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Summary

The tissue reactions of the adult dog to the hydroxyapatite-coated endosteal blade-
vent implant were evaluated histologically.

After three months, the blade was surrounded by bone tradeculae and loose connective
tissue, and osseous tissue was also formed around the implant.

A thin fibrous membrance, called as peri-implant membrane, was observed most area
between the new bone and the implant interface after six months. These collagenous fibers
were parallel to the surface of the implant. Moreover, the high ostegenic activity was seen
on the surface of the new bone.

These result suggested that the hydroxyapatite—coated endosteal bladevent implant
was well tolerated by bone tissue, and also it stimulated osteogenic of activity of connec-
tive tissue around the implant.
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