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68.2%

9.7%

Scapular Notching Rate

20.9%
. 0%
Notch > Grade 2

Grammont-Style Prosthesis, weighted
average of 8 studies, n=868’

Equinoxe Reverse, 7 site multicenter
study, n=226'

...and no sacrifice
of glenoid fixation
or stability?
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