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The immediate implant and delayed restoration in maxillary esthetic zone: A case report and literature review
LIAO Luman', XIONG Li*, HUA Wenbing’, ZHANG Yun‘, ZHANG Weiping', ZHANG Xiuyin'. 1. Department
of Prosthodontics, The Ninth People’s Hospital, Shanghai jiaotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200125, Chi-
na; 2. Shanghai Zhou Pi-Guang Dental Clinic, Shanghai 200030, China; 3. Department of Stomatology, Guangming Chi-
nese Medicine Hosipital of Pudong New Area, Shanghai 201399, China; 4. Department of Examines, Branch Especially
Stomatological Hospital, Lanzhou 730000, China

Corresponding author: ZHANG Xiuyin', Email: xiuyinzhangxyz@163.com, Tel: 0086-21-53315694

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the effects of the related factors on the aesthetic implant restoration of anteri-
or maxilla with a typical case report. Methods A patient, who was failed with metal -ceramic bridge half year, re-
quired an implant restoration. Before treatment, a thorough clinical and radiological examination and a SAC classifica-
tion were done. The teeth were extracted in mininal truama without flap reflection, and implants were inserted with de-
layed restoration. A provisional restoration supported by temporary abutment was placed to guide the development of the
soft tissues. Then the final impression with the custom-made transcopings was made. And a screwretention metal-resin
bridge was made with CAD/CAM titanium framework. Results During follow-up the dental implants and provisional
restoration provided the patient with good esthetics, pronunciation and chewing function. Conclusion Many factors
may affect the success rates and asethetic effect of anterior implant restorations. Indications, pre-surgical assessments,
treatments are keys to aesthetic implant restoration.
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Table 1  Esthetic risk assessment
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Figure 1  Pre-treatment intra-oral image , X-ray, CBCT and alveolar bone measurement of implant site
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Figure 2 Photos of postoperation
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