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Full article: Marginal bone loss 1 year after implantation: a systematic review for fixed and removable restorationshttps://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.2147/CCIDE.S208076
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1. This systematic review examined the marginal bone loss of fixed and removable restorations one year after implantation.
2. The study used a combination of subtractive methods to analyze data from various studies on different implant systems, attachment systems, and loading times.
3. Results showed that the majority of implants had no significant marginal bone loss at one year post-implantation, with some exceptions for certain implant systems and attachment systems.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its reporting of the results of the systematic review. The authors provide detailed information about the methodology used to collect and analyze data from various studies, which helps to ensure that their conclusions are based on valid evidence. Furthermore, they provide a comprehensive list of potential biases and sources of error that could have affected their results, such as differences in implant systems or loading times. This helps to ensure that any potential bias is taken into account when interpreting the results. 
However, there are some areas where the article could be improved upon. For example, it does not explore any possible counterarguments or alternative explanations for the findings presented in the study. Additionally, it does not discuss any potential risks associated with implantation or other treatments mentioned in the article, nor does it present both sides of an argument equally when discussing certain topics such as early loading versus immediate loading of implants. Finally, there is a lack of promotional content in this article; while it does mention certain brands and products related to implantation procedures, it does not appear to be overly biased towards any particular product or company.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Risks associated with implantation
· Early loading versus immediate loading of implants
· Counterarguments to systematic review findings
· Alternative explanations for systematic review findings
· Biases in systematic reviews
· Impact of implant system on outcomes
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