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ABSTRACT 
 
Background: The dental literature quotes around 7000 articles related to fixed partial dentures. However, only some of 
them are associated with patients’ perceptions of outcomes and their satisfaction level with FPD treatment. The present 
study was conducted with the aim to evaluate the patient satisfaction using fixed partial denture. Methods: Questions 
regarding masticatory efficiency, esthetics, speech, the comfort and the maintenance of oral hygiene and the ease of 
cleaning were noted. All the data thus obtained was arranged in a tabulated form and analyzed using SPSS software. Data 
was expressed as percentage of the total value. Results: The present study enrolled 200 subjects with the mean age of 
37.72+/-4.89 years. There were 128 (64%) subjects who were wearing FPD for 0-3 years, 34 subjects (17%) wore FPD for 
4-7 years and there were 38 subjects who were wearing FPD for more than 10 years. There were 0.25% subjects who 
were not satisfied with the mastication and comfort and esthetic and maintenance respectively. Conclusion: The results of 
the present study illustrated that the fixed partial prosthesis are very satisfying amongst the patients. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

Fixed partial dentures have been the management of 

choice for replacing the missing teeth since past 

years. The dental literature quotes around 7000 

articles related to fixed partial dentures. However, 

only some of them are associated with patients’ 

perceptions of outcomes and their satisfaction level 

with FPD treatment. Edentulous conditions and 

dental disorders have affected the patients adversely. 

Subjects with the dental conditions are affected by a 

changed self-image.[1] Few people expect them  to be 

socially less competent and less intellectual.[2] 

Dentofacial  issues  have  certain effects  on  

subject’s  satisfaction  regarding esthetics, 

performance, and function.[3‑ 5] The prosthodontic 

literature is has many studies on subject satisfaction 

amongst complete denture wearers,  but  with  very 

less  consensus  on the factors alter it.[6,7]  There have 

been numerous reports on the patient’s satisfaction 

with implant‑ based  prostheses  amongst  

edentulous subjects have been equivocal.[8] Studies 

in the past on satisfaction amongst the  partial 

denture subjects have primarily engrossed on the   

subjects      managed      with     removable     partial  
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dentures,[9]    although    there are few studies on 

subject groups managed by a diversity of  

prosthodontic  methods.[10,11] The  general 

conclusion  in these studies is  that  patient  

satisfaction  is  a  complicated and multidimensional 

spectacle,[12] much of that is still unclear. The present 

study was conducted with the aim to evaluate the 

patient satisfaction using fixed partial denture. 
 

MATERIALS & METHODS 
 

The present observational study was conducted in 

the department of prosthodontics. The study enrolled 

all the patients who reported to the department for 

fixed partial denture and consented to participate in 

the study. The study was approved by the 

institutional ethical board and all the subjects were 

informed about the study and a consent was obtained 

from them in their vernacular language. These 

subjects were administered a pretested close ended 

questionnaire to evaluate their perception about the 

clinical outcome of their FPD. Questions regarding 

masticatory efficiency, esthetics, speech, the comfort 

and the maintenance of oral hygiene and the ease of 

cleaning were noted. The questionnaire assessed the 

perception of patient and their attitude regarding the 

fixed partial denture. A total of 200 subjects were 

made to fill the questionnaire. The duration of their 

FPD usage was also recorded in the study. All the 

data thus obtained was arranged in a tabulated form 
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and analyzed using SPSS software. Data was 

expressed as percentage of the total value. 

 

RESULTS 
 

The present study enrolled 200 subjects with the 

mean age of 37.72+/-4.89 years. 

[Table 1] illustrates the satisfaction of subjects using 

fixed partial denture. There were 128 (64%) subjects 

who were wearing FPD for 0-3 years, 34 subjects 

(17%) wore FPD for 4-7 years and there were 38 

subjects who were wearing FPD for more than 10 

years. There were 90% (n=180) subjects who were 

satisfied with the function of FPD and rest 10% were 

not satisfied with the function of FPD. There were 

80% (n=160) subjects who were esthetically 

satisfied and 20% were not satisfied with the 

esthetics. 

[Figure 1] illustrates the reason for un-satisfaction 

amongst the subjects. There were 0.25% subjects 

who were not satisfied with the mastication and 

comfort and esthetic and maintenance respectively. 

There were 5% subjects who were not satisfied with 

the speech and maintenance and esthetic and 

mastication respectively. There were 10% subjects 

who were not satisfied with the comfort, 

maintenance and mastication respectively. There 

were 50% subjects who were not satisfied with the 

esthetics. 
 

Table 1: Satisfaction of the patients. 
Variable Frequency Percentage  

Duration (Years) 

0-3 128 64 

4-7 34 17 

>10 38 19 

Satisfaction with function 

Yes 180 90 

No 20 10 

Satisfaction with esthetics 

Yes 160 80 

No 40 20 

 

 
Figure 1: Reasons for unsatisfied treatment 

 

 

DISCUSSION  
 

While assessment of the efficacy of fixed prosthesis 

treatment, Anderson in the year 1998 illustrated that 

it is crucial to regard both the dentist’s as well as the 

subject’s  are satisfied.[18]  Studies  to  investigate  

subject’s satisfaction  were  performed  in  different  

nations, like Sweden, Finland, the Netherlands, 

Croatia, and  Singapore,[10,13-17]   all  found  that  

subject’s satisfaction with FPD was very high.  

Whereas, important satisfaction like patient 

satisfaction  are  clearly underrated in the present 

literature, mainly for implant prosthesis.[18] As per a 

recent study established that implant‑ based  

prosthesis  positively  influence the subject’s life’s 

quality, the amount of satisfaction, and their ability 

to maintain oral hygiene.[19] In the present study, 

there were 128 (64%) subjects who were wearing 

FPD for 0-3 years, 34 subjects (17%) wore FPD for 

4-7 years and there were 38 subjects who were 

wearing FPD for more than 10 years. There were 

90% (n=180) subjects who were satisfied with the 

function of FPD and rest 10% were not satisfied with 

the function of FPD. There were 80% (n=160) 

subjects who were esthetically satisfied and 20% 

were not satisfied with the esthetics. There were 

0.25% subjects who were not satisfied with the 

mastication and comfort and esthetic and 

maintenance respectively. There were 5% subjects 

who were not satisfied with the speech and 

maintenance and esthetic and mastication 

respectively. There were 10% subjects who were not 

satisfied with the comfort, maintenance and 

mastication respectively. There were 50% subjects 

who were not satisfied with the esthetics. The high 

incidence of females amongst the studied sample 

suggested that females in Sudan were more anxious 

about getting their missing teeth replaced. This  

outcome  feels into  pact  with  the  past studies  

where  females  were  more  crucial about their facial 

appearance.[19,20] The clinical outcome evaluations  

by  dentists  do  not  essentially  signify   the 

patients’ judgment that encompassed both functional 

and  psychosocial  adaption.[21] Concerns of subjects  

are primarily  associated with  function,  comfort,  

and  esthetics, specially for  implant based  fixed  

prosthesis.[22,23] In a investigation by Wismeijer et al. 

on satisfaction  of  patient on implant, it  was seen 

that there was no significant enhancement in speech 

that was more tuff to explain.[24] It  is  the  duty of 

the clinician to inform the patients that future care is 

needed for the maintenance of the restoration and the 

rest of the  teeth.[25] 
 

 CONCLUSION 
 

The results of the present study illustrated that the 

fixed partial prosthesis are very satisfying amongst 

the patients. Majority of them were satisfied with the 

esthetics and functional aspect of the fixed partial 

prosthesis. If the clinicians illustrate the post 
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treatment instructions properly then patient 

satisfaction is not an issue of concern. 
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