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ERRATUM

It has been brought to the publisher’s attention that the name of one the authors of the article “An In Vitro Pilot Study of Abut-
ment Stability During Loading in New and Fatigue-Loaded Conical Dental Implants Using Synchrotron-Based Radiography,” which
appeared in the January/February 2013 issue of JOMI, was not listed correctly. The first author of the article should be listed as
Tatjana Rack, MS. Therefore, the complete list of authors is Tatjana Rack, MS/Simon Zabler, PhD/Alexander Rack, PhD/
Heinrich Riesemeier, PhD/Katja Nelson, PhD, DDS. Additionally, the data for Bone Level implants at the AF and BF positions under
30 N, 90 degree and 100 N, 90 degree loading in Table 2 was not presented correctly, and the corrected version appears below.
The electronic version of the article has been corrected accordingly. The publisher regrets the error.

Table 2 Size of Microgap Under Different Mechanical Loading Conditions

Implant system

Ankylos ¢/x Ankylos Plus Bone level
Load type A B AF BF A B AF BF A B AF BF

ON

Virgin 11 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.3
Fatigue loaded 4 0.2 0.7 0.1 31 1 5 8 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.7
30 N, 90 degree

Virgin 0.2 0.9 12 0.1 0.6 1.2 S 0.2

Fatigue loaded 0.5 0.7 12 0.2 1 12 32 0.3 1.8 1.7
100 N, 90 degree

Virgin 0.5 4.6 28 0.1 8 10 18.5 0.1

Fatigue loaded 1.2 2.5 24 0.2 0 30 36 0 18 13
200 N, 30 degree

Virgin 0.1 0.7 24 0.1 0.1 4 9 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.6
Fatigue loaded 0.1 8 22 0.1 - - 25 0.1 0.3 0.1 1 1

Values for the virgin IAC assemblies are reported in Rack et al.25
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