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OSSIOfiber: Gradual and
intelligent incorporation

Full integration within 78-104 weeks

Pre-clinical Animal Study

OSSIOfiber Vs Conventional Bioresorbable

Early bone attachment A\ No observed integration within
and in-growth 52 weeks
Gradual integration with A\ Fibrotic encapsulation and cracks
surrounding anatomy with no in material observed
adverse inflammation observed A severe, abrupt decline of
\/ OSsSIOfiber fully integrated polymer content from 78-104
within 78-104 weeks weeks suggests burst effect

that may result in local adverse
inflammation commonly observed
within conventional polymer
bioresorbables!*
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Pre-clinical animal studies (in-bone implantation of OSSIOfiber and
PLDLA-based control in rabbit femurs). Data on File at OSSIO.
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Bone in-growth, regeneration,
and complete replacement

Pre-clinical animal study: OSSIOfiber Implant vs Conventional
Bioresorbable Polymer Implant (Control)

Proven in pre-clinical studies, OSSIOfiber integrates into the native anatomy without adverse
inflammation, local osteolysis, cyst formation, or fibrotic encapsulation. Only nature remains in the bone.
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0ssIOfiber fully integrated into surrounding anatomy in polymer content suggests
within 78-104 weeks burst effect
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