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IMPLANTOLOGY

I Abstract

Analyzing the educational effect of symposium is helpful in providing useful resources to improve the quality of the sym-
posium. Among various analyzing methods, electronic voting system is advantageous in several aspects including high
response rate from the audiences and immediate availability of the results. Electronic voting systems with keypads were
provided to the audiences. Survey with the questionnaire related to the lecture topic was carried out with the keypads before
the symposium session and after the lecture and panel discussion. Respondent’ s preferred treatment modality for severely
resorbed posterior mandible was changed after the lecture from removable partial denture to implant therapy with short fix-
ture. In the case with maxillary anterior bone deficiency, preference for the aggressive surgical procedure such as ridge split-
ting was decreased. The treatment modality with the highest preference was changed from fixed partial denture to the
implant restoration with guided bone regeneration. Therefore, electronic voting system was an effective tool to aid audi-
ences to actively participate in the symposium and to analyze and share the information about the education effect

Key words: dental implant, symposium, electronic voting system, Reply response system
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Table 1. Survey questionnaire performed before the lecture and the responses with the highest poll.

Questions Highest poll %

Treatment option for posterior mandibular bone deficiency Short implant 42 4
Treatment option for anterior maxillary bone deficiency Fixed prosthesis 384
Implant placement time for esthetically important area Immediately after extraction 50.7
Favorite bone material for Guided Bone Regeneration Mixed with autogenous bone 4.3
Bone height available with crestal approach of maxilla 3~6mm 7.4
Treatment option for acute sinusitis after sinus augmentation Antibiotics/Remove all of the grafted material 36.6
Favorite implant prosthesis type Cementation type 52.3
Solution for proximal contact loss Retrieve, repair, and replace 68.4

Ji-Man Park et al: Analysis of preference on the selection of implant treatment modality by electronic voting system at symposium. Implantology 2009
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Fig. 3. Diagrams showing audience’s response before and after the symposium
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