OREmHA 2018E6A %265 FoH S
[DOI]10.12016/j.issn.2096-1456.2018.06.008 - KRR -

IR B S A B A B TR £ R

X ARk, A@4m, FL4oo, KREH, x4, KA=
I WA KT BoRE E R A, R Y] SRR A R AT, S A R I(518172)

(HE] BE HLEIGNES @S5G UYL XA T L 2R . T i LS X
FERATRMEIEE B 48 61, 40 A B RAL, Hovh A 41 26 6] 58 & T 01 F RS 48 ife B 5 i8R A 7 27 RSO
6~ 10 HJE TR AR, B 22 4T — I T ARM a5 6 UL A i, 2 G ATk A, A &8 T
KAEEIF 12D AL . RIVLL A48 B 48 ) J 7K AME S I FI S 2 I 1) 2F i SE 7 BOR EAT VAl 1L
Bo BR AL A 26 BRI, B A ILAE A 22 FURh AL A, Bl U5 15 P T A AR R JR] R 2 4 4 RRCAR 20 R
U, R R MU K AE 5 A 20 7K AAME 5 BRI 12 B A 21 68 36 22 48 50053 1 2 8.18 Fi1 8.35, 2 S L4t it 2: i X
(P >0.05) ; BALRAMES B MBI RYLL (548 BN N 6.73 M 8.18, 225047 et 2 3 (P < 0.05) ; /KA
ST A B Z A AL 66 48 B2 e HA Gt B L (P < 0.05) , M2 A (B4 Z 8] 21 6 5 2 fe K
FIGHEEL(P>0.05), & L2 IR AT LB i 7k A S I AL (3 36 "2 R0CR

(Rgim] FRBERE; WeE; @aikG; REX; LRk

(hESES] R782.12 [X@ERIRB] A [XEHS] 2096-1456(2018)06-0379-05
[SIA&ERMER] XA, A5, 222030, 55 . G BE 5 @G 6 U 2 R0 56 22 ROR 5810, F B0 Bl
if1, 2018, 26(6): 379-383.

A study of the esthetic outcomes of peri-implant soft tissue conditioning with provisional restorations and heal-
ing abutments LIU Senging, DU Ruitian, LI Hongwen, GENG Xiaorui, FU Yunting, GENG Fayun. Department of
Stomatology, Shenzhen Longgang District Ear Nose and Throat Hospital, Shenzhen Institute of Ear Nose and Throat,
Shenzhen 518172, China
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[Abstract] Objective To compare the esthetic outcomes of peri-implant soft tissue conditioning with provisional
restorations and healing abutments. Methods A total of 48 patients missing a single tooth in the esthetic zone were
chosen for the present study and divided into two groups. Twenty-six patients in Group A used provisional restorations
to condition the peri-implant soft tissue before final restorations, while 22 patients in Group B used healing abutments
to condition the soft tissue. All patients were evaluated by pink esthetic scores (PESs) at the time of the final restoration
and at a 1-year follow-up. Results A total of 26 implants in Group A and 22 implants in Group B showed good peri-
implant soft tissue condition. PESs at the time of the final restoration and at the 1-year follow-up in Group A were 8.18
and 8.35, respectively, and 6.73 and 8.18 in Group B, respectively. PESs at the time of final restoration and at the 1-
year follow-up were not significantly different in Group A but were significantly different in Group B. The PESs of the
two groups were significantly different at the final restoration but were not significantly different at the 1-year follow-up.
Conclusions Provisional restoration in the esthetic zone can improve the pink esthetic effect when permanent restora-
tion.

[Key words] Implant restoration; Provisional restoration; Healing abutment; Esthetic zone; Esthetic outcomes
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