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High Success Rate Proven in Randomized Controlled Trial® Schematic Showing the Defect Height:
In a randomized controlled trial published by Urban et al., Zmatrix™ and control Prior to Treatment 6 Months after GBR
51%2.1mm 4.9%1.9mm 1.0£1.3mm 1.7%£21mm

membrane BG similarly reduced defect height after simultaneous GBR and

implant placement.

High Tensile Strength and Suture Retention'!
Studied in vitro compared to other collagen membranes

¢ Showed the highest suture retention when hydrated (6.1 N)
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¢ Demonstrated the highest force at break, wet (21.2 N)

ORrNWAUVON®

Stable During the Period Required for Barrier Function'?
After 20 weeks in an animal model, the thickness of Zmatrix™ decreased only *Statistically significant

slightly, whereas control membrane BG showed around a 50% thickness loss.

o | e osteogenics.com | 388.796.1923




{O OSTEOGENICS

= ZMATRIX

porcine peritoneum collagen membrane

¢ Designed to drape without
adhering to itself

¢ Natural peritoneum collagen
structure provides for
elasticity
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