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A Case of Combined Fixed Removable Implant Prosthetic Reconstruction with

Electroforming and Spark Erosion System

Shoji HAYASHI
Yokohama clinic. Div. of Implantlogy, Department of highly advanced stomatology, Kanagawa Dental University

In the modern super-aging society, the superstructure of removable implants is more advantageous
compared with fixed implants in terms of the hygienic status.

The patient selected the electroforming implant supported double crown denture (Combined fixed
removable implant prosthetic reconstruction) of implant-tissue supported type. And when retention
force would decrease in the future, I planed it was attached with the friction pin attachment produced
spark erosion system. Finally, eleven years have passed since this treatment was delivered, prosthetic
treatment with electroforming double crown dentures satisfied the patient’ esthetic and functional
requirement.

In this case, it is combining two high precision technologies in order to achieve the best treatment
outcome for our elderly patients.

Key words : Electroforming Implant Supported Double Crown Denture, Retention Pin,
Spark Erosion System (Electro Discharge Method)
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