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SINGLE TOOTH IMPLANT RESTORATION
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Single Tooth
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Gingival risk factors
Smile line Dental Gingival
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2% 6. Preoperative intraoral view

Extraoral examination
Smile line Low/average
[ntraoral examination
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%8| 7. Seated CeraOne impression coping for final
impression
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impression.

18] 9, Intraoral photograph after restoration
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