The Role of Interproximal Contacts in Implant-supported Crown Stability:
A Finite Element Analysis study.
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Figure 1: a) overview of the 3D mandible with boundary and loading conditions, b) occlusal ~ [€Xhibited more evenly distributed stress and significantly lower

and proximal contacts (medial in blue and distal in red) along with load steps, leading to a stress concentrations on the implant neck Compared to the
quasi-static masticatory scenario, ¢) modeled teeth components, shown indicatively on a Figure 4: Details of the stresses developing in the implant, abutment and contacts of

premolar cross-section and d) detailed view of the external connection implant and the Implant with only a mesial interproximal contact. the crown to the adjacent teeth/tooth, for the restoration a) in position 18 and b) in Engin. 2020;23(7):261-70.
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