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[Abstract] With the development of implant technology and materials, the aesthetic of implant prosthesis has been

paid more and more attention. Implant prosthesis should be coordinated with patients’ characteristics, the existing
aesthetic indices have no unified standard. Based on current research and clinical experiences, this review narrated the
esthetic indices of implant crowns and peri-implant soft tissue and influencing factors of dental implant in the aesthetic
area.
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1.2 # & % % 35 # (Pink Esthetics Score , PES)
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Table 1  Detailed description of pink esthetics score
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Table 2 Detailed description of implant crown aesthetic index
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Table 3 Detailed Description of white esthetics score
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Table 4  Detailed description of peri-implant and crown index

(PICI)
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