Influence of platform switching abutment design on crestal
bone levels in the same implant system
— first results of a prospective randomized multicenter study

Kammerer P.W.1, Wiltfang J.2, Behrens E. 2, Guerra F. 3, Nicolau

/0 P.M.G.3, Rocha S.3, Moergel M.%, Wagner W. 1 UNIVERSITATsmedizipj
p

Introduction: Prosthetic abutments with reduced width in relation to the implant diameter (platform switching, PS)
seems to have potential to reduce crestal bone loss around dental implants. There are limited studies comparing this
concept with standard abutments in the same implant system. In accordance to this, the study aimed to evaluate

\crestal bone level of the same implants in a definite indication restored with PS and with standard abutments (SA).
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Indications were: =2 adjacent missing teeth, natural tooth mesial to

proximal implant site, full opposition dentition, implants placed at least 6
weeks post extraction and no bone augmentation.

Primary objective was a comparison of changes in crestal bone levels
(fig. 1) between the groups. We will report the first results of the implants

\after 1 and 2 years. /
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~Figure 2: Exemplary single-tooth
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Discussion: the PS concept seems to be suitable in order to limit crestal resorption and to preserve
L peri-implant bone levels. )
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