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[ Abstract]

prostheses, considered to be a better and preferred choice for

Zygomatic implant - supported maxillary

the restoration of maxillary defects, not only enhance the
stability and retention of maxillofacial obturator prostheses, but
also avoid the second surgical sites and the risk of bone grafts.
This article aimed to review the anatomic bases of zygomatic
implants, biomechanical characteristics, implantation of
zygomatic implants, design and manufacture of prostheses,
complications and survival rate of zygomatic implants.
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