECIEHA12.41 £ 1.35 mm)FHLEL, 6T SHAUM R (A 30 2B I (1.18 £ 1.39 mm) B B H b
(p<0.001). [FIFEM, Axiotis 55 A [3ATHEAT [ — Ty HH 6 4 A [ A 78 R B 1 BAA el S i) — Be Xl
TR A A 050 v A P 2 R0 R K A St R AP AU, . Raes 5 A [35]7EA F™ 5L Jl 4 3 S Ff) A 3 P e
N T e SRS R T PR A, BN E KRB, BTG 5 4505, RIGH R R A 10 5 il
SE/b, TR A AR AR (R A s A AR AR B iy . Quirynen SE[36]HUBT FT RN, DGR T B FE T 1 A,
HEFURIER N AP E RO R R TR 25 5, JFHE S T . o5 LIk, T B %8k, JwiE
STURE 4 T RE A B8 4 (1) IR 4%

W —IGR R LD, EAMFEZEW VAR &8 07 SRR I R DU, 6 215 H R 350
HITE TN G B AT T T %A BB 2 5. Menini 25 A[501%) 8 7 22 BRI T 10 POGIHAM 10 Pk kS
MR, 6 FREVIERIL, BR TS — ARSI I S R AR T ORI AL, BE S R U R 2 B R
WA R ZE 5 . Nicu S8 N[SLI0F 9 448 5 JEl i SL TG Gl B A 5 44 v 8 FE 2 JA) 48 1) 2F B Rty iR B
MU NG 305 R RS SR AR A, 3 AR RS, JelE IS RS SR AR SR I T AR I PR R« Rocci 45
N[52]5%F 44 LB H TN T 66 FURLKE U AE A4 A 55 FOGTE SURAE R, ¥OARDZI 5k, #4177 SLERIBE T .
AR IPHDRE S 0 2B R 0.9 mm, JETE LY 1.0 mm; 25 =443 508 0.4 1 0.5 mm; E5 LR B
WS PT 2 AN T o Hartog 55 A [53]%F 93 A LAl iy 4t 2k (1) A8 2 B A RN FAEL A4, JEREN 31 AL 1.5 mm
(GG SIS R R AR Ot S 2E), 31 FOURH A 200340 1) PR A CREDRE 250 4H) T 3L 5 fd T RELRE 25050 (s T2 23401
PR . BN KFAE, BRI AR 66 T A KIGR A /IR 3 mm 4k, 5 RV Bor, mIE4
R 2 10 S E I (2.28 £ 0.97 mm), 1 GIE$41(1.26 + 0.90 mm) S5 AHREFZL(1.20 + 1.1 mm)Z 7
Ko
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4. INGG

gi b, BHDS T A AR ST B BT TR S, BT AP T A sCik, AT A BLF
450 BB, MERSTESHITR VRSO, FAERNIN XS B TR B9 18, w1 LN B TR A2
WEREU KL 88—, 325 ik, RUBESURIHUEION 10 2 B /KT RAF DT TH M JC 48— € k. ERAETTRE
AR Bl RS B BRI DL T > HUBOIN T R eiis SR AT L%y, UM E S 5% T3, JF HonT Remisz
ol 9 ) A B o

5. fiRRE

PR RPAER T — BLAE R SO R T AN B ] SR (07 R A J, T HGR AR R B K Jr T AT
15 B PO A SR VT BIT TR ASMTRE S, AR R AL TR 3k — 20 Dol D o L A 25000 e LA 2 WAL R
A

E&InE
E X H ARl 4 31670970,
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