Anterior Esthetic Implants:
Micctosurgical Placement 1in

Extcaction Sockets With
Immediate Provisionals

Dentists worldwide have hoped to
realize the potential for dental
implants for immediate replace-
ment of failing teeth in the maxil-
lary esthetic zone. This article is an
analysis from private practice of a
case series of 100 dental implants
in the anterior maxilla placed
under the microscope in extraction
sockets with immediate implant-

supported provisionals.

he most frequent traumatic

tooth injury is a fractured

crown of the maxillary central

incisor in the permanent denti-
tion.! Fractured teeth frequently follow a
downhill course through bonding,
endodontics, posts and crowns.? Many
are lost to root fracture or root resorp-
tion.®> For more than 100 years, den-
tistry’s best answer to a missing tooth in
the maxillary esthetic zone has been
fixed bridgework.# This was usually pre-
ceded by extraction and a removable pro-
visional, whose other designation “the
flipper” is self-descriptive of its inherent
limitations. Esthetic collapse of adjacent
gingival tissue and loss of buccal alveolar
bone are sequela familiar to dentists
restoring patients following maxillary
anterior tooth loss>¢ (Figure 1).

Dental Implants and Tooth Loss
Since their introduction, dental
implants have proven exceptionally pre-
dictable and successful in the edentu-
lous and partially edentulous patient.”-10
The biological and restorative improve-
ments implants have undergone have
increased their applications for single
tooth replacement.'12 Dentists world-
wide have hoped to realize the potential
for dental implants for immediate
replacement of failing teeth in the max-
illary esthetic zone. This article is an
analysis from private practice of a case
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Figure 1. Ridge resorption following loss of
central incisor.

series of 100 dental implants in the ante-
rior maxilla placed under the micro-
scope in extraction sockets with imme-
diate implant-supported provisionals.

Surgical Trauma and Tooth Loss
Microsurgery is a movement in

medicine and dentistry toward mini-

mally invasive alternatives to replace
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The results described are achieved using a sur-
gical microscope and may be statistically mislead-
ing when extrapolated to protocol not utilizing a
surgical microscope.
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procedures that previously required
extensive surgical incisions.!® Using a
microscope for surgery greatly enhances
visual acuity and improves surgical dex-
terity.!* Exodontia has been a traumatic
procedure for centuries. Under a micro-
scope, minimal invasive principles can
be applied to tooth extraction. The aim
of extraction microsurgery is to reduce
trauma. Using a periotome luxator, a
tooth root can be lifted vertically from

Implants

its alveolar socket by carefully separat-
ing it from the surrounding ligament.
This limits injury to the papilla and pre-
serves natural gingival anatomy!s10
(Figures 2 and 3).

The increased visibility provided
under the microscope allows a surgeon
to detect subtle nuances in the direction
of luxation which are not apparent
through normal vision, thus avoiding
damaging the bone and gingival tissue.

Figure
Periotome
luxation of
fractured
root.

Figure
Periotome
extraction
site. Note
lack of
bleeding
and
trauma.

Figure 5. Provisional in placing with
screw access opening.

Figure 6. Provisional at time of
microsurgery.
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Figure 7. Provisional at eight weeks,
ready for final restoration.

Implant Microsurgery

All phases of implant treatment may
be performed using a microscope.
Studies show that motor coordination
and accuracy is generally increased
when surgeons use a microscope.!’
Increased visual acuity, improved
ergonomics, and body posture are close-
ly related to those improvements.!8 In
medicine, microsurgery has significant-
ly reduced postsurgical pain in a variety
of surgical disciplines.’® Likewise, in
endodontics, microsurgery has demon-
strated measured reduction in post-
operative pain.2’ Although no studies
establish that microsurgery reduces
postoperative pain following extraction
or implant placement, there is strong
theoretical rationale to suggest that less
surgical trauma results in less pain and
faster healing, and that microsurgery
leads to those ends. The author’s expe-
rience has shown that extraction under
the microscope with implant placement
in the socket followed by an immediate
anatomical provisional reduces visible
surgical trauma and prevents soft tissue
collapse following tooth removal.
Anecdotally, patients describe their dis-
comfort level as inconsequential
(Figures 4-7).

Materials and Methods

Patient Selection

This study comprises a case series of
100 consecutive patients in private
practice requiring extraction of maxil-
lary central incisors, lateral incisors, or
cuspids. No exclusion criteria were
employed. Teeth were extracted due to
vertical root fracture, horizontal root
fracture, root resorption or endodontic
failure. One hundred implants were
placed in extraction sockets and
implant-supported screw-retained pro-
visionals were delivered at the time of
surgery. Preoperative and postoperative
images were digitally recorded and cata-
loged in Extensis Portfolio image data-



base for easy retrieval and analysis.
Preoperative and postoperative radi-
ographs were taken utilizing a Rinn film
holder. These were taken without the
benefit of a custom-acrylic bite plane to
standardize angulation.

Surgical Technique

Tooth extractions were performed
using periotome luxation. The sockets
were debrided of granulation tissue and
the sulcus de-epithelialized with a flame
diamond. The sockets were irrigated,
then filled for 30 seconds with 3 percent
tetracycline solution. Lateral cutting
burs were used to correct angulation
between each incremental increase in
twist drill size. Following completion of
the osteotomies, implants were inserted
utilizing a drilling unit set to 67 ncm
torque and 25 rpm. All patients received
NobelBiocare Mark IV 4.0 mm-diameter
threaded implants with textured sur-
faces and 2-degree thread taper geome-
try.2! Of 100 implants placed, 89 were

15 mm in length, nine were 18 mm in
length, and two were 13 mm in length.
In 81 implants, bone collected through
aspiration filtration from the osteotomy
preparation was rinsed with sterile
water, dried and saturated with 3 per-
cent tetracycline, then placed over any
buccal thread dehiscence within the
socket. Particulate bone zenograft was
used to fill the remaining void between
the implant and socket wall. A layer of
collagen was placed over grafted bone
before the implant provisional was
placed. In 28 cases, preoperative buccal
tissue height or thickness was judged
deficient. In those cases, at the time of
surgery, connective tissue was trans-
ferred from the palate into shallow
subepithelial envelope incisions on the
buccal. This was done to restore or
maintain normal gingival height.

Drilling in the Extraction Socket
Implant drilling under the micro-
scope is a revealing experience. The

Figure 8. Implant properly placed
in lingual side of socket. Note immediate
tissue collapse on the buccal without
provisional support.

Figure 9. Lateral cutting burs for osteotomy
preparation in the lateral wall of the socket.

socket appears as large as a room with
the apex and walls clearly visible.
Drilling in extraction sites requires a dif-
ferent set of skills than drilling in eden-
tulous sites.?? The most favorable bone
in the anterior maxilla lays to the
palatal and apical of the socket??
(Figures 8 and 9).

For this reason, drilling must be
done at an oblique angle to the socket
wall. Twist drills are not designed for
this purpose. They track in the direction
of less dense bone and into the open
socket. Unless the osteotomy site is redi-
rected with lateral cutting burs before
each incremental increase in twist drill
size, the implant angulation and posi-
tion will invariable move buccally.
With the magnification and lighting a
microscope provides, drilling in the lat-
eral socket wall can be accomplished for
stable and accurate esthetic positioning
of the implant in the socket.

Immediate Implant Provisional

To preserve natural esthetics, an
implant provisional must emerge from
the surrounding gingiva exactly like the
extracted tooth.?425 There is no margin
for error. Creating a provisional crown
begins before the tooth is removed.?® A
clear silicone impression is made, cap-
turing the dento-gingival junction. A
light-cured composite resin duplicate of
the tooth is fabricated from the impres-
sion (Figures 10-12).

The duplicate tooth is trimmed to
the exact location of the dento-gingival

Figure 10.
Blank replica of
failing tooth.

1 Figure 11.
| Replica tooth
hollowed and
shaped. The
rough surface
facilitates
adding flowable
composite to
create ideal tis-
sue support.

Figure 12.
Polished and
glazed provision-
al with proper
subgingival pro-
file.
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Figure 13. Lateral incisor removed
microsurgically with implant in place.

Figure 14. Opaqued titanium screw-
retained abutment on implant.

Figure 15. Replica tooth fitted to
abutment.

Figure 16.

Replica tooth bonded to
the temporary abutment
with light-cured
composite.

Figure 17. Final
finished and polished
provisional crown.

Figure 19. Provisional crown at eight
weeks, ready for final restoration.
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Figure 18. Provisional crown at time
of implant microsurgery.

junction. The replica tooth is hollowed
for luting to a titanium screw-retained
temporary abutment. The outer surface
of the titanium abutment is opaqued to
provide accurate color match. The tem-
porary titanium abutment is placed on
the implant and the duplicate crown
filled with light-cured composite then
joined to the abutment. (Figures 13
and 14).

This provisional crown is removed

utilizing a screw access opening in the
incisal third. The subgingival profile is
individually shaped for each patient at
the time of surgery.?” Voids and rough
edges are eliminated, and the provision-
al carefully contoured to support the
gingival tissue. As a final step, it is pol-
ished and glazed (Figures 15-18).

Using light-cured composite assures
that no free monomer is present to irri-
tate tissue or bone. The machined tita-
nium provisional abutment reduces the
possibility of the provisional loosening.
In this study, of the 100 provisionals
placed, screw loosening occurred in one
patient (Figure 19).

Provisional Occlusion

Early loading bone forces are con-
trolled in multiple implant immediate
loading cases through splinting.?® Early
loading bone forces in single implant
cases are controlled by eliminating cen-
tric and lateral occlusal contact.
Symmetrical and light mesial and distal
contacts are established and the provi-
sional is taken completely out of centric
and lateral occlusal contact using green
occlusal indicator wax. This protocol
allows patients to leave the dental office
with a non-loaded esthetic provisional
tooth securely anchored to the dental
implant.

Final Esthetic Restoration

An immediate provisional crown
assures that patients are never without a
natural-looking tooth. Because the gin-
giva is never unsupported, natural tis-
sue height and contour can be pre-
served. The subgingival emergence pro-
file of the provisional must be accurate-
ly registered and transferred to the
ceramicist.?%-3! This transfer of subgingi-
val anatomy is accomplished through
an impression made of the gingival
third of the provisional crown with an
implant analog attached. The impres-
sion is used to create a custom impres-
sion transfer coping which duplicates



the subgingival emergence profile of the
provisional32-34 (Figures 20-23).

After final impressions with the cus-
tom impression transfer coping, com-
puter-assisted scanning and machining
then creates a final Procera Zirconia
ceramic abutment and ceramic
crown3>36 (Figures 24 and 25).

This process assures that the final
abutment exactly matches both the
original tooth shape and the provision-
al emergence profile. Working together
as a team, surgeons, restorative dentists,
and ceramists can combine their skill
and knowledge to create a tooth in har-
mony with adjacent gingival anatomy
and the overall appearance of face and
smile (Figures 26-29).

For many patients, traumatic anteri-
or tooth loss is their first exposure to
implant dentistry. In the author’s expe-
rience, patients are pleased with the sim-
plicity of a technique which does not
involve major incisions, suturing, rais-
ing of mucogingival flaps or the need for
multiple surgical procedures. They fre-
quently comment on the “sturdiness” of
their provisional and lack of pain associ-
ated with the procedure (Figure 30).

Clinical Results

Using the described protocol, 100
implants were placed over a 36-month
period. The average follow-up time was
18 months. Of 100 implants placed, 98
implants were approved for restoration
at eight weeks and successfully restored.
Two implants failed to integrate before
restoration. These were removed and
replaced, then provisionalized with
bonded pontic provisionals prior to
restoration. The clinical success rate for
implants placed using this protocol was
98 percent based on the following para-
meters:

B Absence of clinical inflammation,
infection or bleeding on probing

B Absence of mobility, pain or sen-
sitivity of the implant or surrounding
tissues

Figure 20.
Impression of
provisional
crown is taken
before it is placed
on the implant.

Figure 21.
Registration of
the provisional
crown emergence
profile.

Figure 22.
Clear acrylic reproduces
provisional emergence
| profile.

Figure 23.
Custom impression
transfer coping polished
and glazed.

Figure 24.
Zirconia all-
ceramic implant
abutment.

W Soft tissue sulcus less than 1 mm
beyond the implant platform

B Ability to withstand rotational
torque of 45 ncm at abutment insertion

B Radiographic evidence of bone to
within the topmost thread of the implant

B The implant is restored and
remains in clinical function

Discussion
Dental implants originally followed a
protocol which required lengthy periods

Figure 25.
Procera all-
ceramic crown

of undisturbed healing before loading,
typically three and six months.37-3°
Immediately loading of full arch splinted
implants is now accepted therapy.40-43
Immediate loading of single tooth
implants has also proven successful.*44°
Combined data from six studies, com-
prising 287 single tooth implants imme-
diately loaded showed a 96.7 percent sur-
vival rate.’ Seven studies have examined
the outcome of implants placed in
extraction sockets of the anterior maxilla
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with  immediate provisionals.>!-57
Combined data from these studies com-
prised 190 implants and showed a 95.9
percent survival rate.>® The successful
outcomes described by these investiga-
tors have proven controversial.
Reviewing these seven studies, Ganeles
and Wismeijer stated, “It should be rec-
ognized that, with few exceptions, these
conclusions may be misleading statisti-
cal phenomena of the authors, as most
publications were written by exception-
ally experienced, highly skilled practi-
tioners working under tightly con-
trolled clinical conditions on a relative-
ly small, statistically inconclusive num-
ber of implants and patients.”

Such ad hominem arguments mar-
ginalizing obviously successful results
reflect the frustration experienced by
many clinicians who attempt immedi-
ate provisionals on implants placed in
extraction sockets. However, our cur-
rent study confirms a high clinical suc-
cess rate of implants placed microsurgi-
cally in extraction sockets of the anteri-
or maxilla with immediate provisionals.
Comprising 100 consecutive implants,
it is the largest study to date examining
this protocol. The operator skill require-
ments and technical demands of the
protocol are admittedly high. It is the
author’s opinion that optical magnifica-
tion afforded by the microscope increas-
es the precision of placement and initial
stability during implant microsurgery.
In addition, the minimal invasiveness
and reduced surgical trauma of micro-
surgically placed dental implants may
contribute to rapid healing, lessened
morbidity and successful osseointegra-
tion.

Clinical success describes the basic
survival, health, comfort, and function
of dental implants but does not define
esthetic success. In implant dentistry,
evidence-based statements regarding
esthetic procedures are difficult to gen-
erate. Most studies focus on implant
survival. Scientific evidence of estheti-
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Figure 26.
Preoperative X-ray of failing
central incisor.

Figure 27. Preoperative central incisor.

Figure 28. Postoperative implant at 44
months.

cally reproducible parameters is rare.
The stability of soft tissue esthetics
around single tooth implants has been
studied. Significant regeneration of
mesial and distal papilla was shown
after a follow-up period of 1.5 years.>
On the other hand, soft tissue buccal
recession of 0.6 mm was also shown
after one year.%° This has led to a con-
sensus that a provisional restoration
with adequate emergence profile should
be used to guide and shape the peri-
implant tissue prior to final restora-
tion.®! Priest proposed an esthetic
analysis based on soft tissue gingival
height around dental implants. In his
analysis, the positions of midfacial gin-
gival tissue margin and the heights of
mesial and distal papillae were numeri-
cally compared using fixed reference
points on preoperative and postopera-
tive photographs. Our current study uti-
lized a variation of Priest’s analysis as a

Figure 29.
Postoperative X-ray at 44
months.

subjective measure of esthetic outcome
on a visual analog scale. Based on before
and after digital photographs, the gingi-
val anatomy remained unchanged or
improved in 95 patients. Five patients
required postoperative connective tis-
sue grafts to bring the gingival zenith to
preoperative levels. A more comprehen-
sive numerical digital analysis of this
case series will be forthcoming in future
publications.

Belser, Buser and Higginbottom
defined an esthetic implant crown as
one in harmony with the perioral facial
structures. In addition, the soft tissues,
including, height, volume, color, tex-
ture and contours, should be in harmo-
ny with the surrounding teeth. Finally,
the restoration should imitate the nat-
ural appearance of the missing tooth.%?
This study shows that microsurgery can
be utilized for implant placement in
extraction sockets with a high degree of



Figure 30. Smile line esthetics with
implant and crown (Restoration courtesy Kathleen
McClintock, DDS).

clinical success. When provisionals are
placed at the time of surgery, the gingi-
val tissues are supported and undergo
little change in anatomy. This protocol
offers an opportunity for implant thera-
py with less morbidity and highly
esthetic outcomes. This translates into
increased patient acceptance and satis-
faction.®® Dentistry will see increasing
use of the microscope in clinical prac-
tice, including applications for extrac-
tion, implant placement and restora-
tion.%* Microscopy has the potential to
advance dentistry from an era of trau-
matic tooth loss to one of exact and
seamless replacement of a failing anteri-
or tooth with an esthetic implant-sup-
ported crown.

References / 1. Bastone EB, Freer TJ, McNamara JR,
Epidemiology of dental trauma: a review of the lit-
erature. Aust Dent ] 45(1):2-9, March 2000.

2. Al-Jundi SH, Dental emergencies presenting
to a dental teaching hospital due to complications
from traumatic dental injuries. Dent Traumatol
18(4):181-5, August 2002.

3. Andreasen FM, Transient root resorption
after dental trauma: the clinician’s dilemma J Esthet
Restor Dent 15(2):80-92, 2003.

4. Studer S, Pietrobon N, Wohlwend A,
Macxillary anterior single-tooth replacement: a com-
parison of three treatment modalities. Pract
Periodontics Aesthet Dent 6(1):51-60, January-
February 1994.

5. Small BW, Achieving and maintaining peri-
odontal health and esthetics following the extrac-
tion of a central incisor. Gen Dent 51(5):396-8,
September-October 2003.

6. Nicopoulou-Karayianni K, Bragger U, Lang
NP, Patterns of periodontal destruction associated
with incomplete root fractures. Dentomaxillofac
Radiol 26(6):321-6, November 1997.

7. Schroeder A, Pohler O, Sutter E,

Gewebsreaktion auf ein Titan-hohlzylinder-implan-
tat mit Titan-Spritzschichtober-flache. Monastsschr
Zahnhielhd 86:713-27, 1976.

8. Adell R, Lekholm, U, Rockler B, Branemark,
PI, A 15-year study of osseointegrated implants in
the treatment of the edentulous jaw. Int ] Oral Surg
10:387-416, 1981.

9. Adell R, Erikson B, Lekholm U, Branemark
PI, A long-term follow-up study of osseointegrated
implants in treatment of the totally edentulous
jaws. Int ] Oral Maxillofac Implants 5:347-58, 1990.

10. Jemt T, Petterson P, A three-year follow-up
study on single implant treatment. ] Dent 21:203-8,
1993.

11. Linquist LW, Carlsson GE, Jemt T, A
prospective 15-year follow-up study of mandibular
fixed prosthesis supported by osseointegrated
implants. Clin Oral Implants Res 7:329-36, 1996.

12. Widmark G, Friberg B, Johansson B, Sindet-
Pederson S, Taylor A, Mk III: a third-generation of
the self-tapping Branemark System implant, includ-
ing the new Stargrip internal grip design. A one-
year prospective four-center study. Clin Implant
Dent Relat Res 3:5(4):273-9, 2003.

13. Serafin D, Microsurgery: Past Present and
Future. Plastic and Reconstr Surg 66:781-5, 1980.

14. Stephans JA, Taylor A, The effect of visual
feedback on physiological tremor, EEG Clin
Neurophysiol 34:457-64, 1974.

15. Handtmann S, Lindemann W, Application
possibilities of the periotome for various technics in
periodontal surgery. Dtsch Zahnarztl Z 40:(7):745-8,
July 1985.

16. Thomson PJ, Minimising trauma in dental
extractions: the use of the periotome. Br Dent |
7:172(5):179, March 1992.

17. Harris H, Mackensen, G, Ocular surgery
under the microscope, Chicago, Yearbook Medical
Publishers, Inc., 1987

18. Leknius C, Geissberger, M, The effect of
magnification on the performance of fixed prostho-
dontic procedures. ] Calif Dent Assoc 23:(12):66-70,
1995.

19. Pecora G, Andreana S, Operating micro-
scope in endodontic surgery. Oral Surg Med Pathol
75:751, 1993.

20. Daniel RK, Microsurgery: Through the
Looking Glass, N Engl ] Med 300: 1251-8, 1979.

21. O’Sullivan D, Sennerby L, Meredith N,
Influence of implant taper on primary and sec-
ondary stability of osseointegrated titanium
implants Clin Oral Implants Res 15:474-80, 2004.

22. Campelo LD, Dominguez Camara J,
Flapless implant surgery: a 10-year clinical retro-
spective analysis. Int ] Oral Maxillofac Implants
17:(2):271-6, 2002.

23. Hartman G, Cochran D, Initial implant
position determines the magnitude of crestal bone
remodeling. | Periodontol 75:(40):572-7, 2004.

24. Saadoun AP, Le Gall M, Implant position-
ing for periodontal, functional and aesthetic result.
Pract Periodontics Aesthet Dent 4:43-54, 1992.

25. Saadoun AP, Immediate implant place-
ment and temporization in extraction and healing
sites. Compend Contin Educ Dent 23:(4):309-324,
April 2002.

26. Macintosh DC, Sutherlans M, Method for
developing an optimal profile using heat-polymer-
ized provisional restorations for single-tooth
implant-supported restorations. ] Prosthet Dent.
91(3):289-92, March 2004.

27. King KO, Implant abutment emergence
profile: key to esthetics. J Oral Implantol 22(1):27-
30, 1996.

28. Bain WA, Weisgold AS, Customized emer-

gence profile in the implant crown — a new tech-
nique. Compend Contin Educ Dent 18(1):41-5; quiz
46, January 1997.

29. Misch CE, Wang HL, Misch CM, Sharawy
M, Lemons J, Judy KW, Rationale for the applica-
tion of immediate load in implant dentistry: Part I.
Implant Dent 13(3):207-17, 2004.

30. Breeding LC, Dixon DL, Transfer of gingi-
val contours to the master cast. | Prosthet Dent
70:341-3, 1993.

31. Hinds KF, Custom impression coping for
an exact registration of the healed tissue in the
esthetic implant restoration. Int ] Periodontics
Restorative Dent 17(6):584-91, December 1997.

32. Buskin R, Salinas TJ, Transferring emer-
gence profile created from the provisional to the
definitive restoration. Pract Periodontics Aesthet Dent
10(9):1171-9, November-December 1998.

33. Attard N, Barzilay I, A modified impression
technique for accurate registration of peri-implant
soft tissues. /] Can Dent Assoc 69(2):80-3, February
2003.

34. Touati B, Guez G, Saadoun A, Aesthetic soft
tissue integration and optimized emergence profile:
provisionalization and customized impression cop-
ing. Pract Periodontics Aesthet Dent 11(3):305-14,
April 1999.

35. Davarpanah M, Martinez H, Celletti R,
Tecucianu JF, Three-stage approach to aesthetic
implant restoration: emergence profile concept.
Pract Proced Aesthet Dent 13(9):761-7, November-
December 2001.

36. Yildirim M, Edelhoff, D, Hanisch O,
Spiekermann H, Ceramic abutments — a new era in
achieving optimal esthetics in implant dentistry.
Int ] Periodontics Restorative Dent 20(1):81-91,
February 2000.

37. Branemark PI, Hansson BO, Adell R, et al,
Osseointegrated implants in the treatment of the
edentulous jaw. Scand ] Plast Reconstr Surg 16:1-132,
1977.

38. Adell R, Lekholm U, Rockler B, Branemark
PI, A 15-year study of osseointegrated implants in
the treatment of the edentulous jaw. Int ] Oral Surg
10:387-416, 1981.

39. Buser D, Merieske-Stern R, Bernard JP, et al,
Long-term evaluation of non-submerged ITI
implants. Part I: Eight-year life table analysis of a
prospective multicenter study with 2,359 implants.
Clin Oral Implants Res 8:161-72, 1997.

40. Roccuzzo M, Bunino M, Prioglio F, Bianchi
SD, Early loading of sand blasted and acid-etched
(SLA) implants: a prospective split-mouth compara-
tive study. Clin Oral Implants Res 12:572-8, 2001.

41. Roccozzo M, Wilson T, A prospective study
evaluating a protocol for six weeks’ loading of SLA
implants in the posterior maxilla: one-year results.
Clin Oral Implants Res 13:502-7, 2002.

42. Testori T, Del Fabrio M, Feldman S, et al, A
multicenter prospective evaluation of two-month
loaded Osseotite implants placed in the posterior
jaws: Three-year follow-up results. Clin Oral
Implants Res 13:154-61, 2002.

43. Bogaerde IV, Pedretti G, Dellacassa P,
Mozzati M, Rangert B, Early function of splinted
implants in maxillas and posterior mandibles using
Branemark system machined-surface implants: an
18-month prospective clinical multicenter study.
Clin Implant Dent Relat Res 5(suppl 1):21-8, 2003.

44. Malo P, Rangert B, Dvarsater L, Immediate
function of Brdnemark implants in the esthetic
zone: a retrospective clinical study with six months
to four years of follow up. Clin Implant Dent Relat
Res 2:138-46, 2000.

45. Hui E, Chow J, Li D, Liu J, Wat P, Law H,

MARCH.2005.VOL.33.NO.3.CDA.JOURNAL 239



The Dental Record new

240 CDA.JOURNAL.VOL.33.NO.3.MARCH.2005

Implants

Immediate provisionalization for single tooth
implant replacement with Branemark system: pre-
liminary report. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res 3:79-86,
2001.

46. Chaushu G, Chaushu S, Tzohar A, Dayan
D, Immediate loading of single tooth implants:
immediate versus nonimmediate implantation. Int
J Oral Maxillofac Implants 16:267-72, 2001.

47. Malo P, Friberg B, Polizzi G, Gualini F,
Vighagen T, Rangert B, Immediate and Early
Function of Branemark System implants placed in
the esthetic zone: a 1-year prospective clinical mul-
ticenter study. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res 5(suppl
1):37-46, 2003.

48. Glauser R, Lundgren AK, Gottlw, ], et al,
Immediate occlusal loading of Branemark TiUnite
implants placed predominantly in soft bone: 1-year
results of a prospective clinical study. Clin Implant
Dent Relat Res 5(suppl 1):47-55, 2003.

49. Cannizzaro G, Leone M, Restoration of par-
tially edentulous patients using dental implants
with a microtextured surface: a prospective com-
parison of delayed and immediate full occlusal
loading. Int ] Oral Maxillofac Implants 18:512-22,
2003.

50. Ganeles ], Wismeijer D, Early and immedi-
ately restored and loaded dental implants for sin-
gle-tooth and partial-arch applications. Int J Oral
Macxillofac Implants 19(supplement):92-102, 2004.

51. Kan YK, Rungcharassaeng K, Lozada ],
Immediate placement and provisionalization of
maxillary anterior single implants: One-year
prospective study. Int | Oral Maxillofac Implants
30:18:31-9, 2000.

52. Wohrle PS, Single-tooth replacement in the
esthetic zone with immediate provisionalization:
fourteen consecutive case reports. Pract Periodontics
Aesthet Dent 10:1107-14, 1998.

53. Malo P, Rangert B, Dvarsater L, Immediate
function of Brdnemark implants in the esthetic
zone: a retrospective clinical study with 6 months
to 4 years of follow-up. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res
2:138-46, 2000.

54. Hui E, Chow ], Li D, Liu J, Wat P, Law H,
Immediate provisionalization for single tooth
implant replacement with Branemark system: pre-
liminary report. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res 3:79-86,
2001.

55. Chaushu G, Chaushu S, Tzohar A, Dayan
D, Immediate loading of single tooth implants:
immediate versus non-immediate implantation. Int
J Oral Maxillofac Implants 16:267-72, 2001.

56. Malo P, Friberg B, Polizzi G, Gualini F,
Vighagen T, Rangert B, Immediate and Early
Function of Branemark System implants placed in
the esthetic zone: a One-year prospective clinical
multicenter study. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res
S(suppl 1):37-46, 2003.

57. Kan YK, Rungcharassaeng K, Lozada ],
Immediate placement and provisionalization of
maxillary anterior single implants: One-year
prospective study. Int | Oral Maxillofac Implants
30:18:31-9, 2000.

58. Grunder U, Stability of the mucosal topog-
raphy around single tooth implants and adjacent
teeth. Int ] Periodontics Restorative Dent 207:11-7,
2000.

59. Jemt T, Regeneration of gingival papilla
after single implant treatment. Int ] Periodontics
Restorative Dent 17:326-33, 1997.

60. Belser U, Buser D, Higginbottom F,
Consensus statements and recommended clinical
procedures regarding esthetics in implant dentistry.
Int ] Oral Maxillofac Implants 19(supplement):73-4,
2004.

61. Belser U, Schmid B, Higginbottom F, Buser

D, Outcome analysis of implant restoration located
in the anterior maxilla: a review of the recent liter-
ature. Int ] Oral Maxillofac Implants 19(supple-
ment):30-42, 2004.

62. Priest G, Predictability of soft tissue form
around single-tooth implant restorations. Int |
Periodontics Restorative Dent 23:19-27, 2003.

63. Schropp L, Flemming I, Kostopoulos L,
Wenzel A, Patient experience of, and satisfaction
with delayed-immediate vs. delayed single-tooth
implant placement. Clin Oral Implants Res 15:490-7,
2004.

64. Shanelec, D, Tibbetts, L, Recent Advances
in Surgical Technology, Clinical Periodontology
8th edition, W. B. Saunders 2004.

To request a printed copy of this article, please
contact / Dennis A Shanelec, DDS, director,
Microsurgery Training Institute, 1515 State St.,
Suite 1, Santa Barbara, CA 93101.





