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Abstract

Occlusion is regarded as an important factor
for controlling direction and magnitude of forces
on implant components and surrounding bone.
Currently, most studies on implant occlusion were
conducted from a low-level of evidence-based
studies. The knowledge on the degree of variability
of occlusal designs on the loading that may be
tolerated by implant components or possible pro-
mote bone remodeling has been limited. In an
attempt to clarify these uncertainties, the topic
of masticatory forces and loading on dental im-
plants, guidelines for occlusal scheme design
with implant, different time of loading on implant
and the role of occlusal design in relation to bone
remodeling have been summarized and discussed

in this review.
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Table 1 Classifications of the terms describing occlusal features in Prosthodontics
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(Posterior tooth form)

a. ‘?I'Wuvlﬁﬂu (cuspless teeth)
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(Tooth guidance)
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Table 2 General guidelines for occlusal scheme designs on implant prostheses
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Table 3 Clinical applications of occlusion designs on different implant modalities
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