Minor Bone Augmentation Key Message
10 years prOOf Of Stab||_|‘ty W|‘th th|Ck buccal The treatment resulted in a 95% success rate, improved

facial bone thickness, ensured minimal long-term bone loss,

bone after early implant placement with and offered pleasing esthetics.
contour augmentation
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(median 8 on a 0-10 scale)

* Median peri-implant bone loss over 10-year period: 0.35 mm
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Evaluate long-term stability of contour augmentation in esthetic
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