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[Abstract] With the growing maturity of implant technology, implant overdenture has gradually become a convention-
al repair method for edentulous patients to restore beauty and function, which improves the quality of life of edentulous
patients. This paper reviews the effects of implant factors, attachment factors, occlusal factors and patients” own factors
on residual alveolar ridge. Existing studies suggest that when designing denture, doctors first need to consider the oral
mucosa and jaw conditions of patients before operation, and select the appropriate size of implant to ensure that suffi-
cient bone remains around the implant; Secondly, when choosing the type of attachment, the number, location and A-P
distance of implants should be fully considered, and the inclination of cusp should be properly reduced to avoid the
harm of excessive lateral force to alveolar ridge; Finally, regular reexamination should be carried out after operation to
maintain longer service time of denture and more sufficient bone mass of edentulous patients. However, there are many
factors affecting jaw absorption. In the future, we should further explore many factors, such as patients” habit and fre-
quency of wearing dentures, oral health and nutritional status, systemic diseases and medication.
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