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Ab s t r Ac t
Aim: The aim of this study was to evaluate clinical features that might be related to success rates of autotransplantation of molars with complete 
root formation. 
Materials and methods: A group of 60 patients with completely formed third molars autotransplanted to a different molar socket was followed 
for a medium period of 5 years and 5 months. Extreme care was used in order to preserve the vitality of the periodontal ligament cells. The same 
technique was applied for all teeth despite different anatomies. Descriptive statistics was performed. The association of the various factors with 
failures was assessed by using the Fisher’s exact test and a p-value of 0.05 was considered as significance threshold.
Results: Autotransplantation was found to be a reliable method to replace extracted molar teeth with closed apices. The two major factors that 
positively influenced the outcomes were fixation with splint and a periodontal probing pocket depth less than 4 mm after the initial healing 
period. The technique resulted in a suitable well-conserved socket and donor tooth, after the extraction.
Conclusion: An accurate case evaluation was critically important in order to identify the risks prior to surgery and to select the right patients for 
this procedure. Autotransplantation of third molar teeth is a feasible approach to replace compromised mature molars. Proper stabilization of the 
transplanted tooth is strategical for the success of this procedure. A conservative approach to unerupted wisdom teeth is also recommended.
Clinical significance: Dental implants and fixed prostheses have been utilized to replace missing teeth, and orthodontic space closure can be 
sometimes an effective treatment option. Tooth autotransplantation can be a reliable and less invasive clinical alternative when an appropriate 
donor site is available.
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In t r o d u c t I o n
Common treatment of edentulous sites is replacement with osseo-
integrated implants and fixed prostheses. Periodontitis, endodontic 
failures, dental traumas and fractures due to occlusal overload 
are among the most frequent causes of tooth extractions.1–7 
Orthodontic space closure is an evidence-based, effective treatment 
option for the intervention in a single tooth edentulous area, but 
often it is not a viable solution.8–10

The common treatment for symptomatic retained third molars 
is extraction. Tooth transfer to a different socket in the same patient 
is a viable and fascinating therapeutical option to replace missing 
teeth in order to restore normal functions for transplanted ones in 
a relatively short time span.

A large number of clinical studies on autotransplanted teeth 
have been held in the past, but only few of them were conducted on 
teeth with completely closed apices which is frequently encountered 
in adult patients. Most of studies about the autotransplantation of 
teeth with incomplete roots centered their attention on success 
factors of treatment like pulpal healing, eruption stage of the donor 
tooth, root resorption, and root development of the transplanted 
tooth.11–16

Furthermore, it must be considered that the final root length of 
an autotransplanted immature tooth depends on the development 
stage of the root at autotransplantation time. In mature teeth, 
such factors should have minor importance for the success of the 
treatment.10

Autotransplantation in adult patients having complete root 
formation presents many advantages compared to alternative 
clinical strategies even if it requires endodontic treatment within 
3–4 weeks in order to remove necrotic pulp and avoid subsequent 

complications like periradicular inflammation and inflammatory 
root resorption.17,18 The transplanted teeth can be moved 
subsequently to the ideal position with orthodontic treatment if 
necessary.15 However, several factors should be considered with 
this surgical intervention, such as surgeons’ skill and knowledge, 
patient selections, local inflammatory status, endodontically treated 
teeth, and availability of periodontal ligament in both donor and 
recipient sites.13

Consequently, the best practices for teeth with immature apices 
should be different from those with complete root formation. The aim 
of this study was to evaluate clinical features that might be related 
to long-term outcome and success rates for autotransplantation of 
molars with complete root formation. 
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This study was planned to investigate the outcomes of the 
autotransplantation of third molars into the sockets of extracted 
molar teeth after a 5-year follow-up period. 

MAt e r I A l s A n d Me t h o d s
This retrospective cohort study was conducted on patients treated 
with the support of a multidisciplinary team from December 2011 
to December 2014. The sample under investigation consisted of 60 
patients who underwent autotransplantation of completely formed 
molars. One patient had two upper first molars transplanted. 

The informed consent was obtained from all patients. All 
interventions were performed at the Dental School of the University 
of Milano-Bicocca, Italy. All the patients were followed up until 
December 2019. The study was approved by the internal ethical 
committee as a retrospective study.

The clinical practice followed the principles of Helsinki for 
human experimentation and the clinical research was approved. 

The patients examined treatment options together with the 
medical team selecting whether the autotransplantation should 
be performed. The mean duration of the follow-up period for 
all transplanted teeth was 5  years and 5  months. The patients 
selected for this treatment protocol had complete radiographic 
documentation, consisting of at least one digital preoperative 
orthopantomogram (OPT ), and subsequent OPTs obtained 
immediately after autotransplantation at 6  months, 1  year, and 
5 years.

Exclusion criteria: patients with a periapical lesion affecting 
the recipient socket greater than 5  mm diameter, or with the 
impossibility to show at every scheduled appointment, or with 
poor oral hygiene conditions were not included in this study. If the 
surgical extraction caused a damage of the root or its fracture, the 
patient was excluded from the study as well.

Outcome Variables
The outcome of the procedure was assessed by considering 
different parameters. During the first visit, a complete anamnestic 
record was performed and patients received detailed explanation 
about the procedure of tooth transplantation and intraoral 
photographs were obtained. At control appointments, clinical 
evaluation of the root length, occlusion, tooth stability, comfort 
in chewing, endodontic, and periodontal complications were 
also performed. Survival time and the reason for the failure were 
determined for each extracted tooth.

Surgical Procedures
The surgical protocol was scheduled with a simultaneous insertion 
of the third molar tooth into the socket of the extracted tooth. 
Antibiotic prophylaxis (amoxicillin 875  mg added to clavulanic 
acid 125 mg every 12 hours) began 2 days before the surgery and 
ended 6 days after the procedure. Mouthwash with chlorhexidine 
0.20% was also prescribed.

Surgery was performed under local anesthesia (Articaine® 2% 
with epinephrine 1:100.000 Pierrel S.p.A., Milano, Italy). Cowhorn 
forceps were used to minimize damages to the root surface. The 
periodontal ligament (PDL) surrounding the root surfaces of the 
donor tooth and the recipient socket were properly preserved 
using only physiological saline solution in order to clean the bone 
socket. Atraumatic extraction technique was undertaken in all cases, 
and when the extraction caused a damage or fracture of the root, 
the patient was excluded from the study. The teeth were placed in 

Hank’s balanced salt solution when present outside the recipient 
site. The apices of all roots were resected and the root ends filled with 
IRM (IRM®, Dentsply Sirona, Charlotte, North Carolina, USA) before 
tooth were replanted. Sterile and cooled saline isotonic solution was 
utilized to prevent excess heating of periodontal ligament during 
the roots resection phase. The donor tooth was positioned into the 
new alveolar bone site and flaps sutured carefully in order to assure 
a good adaptation of gingival tissue to the transplanted crown. After 
that, endodontic treatment was performed by a skilled endodontist 
within 4 weeks postoperatively. Debridement and decontamination 
of the root canal system with 5.25% sodium hypoclorite was made, 
followed by gross sealing of the canals using IRM, with attention 
to avoid displacing the apical seal previously placed. Transplanted 
teeth were usually placed slightly below (0.5/1 mm) the occlusal 
plane to avoid early contact of the donor tooth, which can cause 
tooth mobilization. The transplanted teeth were usually splinted to 
guarantee the stability of the grafted tooth. Orthodontic twisted 
wire, which is used for orthodontic retention, and resin were 
preferred as a stabilization material; occasionally, the anatomy, 
bleeding, or patient cooperation were unfit for placing a wire splint 
in these cases; 4-0 silk sutures were used for stabilization of these 
donor teeth. Splints were removed no later than 4 weeks after the 
surgical procedure. No prosthetic treatment was initiated until the 
completion of the healing phase. No treatment, except for saline 
solution irrigation, was performed on the socket, in order to avoid 
the risk of damaging the residual PDL (Flowchart 1).

Success Criteria
Three basic criteria were used to categorize autotransplantation 
as successful:

Flowchart 1: Operative flow diagram 
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•  The transplanted teeth had to be in a normal occlusal function, 
and the degree of mobility had to be less than 2 according to 
Miller scale.

•  Patients should not detect any discomfort during periodontal 
probing and the pocket depth should not exceed 3 mm.

•  The radiograph of the transplanted tooth should not show 
any resorption of the roots and the periodontal tissue should 
demonstrate normal characteristics.

All  transplanted teeth were evaluated clinically and 
radiographically by two independent operators with more than 
10 years of experience in oral surgery and the cases were classified 
into two groups: unsuccessful and successful.

Group I included failed cases in which the transplanted teeth 
had severe problems. The cause of failure was recorded (progressive 
root resorption, failure of healing of pre-existing periapical lesions, 
periodontal inflammation, or spontaneous root fracture after a 
successful surgical procedure). The group II included successful 
cases in which the transplant healed well at the recipient site with 

only minor problems that did not compromise chewing function 
and did not cause discomfort to the patient.

Statistical Analysis
Descriptive statistics was performed. Sample size (53) was calculated. 
The association of the various factors with failures was assessed by 
using the Fisher’s exact test. The analysis was performed with the 
software GraphPad Prism version 5.03 (GraphPad, La Jolla, California, 
USA). A p-value of 0.05 was considered as the significance threshold.

re s u lts

The sample size was initially composed of 62 patients, of which 
37 were females and 25 males, ranging in age from 17 to 76 years 
(mean age 45.58 years) at the surgery time. Two male patients 
were excluded from the study due to root fracture during the 
extraction procedure. Table 1 summarizes the main features of 
the sample and the distribution of the various factors among 
the autotransplanted teeth (Table 1). Sixty-one third molars 

Table 1: Characteristics of the donor teeth and the patients undergoing surgery

 Upper first molar Lower first molar Lower second molar p value

n. teeth 15 (2) 32 (1) 14 (1)

Success/failure 13/2 31/1 13/1

Male/female 7/7* (2) 20/12 (1) 10 (1)/14 0.29

Smoker

 Yes 2 12 7
0.29

 No 13 (2) 20 (1) 7 (1)

Previous RCT 

 Yes 2 2 0
1.00

 No 13 (2) 30 (1) 14 (1)

Lack of buccal cortical bone

 No 12 27 13

0.0002 Limited 2 (1) 3 0

 Yes 1 (1) 2 (1) 1 (1)

Caries in donor tooth

 Yes 2 3 1 (1)
0.35

 No 13 (2) 29 (1) 13

Donor tooth atypical root anatomy for 
recipient socket 

  Imperfect adaptation but good 
stability 2 (1) 3 (1) 1 (1) 0.002

 Good adaptation 13 (1) 29 13

Bone coverage 

 More than 2/3 of the roots 13 28 12
0.0001

 Less than 2/3 2 (2) 4 (1) 2 (1)

Mobility of the extracted tooth 

0.63
 0 11 (2) 18 9

 1 4 12 (1) 4

 2 0 2 1 (1)

(Contd...)
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were autotransplanted in 60 patients. In 32 cases (52.46%), a 
lower third molar was transferred to the first molar position; 
in 14 cases (22.95%), a lower third molar tooth was transferred 
to the lower second molar position. Forty-six cases (75.41%) 
were in the lower jaw. Fifteen upper third molars (24.59%) were 
transplanted to upper first molar position. Four teeth (6.56%) 
were lost for periodontal reasons related to infection or external 
root resorption during the 5-year period of observation resulting 
in a success rate of 90.32%. Seven cases showed a certain degree 
of mobility which was tolerated by patients (degree 1 or 2) with 
no signs of infection or resorption. None of the patients showed 
internal root resorption. All teeth were perceived as normal by 
patients during the follow-up. Ankylosed sound on percussion 
was detected in three teeth even if there were not any signs or 
evidence of root resorption. Nevertheless, these three teeth had 
reduced mobility (0 in all the cases).

Failure Rates
Twisted wires were used for stabilization in 53 cases. In eight cases, 
when the autotransplanted tooth stability was sufficiently stable 
according to operator experience, isolated cross-coronal sutures 
were used to stabilize the donor teeth. However, three of the four 
failed teeth were stabilized with only sutures (p = 0.006).

Six donor teeth had more than 4 mm of probing pocket depth 
and four of them failed in the midterm (p = 0.01). Four of nine teeth 
with lack of buccal cortical bone failed, while all 52 teeth without 
lack of buccal cortical bone were successful (p = 0.0002).

The results were found to be statistically significant when the 
donor tooth root anatomy showed good adaptation to the recipient 
socket (p = 0.002). Four of the eight teeth having less than 2/3 of the 
roots covered with bone were failed and all 53 teeth having more 
than 2/3 of the roots covered with bone were successful (p = 0.0001).

The failure rate in the maxilla was four times greater than in 
the lower jaw (Table 1).

dI s c u s s I o n
Previous literature about autotransplantation reported that 
selection criteria such as preservation of the PDL, age of patients, 
extraoral time of autotransplanted teeth, stage of donor tooth root 
development, fixation methods, adaptation of the autotransplanted 
teeth to the recipient sockets, and the quality of root canal 
treatment were all factors influencing prognostic factors.19–28

The authors evaluated the prognosis for autotransplantation 
of teeth with complete root formation using analysis of different 
factors that may affect the outcome of this procedure.

The criteria we used to evaluate the success of the treatment 
have been widely used in the literature.10–14 When we compare the 
previous studies with our study, our success rate was higher than 
those reported in literature by Akkocaoglu et al. (84%—retrospective 
study on 96 teeth), Bae et al. (84%—case series on 19 teeth), 
Watanabe et al. (63.1%—retrospective study on 32 teeth), Huth 
et al. (74%—retrospective study on 57 teeth), Czochrowska et al. 
(79%—retrospective study on 33 teeth), Kvint et al. (81%—follow 
up study on 269 teeth), Mejàre et al. (81.4%—prospective study on 

 Upper first molar Lower first molar Lower second molar p value

Apical osteolytic lesion in the recipient 
site 

0.14 Yes 5 14 6

 No 10 (2) 18 (1) 8 (1)

Type of fixation 

0.006 Wire splint 13 (1) 29 11

 Suture 2 (1) 3 (1) 3 (1)

Sound of anchylosis 

1.00 Normal 15 (2) 30 (1) 13 (1)

 Anchylotic 0 2 1

Time out of bone socket 

0.30

 Less than 15 minutes 15 (2) 27 14 (1)

 20 minutes 0 2 (1) 0

 22 minutes 0 2 0

 25 minutes 0 1 0

Contact with opposing teeth in a week 
after transplant 

0.56 Yes 13 (1) 26 (1) 11 (1)

 No 2 (1) 6 3

Probing pocket depth of donor tooth 

0.01 More than 4 mm 2 (2) 12 (1) 7 (1)

 Less than 4 mm 13 20 7

Failures are indicated between brackets. *One female patient had two upper first molars replaced. RCT, root canal treatment

Table 1: (Contd...)
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50 teeth), Kallu et al. (68%—descriptive study on 273 teeth), and 
Tsukiboshi et al. (82%—case series on 319 teeth).19–27 

In our study, we did not report any cases of upper third molar 
transplanted to second upper molar position, because when this 
situation arises, we preferred to wait and let third molar erupt 
spontaneously in the second molar position. The upper third molar 
transplantation to second upper molar socket is less affordable in the 
outcomes and has more complications rather than the physiological 
eruption which is reasonably fast (approximately 8–12  months). 
Nevertheless, there is no need to modify root anatomy and the 
tooth vitality can be preserved.

According to the literature, the probability of pulp healing 
increases in autotransplantation cases when immature roots are 
present. Pulp of a completely mature tooth, conversely, is not able 
to regenerate.29–31

All of our cases had mature root formation. For this reason, 
all the transplanted teeth received root canal treatment within 
2 months after surgery or a retrograde filling was placed at the 
time of surgery. The advantages of using completely formed 
root are the knowledge of the root length, preservation of the 
thickness of root wall, which is useful for preventing root fractures 
during occlusal motion and setting with precision the amount 
of root resection if needed for adaption of root to the recipient 
alveolar socket.

Similar to our research, Mejare et al. evaluated risk factors 
influencing the prognosis of 49 transplanted third molars. They 
represented three risk factors regarding the transplantation 
procedure: caries, atypical root anatomy, and bone coverage of 
less than two-thirds of the buccal root surface. In their study, the 
lack of the buccal bone plate was the only significant predictor of 
transplantation failure.25

Among these risk factors, caries was of no concern in our study 
because most of the third molars were partially or completely 
retained in bone and they were positioned under the gingiva. 
Hence, only a few of them (n  =  6) were affected by caries. Only 
one tooth failed as a result of decay, but the main cause of failure 
was increased mobility caused by periodontal problems prior to 
extraction procedure.

Different extensive reports about completely developed roots 
undergoing transplantation were published in the last 20 years. 
Altonen et al. reported that the outcomes of 28 upper cuspids 
with completely formed roots were different among three age 
groups: 12–20, 21–30, and 31–47 years.32 Postoperative results were 
significantly better in the youngest group than in the older ones. 
Age of the patient seems to affect the outcome of the transplanted 
teeth as also mentioned in another study.

In our paper, the age of patients did not affect the outcome of 
the procedures unlike previously reported studies, but our findings 
were consistent with other studies about preservation of vitality 
and regeneration of the periodontal tissue.28,33

Gender did not show any inf luence on the outcomes 
(p = 0.29).

Analysis of the Failures
Mejare et al. noted that the absence of the buccal bone plate was 
the only significant predictor of transplantation failure by using a 
Cox regression analysis.25

Akiyama et al. reporting 25 autotransplantation procedures 
of third molars with completely formed roots, also mentioned this 
risk factor.34

Sugai et al. concluded that the lack of cortical plate was not a risk 
factor for this procedure. They claimed that the cause of failure was 
the lack of buccal bone plate.35 Sugai et al. explained the reason for 
considering the lack of buccal bone plate as a nonsignificant factor 
in their study, because the donor teeth were not only third molars, 
and samples consisted of other tooth types.

In the present study, the importance of intact bone around 
transplanted teeth is confirmed by the observation that all failed 
teeth had less than 2/3 of the roots covered with bone (p = 0.0001).

In our study, the failure rate in the maxilla was 4 times greater 
than in the mandible, which might suggest that site selection of 
the donor tooth can influence the success of the procedure. This 
could also be attributed to the increased frequency of maxillary 
buccal bone wall fracture during extraction of teeth at the recipient 
site (p = 0.0002), or due to more complex anatomy of the maxillary 
molars, thus reducing the adaptability of donor roots to recipient 
alveolar sockets (p = 0.002). 

Intact bone means healthy periodontal tissues with the absence 
of periodontal pockets. The importance of having a healthy 
condition of periodontium for the donor teeth is consistent in our 
data set since all failed cases had probing pocket depth more than 
4 mm at surgery time (p = 0.01). 

Kim et al. analyzed the impact of the extraoral time of the 
donor tooth during the surgical procedure and the outcomes 
indicated that extraoral time was not significantly different among 
the ankylosed cases, the cases with root resorption and the cases 
without complications.28 For this reason, they hypothesize that 
ankylosis and root resorption are the result of local factors.

The present study found that extraoral time was not an 
important factor for the prognosis of donor teeth (p  =  0.30). 
However, it should be taken into account that extraoral time 
(outside of the alveolar ridge) for donor teeth was mostly less than 
15 minutes, very rarely did it reach 20–25 minutes, and during this 
period, irrigation with saline solution was continued in order to 
protect the periodontal ligament from dehydration.

Previous root canal treatment of the donor tooth did not 
influence the outcomes of teeth in our study (p = 1.00). Two reasons 
are considered to explain this situation. First, all donor teeth had 
their apices resected and root end fillings placed at the time of 
surgery in order to reduce the importance of apical curvatures in 
adapting root shape to bone sockets, and furthermore, all donor 
teeth received root canal treatment within 8 weeks after surgery.

Kim et al.28 noted that good initial stability, adaptation to 
recipient socket, and stabilization using wires and composite were 
the important variables that significantly increased the rate of 
complete healing. In our study, teeth fixed with twisted wire from 
the beginning showed a better success rate than those fixed only 
with crossed sutures (p = 0.006) (Figs 1 to 4).

Of the eight donor teeth fixed only with sutures, three failed 
(37.5%); it suggested that this was a poor stabilizing technique 
resulting in a poor prognosis. Only one tooth fixed with wire 
failed (1.89%) and 52 teeth were successful (98.11%). In cases of 
autotransplantation of teeth with completely formed roots, a 
primary factor affecting the successful prognosis is the stability 
after grafting, which is in agreement with Tang et al.36

Incomplete adaptation of donor teeth with completely formed 
roots into the recipient socket could result in reduced stability and 
less resistance to lateral dislodging forces during chewing. Buccal 
or lingual wire fixation greatly helps to achieve proper stability. 
Furthermore, some degree of mobility provided by wire can 
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help to achieve maturation of the PDL, rather than a completely 
rigid fixation. Occlusal reduction of donor tooth until a newly 
formed PDL achieves maturation is also important for a similar 
reason. Some authors identified that ankylosed teeth as perfectly 
functional but these teeth often present with visible replacement 
resorption on radiographs, combined with a metallic sound when 
percussed.30,31,37 These teeth show no signs of pain or other 
symptoms though gradually progressive replacement resorption 
of the tooth can be expected with ankyloses, and this process is 
very aggressive in children. In our study, only three teeth showed 
an anchylotic sound on percussion even if there was no sign of root 
resorption. This low incidence might be related to the routinely 
performed root canal treatment.

Finally, smoking habits did not affect the outcome of the 
procedure in this study (p  =  0.29). Despite its physiological 
advantages, autotransplantation may be seen as an unpredictable 
and largely operator sensitive rehabilitation alternative by clinicians 
unfamiliar with the procedure. A recent systematic review noted 
inflammatory root resorption and ankylosis as the main post-
transplantation disadvantages, both found to be relatively low at 
4%.38

co n c lu s I o n

Autotransplantation is a reliable clinical opportunity with a 
good prognosis for molars with a closed apex. Prediction of the 
outcomes for autotransplantation is an important tool for clinicians 
identifying major risks before surgery and selecting the right 

patients for this procedure. Two major factors may negatively 
influence the outcomes: fixation only with sutures and periodontal 
probing pockets depth greater than 4 mm after the initial healing 
phase. This technique is applicable when the anatomy of the donor 
teeth is suitable and well preserved after extraction. For these 
reasons, a conservative approach to unerupted wisdom molar teeth 
is recommended when these teeth are clinically asymptomatic. 

Limitations of This Study and Future Directions
Pros and cons of the autotransplantation of molars with closed apex 
should be evaluated in detail. To understand which is the best fitting 
technique for each case, larger trials are required, according to the 
Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials (CONSORT) guidelines 
(www.consort-statement.org/). More prolonged studies over time 
are as well necessary, to assess in detail the failure rates over time.

re f e r e n c e s
 1. Bianco E. Factors influencing immediate maxillary dental implant 

placement and bone resorption: a review of the literature and an 
outlook on the clinical possibilities. Dent Med Probl 2016;53(3):408–
412 DOI: 10.17219/dmp/63185.

 2. Bianco E, Calvelli C, Citterio CL, et al. Evaluation with micro-CT of the 
canal seal made with two different bioceramic cements: Guttaflow 
bioseal and bioroot RCS. J Contemp Dent Pract 2020;21(4):359–366. 
DOI: 10.5005/jp-journals-10024-2816.

 3. Bianco E, Nanussi A, Bellotti D, et al. Clinical and functional analyses 
of the musculoskeletal balance with oral electromyography and 
stabilometric platform in athletes of different disciplines. World J 
Dent 2020;11(3):166–171. DOI: 10.5005/jp-journals-10015-1722.

Fig. 1: Panoramic radiograph of the patient with an excessive restoration 
and old endodontic treatment in the right mandibular first molar

Fig. 2: Panoramic radiograph of the patient after autotransplantation of 
right mandibular third molar. The tooth was stabilized with a wire splint 
to optimize reattachment

Fig. 3: Panoramic radiograph of the patient after endodontic treatment

Figs 4A and B: (A) Clinical view of the autotransplanted tooth, taken 
after endodontic treatment. The tooth was placed in a deep position 
to prevent occlusal trauma. Some spaces remained at mesial aspect 
because the mesiodistal width of the crown of the donor tooth 
was smaller than the extracted tooth. (B) An occlusal view of the 
cavity after endodontic treatment and composite restoration of the 
autotransplanted tooth



Autotransplantation of Mature Molars

The Journal of Contemporary Dental Practice, Volume 23 Issue 4 (April 2022) 459

 4. Maddalone M, Bianco E,  Nanussi A ,  et al .  Treatment of 
temporomandibular disorders of muscular origin with a silicon oral 
device (Alifix®): electromyographic analysis. J Contemp Dent Pract 
2019;20(12):1367–1374. PMID: 32381834.

 5. Maddalone M, Mirabelli L, Breschigliaro S, et al. Radiographic 
evaluation of the bone remodeling on tilted osseointegrated 
implants: follow-up at 1 year. J Contemp Dent Pract 2020;21(4):463–
470. PMID: 32584287.

 6. Scavia S, Roncucci R, Bianco E, et al. Vertical bone augmentation with 
GBR pocket technique: surgical procedure and preliminary results. J 
Contemp Dent Pract 2021;22(12):1370–1376. PMID: 35656673.

 7. Scavia S, Roncucci R, Bianco E, et al. Minimal invasive flapless 
piezotome alveolar crest horizontal split technique: preliminary 
results. J Contemp Dent Pract 2020;21(1):28–35. PMID: 32381797.

 8. Cortese M, Pigato G, Casiraghi G, et al. Evaluation of the oropharyngeal 
airway space in class II malocclusion treated with mandibular activator: 
a retrospective study. J Contemp Dent Pract 2020;21(6):666–672. 
PMID: 33025936.

 9. Maddalone M, Nanussi A, Varisco M, et al. Electromyographic 
evaluation of masticatory muscles in a young patient with crossbite 
treated with rapid palatal expander: a case report. J Contemp Dent 
Pract 2020;21(11):1279–1283. PMID: 33850076.

 10. Rosa M. Essay I. Orthodontic edentulous space closure in all 
malocclusions. Int J Esthet Dent 2020;15 Suppl 1:S14–S31. PMID: 
32467932.

 11.  Andreasen JO, Paulsen HU, Yu Z, et al. A long-term study of 370 
autotransplanted premolars. Part I. Surgical procedures and 
standardized techniques for monitoring healing. Eur J Orthod 
1990;12(1):3–13. DOI: 10.1093/ejo/12.1.3.

 12. Bauss O, Engelke W, Fenske C, et al. Autotransplantation of immature 
third molars into edentulous and atrophied jaw sections. Int J Oral 
Maxillofac Surg 2004;33(6):558–563. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijom.2003.10.008.

 13. Jonsson T, Sigurdsson TJ. Autotransplantation of premolars to 
premolar sites. A long-term follow-up study of 40 consecutive 
patients. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop 2004;125(6):668–675. DOI: 
10.1016/j.ajodo.2003.12.002.

 14. Kristerson L. Autotransplantation of human premolars: a clinical and 
radiographic study of 100 teeth. Int J Oral Surg 1985;14(2):200–213. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0300-9785(85)80093-4.

 15. Lagerström L, Kristerson L. Influence of orthodontic treatment on 
root development of autotransplanted premolars. Am J Orthod 
1986;89(2):146–150. DOI: 10.1016/0002-9416(86)90091-6.

 16. Myrlund S, Stermer EM, Album B, et al. Root length in transplanted 
premolars. Acta Odontol Scand 2004;62(3):132–136. DOI: 
10.1080/00016350410006770.

 17. Hasselgren G, Larsson Å, Rundquist L. Pulpal status after autogenous 
transplantation of fully developed maxillary canines. Oral Surg Oral Med 
Oral Pathol 1977;44(1):106–112. DOI: 10.1016/0030-4220(77)90251-1.

 18. Skoglund A. Pulpal changes in replanted and autotransplanted 
apicoectomized mature teeth of dogs. Int J Oral Surg 1981;10(2):111–
121. DOI: 10.1016/s0300-9785(81)80020-8.

 19. Akkocaoglu M, Kasaboglu O. Success rate of autotransplanted teeth 
without stabilisation by splints: a long-term clinical and radiological 
follow-up. Br J Oral Maxillofac Surg 2005;43(1):31–35. DOI: 10.1016/j.
bjoms.2004.08.010.

 20. Bae JH, Choi YH, Cho, BH, et al. Autotransplantation of teeth with 
complete root formation: a case series. J Endod 2010;36(8):1422–1426. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.joen.2010.04.028.

 21. Watanabe Y, Mohri T, Takeyama M, et al. Long-term observation of 
autotransplanted teeth with complete root formation in orthodontic 
patients. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop 2010;138(6):720–726. DOI: 
10.1016/j.ajodo.2009.03.043.

 22. Huth KC, Nazet M, Paschos E, et al. Autotransplantation and surgical 
uprighting of impacted or retained teeth: a retrospective clinical 
study and evaluation of patient satisfaction. Acta Odontol Scand 
2010;71(6):1538–1546. DOI: 10.3109/00016357.2013.775667.

 23. Czochrowska EM, Stenvik A, Bjercke B, et al. Outcome of tooth 
transplantation: survival and success rates 17-41 years posttreatment. 
Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop 2002;121(2) 110-119. DOI: 10.1067/
mod.2002.119979.

 24. Kvint S, Lindsten R, Magnusson A, et al. Autotransplantation of teeth 
in 215 patients: a follow-up study. Angle Orthod 2010;80(3):446–451. 
DOI: 10.2319/062509-354.1.

 25. Mejàre B, Wannfors K , Jansson L. A prospective study on 
transplantation of third molars with complete root formation. Oral 
Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endodontol 2004;97(2):231–
238. DOI: 10.1016/s1079-2104(03)00461-x.

 26. Kallu R, Vinckier F, Politis C, et al. Tooth transplantations: a descriptive 
retrospective study. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg 2005;34(7):745–755. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ijom.2005.03.009.

 27. Tsukiboshi M, Yamauchi N, Tsukiboshi Y. Long-term outcomes 
of autotransplantation of teeth: a case series. Dent Traumatol 
2019;35(6):358–367. DOI: 10.1111/edt.12495. PMID: 31127697. 

 28. Kim E, Jung JY, Cha IH, et al. Evaluation of the prognosis and causes 
of failure in 182 cases of autogenous tooth transplantation. Oral Surg 
Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endodontol 2005;100(1):112–119. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.tripleo.2004.09.007.

 29. Nagori SA, Jose A, Arora A, et al. Misconceptions regarding 
autogenous tooth transplantations: a survey. J Maxillofac Oral Surg 
2016;15(2):173–178. DOI: 10.1007/s12663-015-0821-2.

 30. Andreasen JO, Hjørting-Hansen E. Replantation of teeth. I . 
Radiographic and clinical study of 110 human teeth replanted 
after accidental loss. Acta Odontol Scand 1966;24(3):263–286. DOI: 
10.3109/00016356609028222.

 31. Bandéca MC, Kuga MC, Jordão-Basso KC, et al. Persistence of residues 
after endodontic retreatment related to the obturation technique 
and to the solvent. World J Dent 2017;8(1):41–44. DOI: 10.5005/
jp-journals-10015-1408.

 32. A l to n e n  M ,  H a av i k k o  K ,  M a l m s t rö m  M .  Eva l u at i o n  o f 
autotransplantations of completely developed maxillary canines. Int 
J Oral Surg 1978;7(5):434–441. DOI: 10.1016/s0300-9785(78)80034-9.

 33. Aoyama S, Yoshizawa M, Niimi K, et al. Prognostic factors for 
autotransplantation of teeth with complete root formation. Oral 
Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol 2012;114(5):S216–S228. DOI: 
10.1016/j.oooo.2011.09.037.

 34. Akiyama Y, Fukuda H, Hashimoto K. A clinical and radiographic study 
of 25 autotransplanted third molars. J Oral Rehabil 1998;25(8):640–
644. DOI: 10.1046/j.1365-2842.1998.00215.x.

 35. Sugai T, Yoshizawa M, Kobayashi T, et al. Clinical study on prognostic 
factors for autotransplantation of teeth with complete root 
formation. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg 2010;39(12):1193–1203. DOI: 
10.1016/j.ijom.2010.06.018.

 36. Tang H, Shen Z, Hou M, et al. Autotransplantation of mature 
and immature third molars in 23 Chinese patients: a clinical and 
radiological follow-up study. BMC Oral Health 2017;17(1):163. DOI: 
10.1186/s12903-017-0468-0.

 37. Schwartz O, Bergmann P, Klausen B. Resorption of autotransplanted 
human teeth: a retrospective study of 291 transplantations over a 
period of 25 years. Int Endod J 1985;18(2):119–131. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-
2591.1985.tb00428.x.

 38. Machado LA, Do Nascimento RR, Ferreira DMTP, et al. Long-term 
prognosis of tooth autotransplanta-tion: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Int J Oral Maxillo-fac Surg 2016;45:610–617. DOI: 
10.1016/j.ijom.2015.11.010.


