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Abstract

:

Introduction. The objective of this study was to evaluate a surgical technique and to present the results of delayed reconstruction of palatomaxillary defects using fibula free flap (FFF). Methods. A review was conducted for nine patients who underwent palatomaxillary reconstruction using FFF. Primary disease, type of reconstruction, defect area, fibula segment length and number of osteotomies, radiotherapy, and implant installation after FFF reconstruction were analyzed. Results. All nine patients underwent delayed reconstruction. The fibula shaft was osteotomized into two segments in seven patients and three segments in one patient with bilateral Brown’s revised classification IV/d defect. One case was planned by using a computer-aided design computer-aided manufacturing (CAD/CAM) system with a navigation system. The mean length of the grafted fibula bone was 68.06 mm. Dental implant treatment was performed in six patients. Six patients received radiation therapy, and there were no specific complications related to the radiation therapy. In one case, the defect was reconstructed with FFF flow-through from a radial forearm free flap. Conclusion. This clinical study demonstrated that the fibula flap is an ideal donor-free flap in a palatomaxillary defect. Delayed reconstruction using an FFF can reduce the complication and failure rates.
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1. Introduction


Oral and maxillofacial defects after surgical resection of malignant tumors frequently involve the maxilla with the palate. This kind of defect can also be a result of benign lesion or trauma and include the lining mucosa, teeth, and bone. Palatomaxillary defects sometimes extend over the midline and, if not adequately reconstructed, can result in poor esthetic and functional outcomes. The defects are problematic not only for the patients in functional and psychological aspects but also for the surgeons who try to achieve the ideal outcomes. Restoration of these defects would be a great challenge for clinicians.



The maxilla is a multifunctional bony structure that provides mechanical support to the midfacial area and contributes to esthetic appearance. It provides mechanical support to the orbit and bony framework for the maxillary dentition [1]. In addition, maxilla is an essential structure for functions including swallowing, speech, and articulation which are dependent on the integrity of the palatal and alveolar arch [1]. Failure to rehabilitate such functions when composing an entire reconstructive planning may result in significant quality of life issues [1].



There are several methods to restore palatal and maxillary defects [2,3,4]. Previous studies comparing the obturator and microvascular free flap reconstruction techniques have reported variable results. Breeze et al. compared the health-related quality of life in patients who underwent rehabilitation with obturators and reconstruction with a flap [5]. There were no specific differences between the obturator rehabilitation and flap reconstruction techniques, regardless of the size of the vertical defect or whether patients received radiation therapy [5]. In contrast, other studies have presented improved patient’s satisfaction, speech, and swallowing after flap reconstruction of large palatomaxillary defects compared to obturator rehabilitation [6,7].



A considerable number of surgical techniques has been used to reconstruct palatomaxillary defects. In previous studies, contouring of various soft tissue and bony free flaps including fibula, rectus abdominis, scapula, anterolateral thigh, radial forearm, and latissimus dorsi gained popularity for maxillary reconstruction [8]. All of these free flaps have been preferred for their advantages and disadvantages [9]. Flaps most commonly used for maxillofacial reconstruction are the fibula free flap, scapula free flap, and the iliac crest free flap [8].



Reconstruction of maxillofacial defects with the fibula free flap is a well-established technique [10,11]. Fibula provides a sufficient bone that can be designed to reconstruct various kinds of defect. The fibula free flap also has the advantages of a soft skin paddle, multiple osteotomies, a long pedicle, and proper bone shape for implant placement.



Studies have shown excellent outcomes of dental implant placement in the fibula after reconstruction with the fibula free flap [12,13,14,15]. The fibula also supports dental implants, and a skin paddle of the fibula free flap can be used with the bony component to provide the intraoral lining [11,16]. A skin paddle has been reported to be more mobile than attached gingiva, and the mobile skin paddle may predispose to poor oral hygiene [17]. A skin paddle is usually bulky and requires reduction in volume before placement in the defect to facilitate dental implant installation and to ensure normal speech.



The purpose of this study was to evaluate the outcomes of palatomaxillary defect reconstruction using the fibula free flap. The specific aim of the study was to show that three-dimensional model simulation and preoperative planning is an effective method to refine the procedure, to shorten the surgical time, and to predict postsurgical outcomes.




2. Materials and Methods


All of the records were reviewed for the patients who underwent reconstruction of midfacial defects treated in the maxillofacial surgery department of Seoul National University Dental Hospital. Institutional review board approval was obtained for this review (IRB 081/07-14). An author performed a retrospective review of medical record in all patients who received the reconstruction of midfacial defects. Nine consecutive cases of the fibula free flap with maxillofacial reconstruction were reviewed.



The 3D-printed model was manufactured in all of cases for cosmetic and functional reconstruction procedure in order to restore supportive function of midfacial structures and to apply the dental implants and further prosthetic rehabilitation. This procedure was performed in the following steps: analysis of the patient’s CT DICOM data; simulation of the obtained data into a three-dimensional (3D) image; and printing of the 3D model including the defect area with 3D printer [18]. The 3D model was utilized to plan and design the osteotomy of bone segments properly to the planned reconstruction. The 3D model of the bone segment was adequately shaped with polyacrylic resin (pre-shaped resin segment), considering the adjacent anatomic structures, and placed in the defect area of the 3D model before the surgery. Bony segment of the free flap was harvested and shaped according to the pre-shaped resin segment.



One case was planned by computer-aided design/computer aided manufacturing (CAD/CAM) system with navigation system (BrainLab image guided surgery, BrainLab®, Munich, Germany), which facilitated fabrication of the customized device to provide the patient with midfacial reconstruction. DICOM data of CT was imported into digital planning program (iPlan® CMF, BrainLab®, Munich, Germany) and aligned during the planning process. The alignment of the dataset allowed a comparison between both sides of the patient in one view. The segmentation and mirroring of objects was the most time-consuming step when using digital planning software, where the objects were segmented accurately within 3 h. The mirrored data could be manipulated and positioned according to given anatomical structures of the affected side. The STL export system of the program allowed objects and anatomical structures to be exported for the production of patient-specific osteotomy guide or rapid prototyping models. The pre-shaped segment and osteotomy guide were manufactured using a 3D printing system. The fibula bone was designed and cut using the osteotomy guide during operation, and the navigation system was used to enhance the accuracy of placement of the fibular graft [19]. The results of digital planning could be improved by the acquisition of intraoperative images as well as fusion with preoperative digital planning data by using navigation system.



All clinical data were analyzed, including primary disease, type of surgery, defect area, fibular bone length, number of osteotomies, and radiotherapy. Primary disease was confirmed by pathologic examination, and the defect area was classified according to the Brown’s revised classification of maxillary and midfacial defect [4] (Figure 1). A clinician measured the length of the grafted fibular bone and number of osteotomies using the postoperative CT and 3D-printed models.




3. Results


Nine patients met the inclusion criteria, and the patients lost to follow-up were excluded. Their ages ranged from 22 to 68 years, composed of 7 males and 2 females (Table 1). The previous operation history of resection was maxillectomy in 4 patients, palatal rotation flap with open reduction and internal fixation in 1 patient, maxillectomy with radial forearm free flap in 3 patients, and maxillectomy with rectus abdominis free flap in 1 patient before reconstruction. Follow-up period ranged from 36 to 235 months, with the mean of 121 months. The mean period was 99.33 months from resection to reconstruction in 8 patients. Delayed reconstruction was performed for sufficient oncologic monitoring after resection surgery. The composite defect of 1 patient was caused by a traffic accident; there were severe soft tissue defects in the maxillofacial area and multiple fractures of other parts. This patient underwent reconstruction using a local flap and received orthopedic treatment prior to the delayed reconstruction. All nine patients underwent delayed reconstruction to reduce the possibility of complications and recurrence.



Histologic causes of defect were squamous cell carcinoma in 2 patient, mucoepidermoid carcinoma in 3 patient, adenoid cystic carcinoma in 2 patients, and unknown cancer in 1 patient. One patient with unknown cancer was referred from another institution for reconstruction. It has been more than ten years since the patient underwent the resection surgery, so the histologic results of resection surgery were absent. All defects were graded as follows according to Brown’s revised classification of maxillary and midfacial defects: class II, III, or IV/b or d (IIb:1, IIId:1, IVb:1, and IVd:3).



The fibular bone was osteotomized into two segments in seven patients and three segments in one patient with bilateral Brown’s revised classification IV/d defect. The defects on the midfacial area were on the right side in 4 patients and on the left side in 5 patients. At surgery, the mean length of fibular bone was 68.06 mm (Table 2). Of all the patients, 8 patients had only fibula free flap and 1 patient had fibula osteomyocutaneous flap flow-through from radial forearm free flap. In one case, the navigation surgery system (BrainLab®, Munich, Germany) was utilized with a special template technique and showed promising results for computer aided design/computer aided manufacturing (CAD/CAM) applications in reconstructive surgery (Figure 2). Of the 9 patients, 6 received postoperative radiation therapy, and reconstruction was carried out in the pre-irradiated area of these patients. Of the patients who received prosthetic rehabilitation, 6 received implant treatment while 3 had a prosthetic denture made to fit over their reconstructed skin flap site (Figure 3 and Figure 4). These implants were surrounded by healthy attached gingiva or nonkeratinized skin paddle. The overall success rate for 5 flaps was 100%.




4. Discussion


Maxillofacial trauma or tumor ablation often results in severe defects in the palatomaxillary area, and such defects require soft tissue, bone, and implant placement for the adequate restoration of structure and function [20]. Oral and maxillofacial reconstruction remains a significant challenge to surgeon.



The goals of reconstruction in palatomaxillary defect includes proper oronasal separation, provision of the alveolar arch, preservation of speech and occlusion, construction of structural framework of the midface, and provision of the midfacial projection while maintaining the nasal airway patency [21]. Debate remains on whether reconstruction is absolutely necessary in Brown’s revised classification class I or II. An obturator sometimes separates oral and nasoantral space adequately. However, most of the patients feel discomfort in swallowing and pronouncing. The patients are usually willing to reconstruct the midfacial defect, even if the outcomes of reconstruction would not fulfill their expectations. The reconstruction is absolutely essential, and the desire of the patients is important in a case of bilateral and enormous defect.



Fibula free flap was used for palatomaxillary reconstruction in this study. The use of the fibula free flap for palatomaxillary reconstruction has some advantages. The fibula bone provides 25 cm of bone in maximum for the reconstruction and the availability of shaping it. Its periosteal vascularization allows multiple osteotomies for esthetic reconstruction of palatomaxillary defect [22]. The bone structure of the fibula is very similar to the mandible, so this structural similarity provides a proper osteointegration of dental implants for prosthetic rehabilitation [22,23]. However, some clinicians have preferred using the angle of the scapula bone in maxillary reconstructions [24,25]. The decision-making of which free flap to choose for palatomaxillary reconstruction has often been based on individual preferences of the clinicians rather than on the scientific basis. Performing a flow-through subsequent free flap reconstruction would be more complicated than the single free flap reconstruction. The additional flow-through free flaps can be performed in patients with flap survival rates equivalent to those of initial free flaps [26]. If the midfacial defects include both the intraoral mucosa and extraoral skin, the surgeon should consider the additional flow-through free flap for coverage of intraoral mucosa or extraoral skin. Flow-through forearm free flap was used for the coverage of the paranasal skin defect in one case of this study.



In approximating fibula free flap to the defect, orientation of the vascular pedicle, the skin paddle, and the septal perforator must be considered in the preoperative procedure. In a cross-sectional view of the fibula free flap, the outline of fibular bone is triangular shape. The posterior intermuscular septum and the skin paddle are located at one of the angles. Septal perforators can be seen along a side between the angles, with the perforator coursing along the septum to the skin island [27]. The side related to the peroneus longus muscle is widest and flattest [27]. At surgery, the widest bone surface shows a favorable location to fix the fibular bone to the jaw with miniplates, with the vascular pedicle maintained behind the fibular bone to avoid the posterior intermuscular septum associated with the perforators [27]. Due to those reasons, the fibula free flap was harvested from the ipsilateral leg in this study.



The preoperative procedure involves the CAD/CAM system with navigation system in order to prepare device for assistance in the surgery [28,29]. The CAD/CAM system with a navigation system facilitated the fabrication of a customized device for virtual resection and reconstruction procedure out of the operation field [30,31,32]. Using this method including the navigation system which positioned the bony segment of fibula free flap to the exact position will reconstruct the resected area adequately [19,33]. The CAD/CAM system also provided data to manufacture a customized plate to reposition the grafted bone efficiently; however, since customized plates were not legal in Korea at that time, the fibula bone was to be fixed by a conventional plate.



Maxillofacial trauma or tumor ablation often results in compound defects in the maxillofacial region, and such defects require bone, soft tissue, and dental implants for the proper restoration of form and function [20]. The sufficient postoperative follow up must be needed to reduce the possibility of the further resection before the reconstruction. It seems reasonable to devote resources to restore function and aesthetics of the midfacial defect after the adequate postoperative follow up.



Dental implants would reconstruct the defects to improve the nutritional supply and psychological condition of patients after maxillofacial surgery. The implants are usually placed through the grafted skin paddle to restore function and esthetics after the reconstruction [34,35]. Byun et al. reported the implants placed through the skin paddle had a higher incidence of peri-implantitis (32.7%) than those placed through the mucosa (8.7%) [17]. Sclaroff et al. reported a success rate of 97.5% in a study on 83 dental implants in 16 patients with vascularized fibular flaps [36]. In the second patient who had been in a traffic accident, four implants were placed in the grafted fibula area; however, the two posterior implants showed peri-implantitis after connecting the prosthesis. Therefore, the prosthesis was modified only for the two anterior implants, while the posterior implants were submerged. Thick soft tissue and skin flap would have caused peri-implantitis. Implant placement was complicated in the palatomaxillary reconstruction, since the occlusion, soft tissue thickness, skin flap, and vascularization of the grafted fibula bone needed to be considered.



Six patients received radiation therapy. Free flap operation in patients who undergo radiotherapy is arduous as it involves dissecting easily nicked vessels and atrophied tissues. These factors are likely to lead to vascular damage and excessive bleeding during surgery. According to previous studies, free flap reconstruction of irradiated maxillofacial defects showed a lower success rate than that observed for non-irradiated defects [37,38,39]. In patients who have received radiotherapy at a dose over 60 Gy in the maxillofacial area, it is recommended to use recipient vessels outside the irradiated area to decrease the possibility of postoperative complications [39]. There were no specific complications in the irradiated patient in this study. There was a long-term monitoring period after radiotherapy, which would have reduced the radiation-induced fibrosis and endothelial injury [31,40]. If palatomaxillary reconstruction had been performed just after radiotherapy, the results of this study could have been different.




5. Conclusions


This clinical study demonstrates that fibula flap is an ideal donor-free flap in palatomaxillary reconstruction because of its length, thickness, and bone uniformity, which provide an ideal support for the adequate rehabilitation. The flow-through forearm radial flap not only serves as the vascular bridge to midface reconstruction but also provides sufficient soft tissue to cover the intraoral defect. The use of a CAD/CAM system and preoperative surgical planning is an effective method to refine reconstruction surgery, to enhance clinical outcomes, and to shorten operation time. Moreover, delayed reconstruction of the palatomaxillary defect using a fibula free flap can reduce complications and failure rate, especially in patients who have received radiotherapy.







Author Contributions


Conceptualization, S.-H.B. and J.-H.L.; data curation, H.-K.L. and S.-M.K.; investigation, S.-H.B. and H.-K.L.; methodology, S.-H.B.; resources, S.-M.K. and J.-H.L.; supervision, S.-M.K. and J.-H.L.; writingoriginal draft, S.-H.B.; writing—review and editing, S.-H.B., B.-E.Y., and J.-H.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.




Funding


The present research was supported by a grant from the Korea Health Technology R&D Project through the Korea Health Industry Development Institute, funded by the Ministry of Health & Welfare, Republic of Korea (grant HI18C1224). This work was supported by the Technology Development Program (S2357070) funded by the Ministry of SMEs and Startups (MSS, Korea). This research was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT) (No. 2017R1C1B5076558).




Acknowledgments


Figure 1 and Figure 3 were drawn by Rock-He Kim.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the authorship and/or publication of this article.




References


	



Shipchandler, T.Z.; Waters, H.H.; Knott, P.D.; Fritz, M.A. Orbitomaxillary reconstruction using the layered fibula osteocutaneous flap. Arch. Facial Plast. Surg. 2012, 14, 110–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Trosman, S.J.; Haffey, T.M.; Couto, R.A.; Fritz, M.A. Large orbital defect reconstruction in the setting of globe-sparing maxillectomy: The titanium hammock and layered fibula technique. Microsurgery 2018, 38, 354–361. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yetzer, J.; Fernandes, R. Reconstruction of orbitomaxillary defects. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2013, 71, 398–409. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Brown, J.S.; Rogers, S.N.; McNally, D.N.; Boyle, M. A modified classification for the maxillectomy defect. Head Neck 2000, 22, 17–26. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Breeze, J.; Rennie, A.; Morrison, A.; Dawson, D.; Tipper, J.; Rehman, K.; Grew, N.; Snee, D.; Pigadas, N. Health-related quality of life after maxillectomy: Obturator rehabilitation compared with flap reconstruction. Br. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2016, 54, 857–862. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Genden, E.M.; Wallace, D.I.; Okay, D.; Urken, M.L. Reconstruction of the hard palate using the radial forearm free flap: Indications and outcomes. Head Neck 2004, 26, 808–814. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Moreno, M.A.; Skoracki, R.J.; Hanna, E.Y.; Hanasono, M.M. Microvascular free flap reconstruction versus palatal obturation for maxillectomy defects. Head Neck 2010, 32, 860–868. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Triana, R.J., Jr.; Uglesic, V.; Virag, M.; Varga, S.G.; Knezevic, P.; Milenovic, A.; Aljinovic, N.; Murakami, C.S.; Futran, N.D. Microvascular free flap reconstructive options in patients with partial and total maxillectomy defects. Arch. Facial Plast. Surg. 2000, 2, 91–101. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dalgorf, D.; Higgins, K. Reconstruction of the midface and maxilla. Curr. Opin. Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. 2008, 16, 303–311. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hidalgo, D.A. Fibula free flap: A new method of mandible reconstruction. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 1989, 84, 71–79. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yim, K.K.; Wei, F.C. Fibula osteoseptocutaneous free flap in maxillary reconstruction. Microsurgery 1994, 15, 353–357. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Burgess, M.; Leung, M.; Chellapah, A.; Clark, J.R.; Batstone, M.D. Osseointegrated implants into a variety of composite free flaps: A comparative analysis. Head Neck 2017, 39, 443–447. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fang, W.; Liu, Y.P.; Ma, Q.; Liu, B.L.; Zhao, Y. Long-Term Results of Mandibular Reconstruction of Continuity Defects with Fibula Free Flap and Implant-Borne Dental Rehabilitation. Int J. Oral Maxillofac. Implant. 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jackson, R.S.; Price, D.L.; Arce, K.; Moore, E.J. Evaluation of Clinical Outcomes of Osseointegrated Dental Implantation of Fibula Free Flaps for Mandibular Reconstruction. JAMA Facial Plast Surg. 2016, 18, 201–206. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Menapace, D.C.; Van Abel, K.M.; Jackson, R.S.; Moore, E.J. Primary vs Secondary Endosseous Implantation After Fibular Free Tissue Reconstruction of the Mandible for Osteoradionecrosis. JAMA Facial Plast. Surg. 2018, 20, 401–408. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Futran, N.D.; Wadsworth, J.T.; Villaret, D.; Farwell, D.G. Midface reconstruction with the fibula free flap. Arch. Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. 2002, 128, 161–166. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, B.H.; Byun, S.H.; Kim, S.M.; Lee, J.H. The clinical outcome of dental implants placed through skin flaps. Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. Off. J. Am. Acad. Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. 2014, 151, 945–951. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jedrzejewski, P.; Maciejewski, A.; Szymczyk, C.; Wierzgon, J. Maxillary reconstruction using a multi-element free fibula flap based on a three-dimensional polyacrylic resin model. Pol. Prz. Chir. 2012, 84, 49–55. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pietruski, P.; Majak, M.; Swiatek-Najwer, E.; Zuk, M.; Popek, M.; Mazurek, M.; Swiecka, M.; Jaworowski, J. Navigation-guided fibula free flap for mandibular reconstruction: A proof of concept study. J. Plast. Reconstr. Aesthet. Surg. 2019, 72, 572–580. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Shen, Y.; Sun, J.; Li, J.; Li, M.M.; Huang, W.; Ow, A. Special considerations in virtual surgical planning for secondary accurate maxillary reconstruction with vascularised fibula osteomyocutaneous flap. J. Plast. Reconstr. Aesthet. Surg. 2012, 65, 893–902. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chang, Y.M.; Coskunfirat, O.K.; Wei, F.C.; Tsai, C.Y.; Lin, H.N. Maxillary reconstruction with a fibula osteoseptocutaneous free flap and simultaneous insertion of osseointegrated dental implants. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 2004, 113, 1140–1145. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Joseph, S.T.; Thankappan, K.; Buggaveeti, R.; Sharma, M.; Mathew, J.; Iyer, S. Challenges in the reconstruction of bilateral maxillectomy defects. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. Off. J. Am. Assoc. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2015, 73, 349–356. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Di Carlo, S.; Valentini, V.; Grasso, E.; De Angelis, F.; Piccoli, L.; Quarato, A.; Jamshir, S.; Brauner, E. Implant-Supported Rehabilitation Using GBR Combined with Bone Graft on a Reconstructed Maxilla with the Fibula Free Flap. Case Rep. Dent. 2019, 2019, 2713542. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Goiato, M.C.; Bannwart, L.C.; Moreno, A.; Dos Santos, D.M.; Martini, A.P.; Pereira, L.V. Quality of life and stimulus perception in patients’ rehabilitated with complete denture. J. Oral Rehabil. 2012, 39, 438–445. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Miles, B.A.; Gilbert, R.W. Maxillary reconstruction with the scapular angle osteomyogenous free flap. Arch. Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. 2011, 137, 1130–1135. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hasan, Z.; Gore, S.M.; Ch’ng, S.; Ashford, B.; Clark, J.R. Options for configuring the scapular free flap in maxillary, mandibular, and calvarial reconstruction. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 2013, 132, 645–655. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hanasono, M.M.; Corbitt, C.A.; Yu, P.; Skoracki, R.J. Success of sequential free flaps in head and neck reconstruction. J. Plast. Reconstr. Aesthetic. Surg. JPRAS 2014, 67, 1186–1193. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yagi, S.; Kamei, Y.; Torii, S. Donor side selection in mandibular reconstruction using a free fibular osteocutaneous flap. Ann. Plast. Surg. 2006, 56, 622–627. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Druelle, C.; Schlund, M.; Lutz, J.C.; Constant, M.; Raoul, G.; Nicot, R. A modified method for a customized harvest of fibula free flap in maxillofacial reconstruction. J. Stomatol. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2020, 121, 74–76. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Toto, J.M.; Chang, E.I.; Agag, R.; Devarajan, K.; Patel, S.A.; Topham, N.S. Improved operative efficiency of free fibula flap mandible reconstruction with patient-specific, computer-guided preoperative planning. Head Neck 2015, 37, 1660–1664. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Halle, M.; Eriksson, B.O.; Docherty Skogh, A.C.; Sommar, P.; Hammarstedt, L.; Gahm, C. Improved Head and Neck Free Flap Outcome-Effects of a Treatment Protocol Adjustment from Pre- to Postoperative Radiotherapy. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. Glob. Open 2017, 5, e1253. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Dell’Aversana Orabona, G.; Abbate, V.; Maglitto, F.; Bonavolonta, P.; Salzano, G.; Romano, A.; Reccia, A.; Committeri, U.; Iaconetta, G.; Califano, L. Low-cost, self-made CAD/CAM-guiding system for mandibular reconstruction. Surg. Oncol. 2018, 27, 200–207. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shen, S.Y.; Yu, Y.; Zhang, W.B.; Liu, X.J.; Peng, X. Angle-to-Angle Mandibular Defect Reconstruction With Fibula Flap by Using a Mandibular Fixation Device and Surgical Navigation. J. Craniofac. Surg. 2017, 28, 1486–1491. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Raoul, G.; Ruhin, B.; Briki, S.; Lauwers, L.; Haurou Patou, G.; Capet, J.P.; Maes, J.M.; Ferri, J. Microsurgical reconstruction of the jaw with fibular grafts and implants. J. Craniofacial Surg. 2009, 20, 2105–2117. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Cheung, L.K.; Leung, A.C. Dental implants in reconstructed jaws: Implant longevity and peri-implant tissue outcomes. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. Off. J. Am. Assoc. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2003, 61, 1263–1274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sclaroff, A.; Haughey, B.; Gay, W.D.; Paniello, R. Immediate mandibular reconstruction and placement of dental implants. At the time of ablative surgery. Oral Surg. Oral Med. Oral Pathol. 1994, 78, 711–717. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wu, H.; Liu, F.; Ji, F.; Guo, M.; Wang, Y.; Cao, M. Identification of Independent Risk Factors for Complications: A Retrospective Analysis of 163 Fibular Free Flaps for Mandibulofacial Reconstruction. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2018, 76, 1571–1577. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Frederick, J.W.; Sweeny, L.; Carroll, W.R.; Peters, G.E.; Rosenthal, E.L. Outcomes in head and neck reconstruction by surgical site and donor site. Laryngoscope 2013, 123, 1612–1617. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bourget, A.; Chang, J.T.; Wu, D.B.; Chang, C.J.; Wei, F.C. Free flap reconstruction in the head and neck region following radiotherapy: A cohort study identifying negative outcome predictors. Plast. Reconstr. Surg. 2011, 127, 1901–1908. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Straub, J.M.; New, J.; Hamilton, C.D.; Lominska, C.; Shnayder, Y.; Thomas, S.M. Radiation-induced fibrosis: Mechanisms and implications for therapy. J. Cancer Res. Clin. Oncol. 2015, 141, 1985–1994. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Jcm 09 00884 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Brown’s revised classification of maxillary and midfacial defects [4]: (A) Vertical classification: I. maxillectomy not causing an oronasal fistula; II. not involving the orbit; III. involving the orbital area with orbital retention; IV. with orbital exenteration; V. orbitomaxillary defect; and VI. nasomaxillary defect. (B) Horizontal classification: a. palatal defect only, not involving the dental alveolus; b. less than or equal to 1/2 unilateral; c. less than or equal to 1/2 bilateral or transverse anterior; and d. greater than 1/2 maxillectomy. 
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Figure 2. Preoperative procedure involving computer-aided design/computer-aided manufacturing (CAD/CAM) system with navigation system (BrainLab®) in order to enhance the accuracy and to reduce the operation time: (A) Lower extremity angio CT, (B) image export to the CAD program (BrainLab®), (C) the fibular bone is adjusted to the mirror image of contralateral side, and (D) navigation guide for the intraoperative procedure. 
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Figure 3. The entire procedure of the left palatomaxillary defect reconstruction using right fibula free flap: (A) Harvesting the right fibula free flap, (B) osteotomized into two segments, and (C) placement of the fibula free flap at the left palatomaxillary area. 
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Figure 4. Long-term follow-up of the patients who received prosthetic rehabilitation with dental implant after the fibula free flap: (A) Preoperative clinical photos, (B) postoperative clinical photos after 4 years, (C) panoramic radiograph after implant treatment, (D) connection of the customized abutment, and (E) final prosthesis. 
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Table 1. Clinical data of enrolled patients with reconstruction of palatomaxillary defect.






Table 1. Clinical data of enrolled patients with reconstruction of palatomaxillary defect.





	Patient
	Age
	Cause of Defect
	Previous Operation
	Location of Defect





	1
	57
	Adenoid Cystic Carcinoma
	Maxillectomy with rectus abdominis free flap
	Right maxilla



	2
	22
	Traffic Accident
	Palatal rotation flap
	Left midface



	3
	64
	Squamous Cell Carcinoma
	Maxillectomy
	Right maxilla



	4
	58
	Adenoid Cystic Carcinoma
	Maxillectomy
	Left maxilla



	5
	63
	Unknown cancer
	Maxillectomy
	Left midface



	6
	27
	Mucoepidermoid Carcinoma
	Maxillectomy
	Left midface



	7
	38
	Mucoepidermoid Carcinoma
	Submaxillectomy with radial forearm free flap
	Left maxilla



	8
	47
	Mucoepidermoid Carcinoma
	Partial maxillectomy with radial forearm free flap
	Right maxilla



	9
	68
	Squamous cell carcinoma
	Hemimaxillectomy with radial forearm free flap
	Right maxilla
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Table 2. Clinical outcomes after the reconstruction of palatomaxillary defect.






Table 2. Clinical outcomes after the reconstruction of palatomaxillary defect.





	Patient
	From Resection to the Reconstruction
	Bone Length (mm)
	No. of Osteotomy
	Skin
	Number of Implants
	Previous Radiotherapy





	1
	40M
	66
	1
	Yes
	3
	Yes



	2
	TA *
	66
	1
	Yes
	4
	No



	3
	19M
	81
	1
	Yes
	None
	Yes



	4
	20M
	120
	2
	Yes
	4
	Yes



	5
	136M
	64.5
	1
	Yes
	None
	Yes



	6
	66M
	57
	1
	Yes
	3
	No



	7
	74M
	46
	0
	Yes
	None
	No



	8
	56M
	45
	1
	Yes
	3
	Yes



	9
	36M
	67
	1
	Yes
	3
	Yes







* TA. Traffic accident.
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