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1. Vertical soft tissue height on implants and teeth, drawn based

on the data by Berglundh et al (1)
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Junctional epithelium:

1.3-1.7 mm

Connective tissue:
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Fig. 2 The vertical
proportions of peri-implant

' adjusted from Hermann et
al (2).
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Fig 3. Typical local anatomy of
the alveolar rudge of beagle
dogs. (courtesy NP Lang).
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