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Fig 2 one-stage grafting technique
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Table 1. Distribution of failed implant in the graft group

Before At Before
abutment abutment loading of

surgery  surgery prosthesis

No. of implants surveyed 437 420 373
No. of implants failed in interval 17 48 35
Interval failure rate (%) 39 11.4 94
Cumulative failure rate (%) 3.9 149 229

(Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants 2004;19:107-115)

Table 2. Distribution of failed implant in the nongraft group

Fig 3 two-stage grafting technique(int J Oral
Maxillofac Implants 2004;19:107-115)

A&l dial] vkt
A B A3 Zol] A&
block FE|Z 1143 }
o|Alsigltt, UEHEE=

Aot (Fig 2, 3)

o
=

ou] 4IEY B PHBS
G

Zo|AlFofA 2GAR JEMNES AHF AL
4~TNE9 G717+ Folct ZolAF} o] 45}%]
oFo oA 221pel b2} 5~1271Y(H+ 8.87)

), 5~1471¥(H+ 7Y S Fh FERAP|7E
2 ZolARoA Hat 5 97fLelT Zo4E1A]

Observation period after loading of prosthesis (y)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

338 313 298 256 238 187 89 17
3 2 2 2 0 0 0 0
09 06 07 08 O 0 0 0

236 240 245 249 249 249 249 249

abB:if::nt abufn: I oggif:;e of  Observation period after loading of prosthesis ly)

surgery surgery prosthesis 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
No. of implants surveyead o83 GED 628 588 B84 562 514 472 370 208 101 29
No. of implants failed ninterval 2 52 40 4 5 i 1 2 0 0 0 0
Interval fadure rate (%) 04 76 o4 07 10 02 02 0.4 0 0 0 0
Cumulative failure rate (%) 04 8.1 139 145 154 155 157 160 1860 160 16.0 180

(Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants 2004;19:107-115)
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Fig 4. The bone graft is secured with titanium
osteosynthesis screw (Clin Oral Impl Res
2002;13:103-111)
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Fig 5. After 6months the flap is re-opened. Note the
partial resorption of the bone block that is
perfectly integrated with the recipient alvelar
bone. (Clin Oral Impl Res 2002;13:103-111)
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