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External vs internal connection implant system
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The osseointegration of titanium implants has been examined over the past 50 years. Many implant systems have been
introduced and have become popular to the implant dentistry. The designs of the connection between implant fixture and abutment
are divided into external vs internal connection. From beginning, the Branemark system was characterized by an external hexagon.
Internal connection has been developed to reduce stress transferred to the bone. These differences may have impact on the clinical
procedures and protocols, laboratory and components costs, and incidence of complications. Therefore, the clinician has to know
the different biomechanical features and understand their implications to produce successful implant-supported prosthesis with an
external or an internal connection system.
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I. External vs internal
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