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Freehand Versus Guided Surgery: Factors
Influencing Accuracy of Dental Implant
Placement.

Choi, William DMD; Nguyen, Bao-Chau DDS; Doan, Andrew DMD; Girod, Sabine MD, DDS, PhD; Gaudilliere, Brice
MD, PhD; Gaudilliere, Dyani DMD, MPH

Implant Dentistry: Post Author Corrections: July 20, 2017
doi: 10.1097/1D.0000000000000620
Basic and Clinical Research: PDF Only

Int J Ora Maxillofac Implants 2013 Jan-Feb;28(1):190-204 doi: 10 “ 1807 jomi 2691

Implant positioning errors in freehand and computer-aided placement methods: a single-blind
clinical comparative study.

Arisan V1, Karabuda CZ. Mumcu E, Ozdemir T.

J Clin Periodentol. 2018 Apr 2. doi: 10.1117/jcpe.12897. [Epub eheed of print]

A randomized controlled study on the accuracy of free-handed, pilot-drill guided and fully-quided
implant surgery in partially edentulous patients.
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