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Abstract
Background: In developing countries, there is an increase in awareness
among the population regarding dental implant treatment. However,
there is paucity in studies on the relationship between patients’ bio-
graphic information, and different aspects of dental implant treatment.
Aims: This study’s purpose is to determine the influence of Iraqi
patients’ age and gender on various clinical aspects in dental implant
treatment.
The recorded data included: patient age, gender, implant zone, implant
timing, implant side, dental implant system, sinus lift, bone augmenta-
tion, implant length, and implant diameter. SPSS Ver. 25 was used to
perform the statistical analysis.
Methods and Materials: Biographic data of 196 Iraqi patients who
attended a private dental implant center in Baghdad from 7.1.2016
to 30.4.2020 was recorded. During this period 348 dental implant
procedures were completed.
Results: There was a highly significant negative relationship (p=0.006)
between implant length and patient’s age, and a significant positive re-
lationship (p=0.028) between implant size and patient’s age. A statisti-
cally significant relationship (p=0.013) was found between the patient’s
age and dental implant zone and dental implant timing (p=0.016). A
significant difference was found between the two genders in terms of
dental implant timing (p=0.017).
Conclusion: females are better candidates for dental implant treatment.
Older patients seem to benefit more from shorter, and, subsequently,
wider dental implants. Also, older patients tend to have lower anterior
dental implants.
Keywords: dental implant, biographic data, dental implant dimension,
the timing of dental implant
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1 INTRODUCTION:

There is increasing awareness toward dental
implant treatment in developing countries
(1–3). In Iraq, the last decade witnessed more

patients seeking governmental and private dental
centers for dental implant treatment.
However, the majority of conducted studies on dental
implants focused on the influence of different surface
treatments (4–7); and the clinical outcome of dental
implant treatment (8, 9).
There is paucity in studies on the relationship be-
tween patients’ biographic information, and differ-
ent aspects of dental implant treatment. Biographic
factors could influence dental implant practice. This
study aims to determine the influence of Iraqi pa-
tients’ age and gender on various clinical aspects in
dental implant treatment

2 METHODS:

The study was approved by the Scientific Commit-
tee, Ibn Sina University of Medical and Pharmaceu-
tical Sciences 2021. Biographic data of 196 Iraqi
patients who attended a private dental implant center
(Basamat Dental Center) in Baghdad from 7.1.2016
to 30.4.2020 was recorded. During this period 348
dental implant procedures were completed. These
procedures were performed by the same surgeon
(first author)
The recorded data included: patient age, gender,
implant zone (upper anterior, upper posterior, lower
anterior, and lower posterior); implant insertion tim-
ing (immediate or delayed implant); implant side,
dental implant system, sinus lift, bone augmentation,
implant length, and implant diameter.
Inclusion criteria: patients whose data are available
and they finished their treatment.
Exclusion criteria: patients with incomplete data and
did not finish their treatment.
For the aim of statistical analysis patients’ age has
been stratified into the following age categories; age
group 1:17-30, age group 2:31-40, age group 3: 41-
50, age group 4: 51-60, age group 5: 61-70, age group

6: 71 and above.
Both descriptive and inferential statistics were ap-
plied in this study. Pearson Correlation, Chi-Square
Test, and One-way ANOVA were used to identify
the correlations between continuous, categorical, and
interval variables. Mann-Whitney test was used to
identify the level of difference between the interval
variables. The level of significance was considered
at P<0.05. SPSS Ver. 25 was used to perform the
statistical analysis.

3 RESULTS:

In this study, male to female ratio was 1/2. The num-
ber of male patients was 66, treated with 127 dental
implants. The number of females was 130, treated
with 221 dental implants (Table 1). Mann-Whitney
test showed no significant difference (p=0.261) be-
tween the age of males and females included in this
study.
The used dental implant systems for the included
patients were: IBS® (274 cases,73%), Dentaurum®

(36 cases, 10.3%), ImplantKa® (33 cases, 9.5%),
DeTech® (19 cases, 5.5%), Easy Implant® (5 cases.
1.4%), and NeoBiotech® (1 case, 0.3%).
The number of implants inserted on the right side 
was 169, and the number of implants inserted on the 
left side was 179 dental implants. For males, 52.8%
of the implants were inserted on the right side, and 
47.2% were inserted on the left side. For females, 
46.2% of the implants were inserted on the right side 
vs 53.8% of the implants inserted on the left side. 
Chi-Square Test showed no significant difference 
(p=0.266) between the two genders regarding the 
side of implant insertion. It, also, did not show any 
significant relationship between the patient’s gender 
and the and the number of dental implants in the 
upper vs lower arch;
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Seventy-eight (39.7%) out of 196 patients (31 males,
and 43 females) had more than one implant, 237
implants in total. The number of implants for females
was 139 (58.6%), whereas the number of implants
for male patients was 98 (41.4%). The number of
implants per patient ranged from 2 to 12 (full arch)
implants. The mean age for females treated with
multiple implants is lower than the mean age of their
male counterparts (Table 1). However, the difference
between the two groups was not statistically signifi-
cant (p=0.575).
Age group (41-50) recorded the highest number of
patients in this study (no=106, 30.5%) followed by
51-60 age group (no=100, 28.7%). The lowest num-
ber of patients was recorded in the age group ≥71
(no=8, 2.3%).

FIGURE 1: percentages of cases in the jaw zones by
gender

As shown in Figure 1, most of the dental implants
76.2% were inserted in the upper and lower posterior
jaw zones (42% and 34.2% respectively), whereas
the remaining 23.9% were inserted in the upper and
lower anterior jaw zones (19.3% and 4.6% respec-
tively).

In the posterior zones for upper and lower jaws, 
the percentages of cases for females are higher, 
whereas the percentages of cases in upper and 
lower anterior zones are higher in males. This 
difference in the implant zone between both 
genders has been statisti-cally confirmed (p=0.04).
As shown in Table 1, the mean implant length and di-
ameter are close in both males and females. This has
been statistically confirmed (p=0.778 and p=0.877
respectively). However, the Pearson Correlation Test
showed a highly significant negative relationship
(p=0.006) between implant length and patient’s age,
and a significant positive relationship (p=0.028) be-
tween implant size and patient’s age. Apart from age
group 61-70, the curve shows a gradual decrease in
dental implant length. In comparison, the curve for
dental implant diameter shows an increase with the
increase of age (Figure 2). The statistical relation-
ship between implant length and diameter was found
highly significant (p=0.000).
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Figure 2, demonstrates the decrease of implant length
with older age groups. Age group 2 (31-40 years)
reported the highest mean of dental implant length,
followed by age group 1(17-30). The lowest mean of
dental implant length is clear in age group 6 (70- ).
On the other hand, there is an increase in implant
diameter in older age groups, except for age group 5.
The lowest size (diameter) is reported in age group
1, whereas the highest can be seen in age group 6.

Table 1: The study descriptive statistics

FIGURE 2: The mean dental implant length and 
diameter by age group
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Delayed implants were performed in 82.2% of the
cases, and immediate implants were performed in
17.8% of the cases. The mean age for delayed im-
plant cases was higher than the mean age for cases
with immediate implant cases. The relationship be-
tween the implant timing and the patient’s age was
statistically confirmed (p=0.016). Apart from age
group ≥71, Figure 4 shows that the younger the
age group the higher the percentage of immediate
implant cases.

FIGURE 5: The ming of dental implant (delayed/
immediate) by age group

The percentage of immediate implant performed 
for females was 75.8%. in contrast, the percent-
age of cases of immediate implant for males was 
24.2%. This difference has been statistically con-
firmed (p=0.017).
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Figure 3 clarifies the difference between 
implant length and diameter as the curve moves 
from the upper anterior toward the lower posterior 
zone. The mean implant length ranges between 
11mm-8mm, whereas the diameter ranges between 
3mm to 5mm. One-Way ANOVA showed a highly 
significant rela-tionship between both implant 
length and size with the jaw region (p=0.000)

FIGURE 3: The mean dental implant length and 
diameter by the jaw zone

Table 1 stratifies the age for each dental implant 
zone. The upper anterior zone shows the lowest 
mean of age. In contrast, the lower anterior zone 
recorded the highest mean of age. One-way 
ANOVA showed a significant relationship 
(p=0.013) between the patient’s age and the dental 
implant zone.
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This study focuses on the relationship between pa-
tient’s age, and gender, and certain dental implant 
treatment parameters, such as dental implant timing 
(immediate/ delayed), dental implant zone, dental 
implant length/ diameter, the need for a sinus lift, and 
bone augmentation.

As the study shows, dental implant demand was
reported in a wide age range. This could indicate
an increase in public acceptance of this treatment
compared to other fixed or removable dental pros-
thetics. The patient’s perceived preference toward
dental implants over other prosthetic options has
been acknowledged by other studies (10). The source
of information about dental implant treatment was
out of this study’s focus. However, the authors’
found that patients’ relatives and a friend influenced
the decision to used dental implant treatment, which
agrees with other studies (11, 12).
Understandably, the age group (41-50) reported the
highest number of patients included in this study.
This age group seems to have more dental extractions
compared to other age groups. In their study on Iraqi
patients’ sample, Salih & Al-Nimer found that the
highest percentage of tooth extraction (26.96%) was
recorded in this age group (13)

It is generally agreed that posterior teeth loss in 
both upper and lower arches is more common than 
upper and lower anterior teeth loss (13, 14). This cer-
tainly influences the demand for a dental implant in 
different jaw regions for both gender groups. The 

study (19). This difference, however, seems to vary
among studies (17, 20–22). higher female awareness is
evident in the number of cases for dental implant
treatments for posterior teeth in female patients. The
highest number of anterior implants in male patients
is another indication that males are less interested in
their anterior teeth health. Better female attitude to-
ward dental implants is also reflected by the percent-
age of females requesting immediate dental implants
compared to male patients.
The percentage of immediate dental implant cases
reported in this study (17.81%) was higher than the
percentage reported (0.88%) in a previous study con-
ducted in the Middle East region (19). This difference
could be related to the selected sample in this study.
The number of immediate implants in the posterior
region requested by female patients could have an
influence on the relationship between the implant
zone and implant timing (immediate vs delayed).
have better knowledge, and attitude toward dental 
treatment in general (3), and the multiple dental im-
plants in particular. The small number of immediate 
implant cases for the older age group could have 
influenced the statistical findings of this study. Also, 
older patients could not have the chance to replace 
their missing teeth immediately, possibly due to the 
lack of awareness toward immediate implant at the 
time of extraction.
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The level of awareness toward dental implant treat-
ment appears to be higher in females compared to
males, as the study shows. The male/ female ratio
reported in this study was reported in a previous

number of dental implants performed for the upper 
arch was higher than the lower arch. The level of 
difference is comparable to Negri et al study (15). 
However, this study’s finding disagrees with other 
studies (16, 17), which found that posterior mandibular 
implants were more than other jaw regions. This 
reflects the preference of patients toward implant-
supported fixed prostheses in the posterior mandible 
(18). The highest number of the upper posterior im-
plant in this study can be justified by the number of 
implants performed for the upper premolar region in 
this study (100 cases, 28.7%), most of which have 
been requested by female patients 67 cases (67%) for 
aesthetic purposes.

Out of 348 cases, only 4.9% required sinus lifting,
whereas 11.8% of the cases required bone augmen-
tation (Table 1). Chi-Square Test did not show any
significant relationship between the patient’s gender
and the need for sinus lift nor bone augmentation
(p=0.431, p=0.569, p=0.171 respectively).
Furthermore, One-way ANOVA did not show a sig-
nificant relationship between the patient’s age and
the number of dental implants in the upper vs lower
arch; the need for sinus-lift or bone augmentation
(p=0.123. p=0.959, p=0.388 respectively).

4 DISCUSSION
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The choice of dental implant dimension, as the study
data showed, is mainly related to the anatomical
zone, and related occlusal load, which has been con-
firmed by other studies (16). Implant dimensions re-
ported in this study did not show a wide range in both
dental implant length and diameter. The findings of
this study might help the dentist to consider the more
appropriate choice for their patients.
It is expected that the implant zone influences both
implant length and size, as the study data showed.
Similarly, it can be expected dental implants tend
to be shorted with increased age. According to this
study, dental implant diameter tends to increase with
age. This, partly, could be attributed to the compen-
sation for the deficit in dental implant length.
The reason behind the low percentage of cases with 
sinus lift could be related to the use of short im-
plants in the posterior maxillary zone to overcome 
the shortage in the maxillary alveolar bone. In their 
systematic, Mokcheh and colleagues stated that short 

2. Gbadebo OS. Dental implant as an option for
tooth replacement: The awareness of patients at
a tertiary hospital in a developing country. Con-
temporary clinical dentistry. 2014;5(3):302–
306.

3. Alanazi SA. Knowledge, Attitude, and Aware-
ness Regarding Dental Implants among Young
Patients Visiting Al-Farabi Hospital. OHDM.
2017;(6):16–16.

4. Khalaf BS, Abass SM. Surface Properties of
Different Heat Treated Titanium Alloy Dental
Implants. International Journal of Science and
Research. 2015;6(8):1212–1216.

5. Turky RN, Jassim RK. The Electrophoretic De-
position of Nano Al2O3 and AgNO3 on CpTi
Dental Implant (An in vitro and in vivo study). J
Bagh College Dentistry. 2016;28(1):41–47.

6. Al-Hijazi AY, Al-Zubaydi TL, Mahdi EI. His-
tomorphometric analysis of bone deposition at
Ti implant surface dip-coated with hydroxyap-
atite (In vivo study). J Bagh College Dentistry.
2013;25(2):70–75.

MEERP LTD JMRHS 4 (9), 1461−1467 (2021) 1466

REFERENCES

1. Raikar S. Factors Affecting the Survival Rate
of Dental Implants: ARetrospective Study. J Int
Soc Prev Community Dent. 2017;7(6):351–355.

The bone augmentation technique employed in this
study was the lateral ridge augmentation procedure.
This technique was shown to be effective in the case
of deficit buccolingual dimension (24). The number
of cases treated with bone augmentation in this study
could be influenced by the use of the bone expansion
technique, in cases with IBS® implants in particular.
Bone Expansion with Cortical Bone Bending (BEB)
Protocol was used for the cases included in this study.
To conclude, females are better candidates for dental
implant treatment. Older patients seem to benefit
more from shorter, and, subsequently, wider dental
implants. Also, older patients tend to have lower
anterior dental implants.

implants are a reliable alternative to sinus lift 
proce-dures (23).

Patients’ gender did not seem to influence the im-
plant length/ diameter. This finding disagrees with
Bural et al study, which reported a larger implant
diameter in male patients (16). This could be partly
attributed to the difference between both studies on
the male/ female ratio.
Neither patient’s age, nor gender seem to influence 
the need for a sinus lift procedure or the need for bone 
augmentation. The need for sinus-lift and/or bone 
augmentation is one of the indications for the time 
lapses between tooth loss and the time for acquiring 
dental implant treatment. This could reflect some de-
gree of hesitance among patients to seek immediate 
dental implant treatment. It worth mentioning some 
patients seeking dental implant treatment have not 
been informed about an immediate implant 
treatment option.

have better knowledge, and attitude toward dental 
treatment in general (3), and the multiple dental im-
plants in particular. The small number of immediate 
implant cases for the older age group could have 
influenced the statistical findings of this study. Also, 
older patients could not have the chance to replace 
their missing teeth immediately, possibly due to the 
lack of awareness toward immediate implant at the 
time of extraction.



INFLUENCE OF PATIENT’S AGE AND GENDER ON DENTAL IMPLANT TREATMENTFIVE YEAR
RETROSPECTIVE STUDY

13. Salih HM, Al-Nimer MSM. Distribution of Ex-
tracted Teeth According to the Site, Type, Age,
and Sex: A Retrospective Single-Center Study
from Baghdad. 2020;.

14. Udoye CI. Prevalence and Reasons for Ex-
traction of Endodontically Treated Teeth
in Adult Nigerians. J Contemp Dent Pract.
2018;19(12):1469–1473.

15. Negri M. The effect of age, gender, and insertion
site on marginal bone loss around endosseous
implants: results from a 3-year trial with pre-
mium implant system. Biomed Res Int. 2014;p.
369051–369051.

16. Bural C. Assessment of demographic and clini-
cal data related to dental implants in a group of
Turkish patients treated at a university clinic. J
Adv Prosthodont;2013(5):351–359.

20. Grisar K. Retrospective Analysis of Dental Im-
plants PlacedBetween 2012 and 2014: Indica-
tions, Risk Factors,and Early Survival. Interna-
tional Journal of Oral & Maxillofacial Implants.
2017;32(3):649–654.

21. Jang HW. A retrospective study on related fac-
tors affecting the survival rate of dental im-
plants. J Adv Prosthodont;2011(3):204–219.

22. Kang DY. Early implant failure: a retrospective
analysis of contributing factors. Journal of pe-
riodontal & implant science. 2019;49(5):287–
298.

23. Mokcheh A, Jegham H, Turki S. Short implants
as an alternative to sinus lift for the rehabilitation
of posterior maxillary atrophies: Systematic re-
view and meta-analysis. Oral and Maxillofacial
Surgery. 2019;120(1):28–37.

24. Sanz-Sánchez, I., et al., Effectiveness of
Lateral Bone Augmentation on the Alveolar
Crest Dimension:A Systematic Review and
Meta-analysis. 2015. 94(9_suppl): p.
128S-142S.

How to cite this article: Alhamdani F., Ab-dulla 
A.E.H. Influence of Patient’s Age and Gen-der on 
Dental Implant TreatmentFive Year retro-spective 
study. Journal of Medical Research and Health 
Sciences. 2021;1461−1467. https://
doi.org /10.52845/JMRHS/2021-4-9-5

JMRHS 4 (9), 1461−1467 (2021) MEERP LTD 1467

8. Al-Noori, N.M., Evaluation of related factors
affecting stability and survival rate of dental
implants (meta-analysis of retrospective study),
in Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery. 2017,
Baghdad University: College of Dentistry,
Baghdad University.

9. Hameed, M.A. and S.S. Al-Adili,
Augmentation of the localized bony defects
with synthetic bone substitute in simultaneous
dental implant surgery (Clinical study). J Bagh
College Dentistry 2015. 27(1): p. 151-158.

10. Müller F. Knowledge and attitude of elderly per-
sons towards dental implants. Gerodontology.
2012;29(2):914–937.

11. Kohli, S., et al., Patients awareness and attitude
towards dental implants. Indian journal of
dentistry, 2015. 6(4): p. 167-171.

12. Wang G, Gao X, Lo EC. Public perceptions
of dental implants: a qualitative study. J Dent.
2015;43(7):798–805.

18. AL-Omiri, M., R.e.A. Hantash, and A. AL-
Wahadni, Satisfaction with Dental Implants: A
Literature Review. IMPLANT DENTISTRY,
2005. 14(4): p. 399-408.

19. Mohajerani H. The Risk Factors in Early Failure
of Dental Implants: a Retrospective Study. J
Dent Shiraz Univ Med Sci. 2017;18(4):298–
303.

17. Geckili O. Evaluation of possible prognostic
factors for the success, survival, and failure of
dental implants. Implant Dent. 2014;23(1):44–
50.

7. Mahmood MS, Al-Ameer SS. Assessment of
Calcium Carbonate Coating on Osseointegra-
tion of Commercially Pure Titanium Implant
by Torque Removal Test and Histomorpho-
metric Analysis. J Bagh College Dentistry.
2017;29(1):32–38.


	Introduction:
	Methods:
	Results:
	Discussion



