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Berglundh et al Abrahamssen et al Abrahamsson e al Moon ¢t al
{1981) {1998) {18%6) {1899)
F100:m (-80um 300-600:m 0-40um
Co 870 840 861 66.47
i 3 7.2 78 3232
V b3 40 34 .25
Leu 03 13
R 44 35 28 1.07

Co : collagen, Fi : Fibroblasts, V : Vasculs structures, Leu : Leukooytes, R ¢ Residual tissue

T 2. Resulis from e morphomeric measrementss mean(SD)

Zone A+B Zone A Zone B
Co 80.51(2.60) 66.47(2.73) 82.36(4.45)
V 3.42(0.64) (.26(0.35) 3.271.29)
Fi 12.98(219 32.322.82) 11.50(2.92
R 3.0001.04) 1.07(0.43) 2.8901.00

Zone A & 40mm wide zone of conneclive lissue immediately lateral to the implant suface Zore B ¢ & 1680wm wide zone laterd o but
cortinuous with zome A & mean(SD). The volume % of the connective tissue cocupied by collagen(Co), vasoular sruciurel), fibroblast(Fi.
resicual tissue(R)
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