3. High stresses were concentrated on the cervical and apical
portion of the implant/bone interface.

4, A difference of the stress magnitude on the implant/bone
interface between mesial and distal implant was most prominant in
Model C and in order of Model A and Model B,

5. The stresses developed on Model A were evenly distributed
throughout both implants.

6. The stresses concentrated on the cervical portion of cantilevered
side were higher in the posterior cantilevered type than in the

anterior cantilevered type.
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