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SOCKET SHIELD FOR IMPLANT
ESTHETICS
HANDS-ON TRAINING
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Indications

Must be an advantage for the patient
Type 1 and 2 sockefts
Implants stability at placement
Buccal plate intact, ideally
Interdental bone intact
Thick biotype
Occlusion permits it
Patient’s psychological demand
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LOWER ANTERIOR TEETH
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[IP WITH IMMEDIATE PROVISIONALIZATION
BENEFITS

DIGITAL TECHNIQUES Instantaneous re-establishment of
FOR PROV|S|ONAL function and aesthetics

IP support the ideal soft tissues from the

RESTORATIONS i

Avoids unsupported and soff tissue
collapse
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DELAYED PROVISION
RESTORATIONS
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Immediate placement, gap freatment,
healing abutment and delayed provisionalization

Immediate placement of single implants with or
witheut immediate provisionalization in the

maxillary aesthetic region: A $-year comparative
study

Clinlcat Relevarce

Schetific rolonsle for the study: Ho Seyear comparative

Conclusions: 'F may
implants. However, high-quality RCTs are needed since the strength of this conclu-
sion is currently rated as low according to GRADE guidelines.
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high risk for two RCTs. Meta-analysis on the cases with intact alveoll demonstrat
0.87 mm (#5% confidence interval [Cl] [0.57; 1.17), p < .001) less apical migration of
the midfacial soft tissue level for IIP 4 IP when compared to |IP alone. Implant sur-
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Int J Clin Periodontol 2021;48:272-283.
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