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Abstract

This study was for comparison of autogenous bone block and demineralized allogenic bone block (Hans
Biomed, DFDBA) for alveolar bone augmentation in the mandibular second molar region, We performed vertical
augmentation of Rt, mandibular posterior alveolar ridge using the demineralized allogenic bone block and Lt, side
using the autogenous ramal block bone, After about 8 months, we performed installation of the dental implant on
the sites and bone biopsy. After the bone grafts, we observed the favorable bone formation for implant, but this
procedure was required more long-term follow up,
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Il. Case Report
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Il. Result
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V. Discussion
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Fig. 2, Available bone at the implant site is evaluated in
terms of height (H), width (W), and length (L).

Division A ; 5mm wide 10mm length

Division B ; 2 5mm wide 10mm length(blade or graft)
Division C - W ; unfavorable width

Division C - H ; unfavorable height

Division D ; unfavorable width a height

Fig. 3. Presurgical state intraoral photograph on
mandible,

Fig. 4. Bone graft surgery with DFDBA block on right mandibular posterior site,

Fig. 5. Bone graft surgery with autogenous block and particle bone on left mandibular posterior site,
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Fig. 7. Intra oral photography on mandibular bone graft site after 8 months,

Fig. 8. Histologic finding on left mandibular block bone Fig. 9. Histologic finding on right mandibular block bone
graft site (H& E < 100), graft site (H& E % 100),
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