///////////////////////////%////m

Crown & Implant
Restorations Workflow



Contents
1 Crown Restoration Workflow
2 Implant Restoration Workflow



Crown Restoration Workflow



Crown Restoration Workflow

Pre-Op
Scan

v' THE SAME WORKFLOW CAN BE APPLIED TO OTHER PROSTHESIS CASES!




Crown Restoration Workflow

Pre-Op
Scan

v SCAN MAXILLA, MANDIBLE AND OCCLUSION AT PRE-OP SCAN STAGE



Crown Restoration Workflow

v" PREP THE ABUTMENT CONSIDERING THE THICKNESS OF THE TEETH, MARGIN LINE



Crown Restoration Workflow - Prep
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Crown Restoration Workflow - Prep (1) Anterior



Crown Restoration Workflow - Prep (2) Posterior
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Crown Restoration Workflow

v" PREP THE ABUTMENT CONSIDERING THE THICKNESS OF THE TEETH, MARGIN LINE
v’ CHECK IF THE PREPPRED AREA ARE HEALTHY AND WET-DRY STATE FOR SCANNING



Crown Restoration Workflow - Fluid Control

Wet dry Hemostasis Healthy gingiva




- Fluid Control
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Crown Restorati




Prosthesis Workflow

v' DELETE THE PREPPED TEETH AREA USING TRIMMING TOOL
v ADD SCAN ON THE ABUTMENT AREA USING HD SCAN
v' SCAN DEPTH, LOCK AREA



Crown Restoration Workflow - Scan
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Crown Restoration Workflow

v' DELETE THE PREPPED TEETH AREA USING TRIMMING TOOL
v ADD SCAN ON THE ABUTMENT AREA USING HD SCAN

v' SCAN DEPTH, LOCK AREA
v CHECK THE SCAN DATA USING RELIABILITY MAP



Implant Restoration Workflow



Implant Restoration Workflow




Implant Restoration Workflow

v CHECK EMERGENCE PROFILE AND GINGIVA STATE
v’ CHECK IF THE INTRAORAL ENVIRONMENT IS HEALTHY AND WET-DRY FOR SCANNING



Implant Restoration Workflow — Prep




Implant Restoration Workflow

v SCAN MAXILLA, MANDIBLE AND OCCLUSION BEFORE PLACING A SCANBODY



Implant Restoration Workflow

Scanbody

v MAKE SURE A MATCHING POINT OF THE SCANBODY FACES LINGUAL OR BUCCAL SIDE

v PLACE A SCANBODY INTO A FIXTURE



Implant Restoration Workflow - Scanbody




Implant Restoration Workflow

Scanbody

v PLACE A SCANBODY INTO A FIXTURE
v MAKE SURE A MATCHING POINT OF THE SCANBODY FACES LINGUAL OR BUCCAL SIDE
v MAKE SURE THERE IS NO BLOOD OR FLUID REMAINING ON THE SURFACE OF THE SCANBODY



Implant Restoration Workflow - Scan




Implant Restoration Workflow

v SCAN SCANBODIES USING Al SCANBODY MATCHING
v CHECK THE SCAN DATA USING RELIABILITY MAP






Accuracy of Conventional and Digital Impressions for
Full-Arch Implant-Supported Prostheses



Accuracy of Conventional and Digital Impressions for

Full-Arch Implant-Supported Prostheses
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Digital Impressions for Full-Arch Implant-Supported

Prostheses
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Accuracy of Conventional and Digital Impressions for

Full-Arch Implant-Supported Prostheses
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Accuracy of Conventional and Digital Impressions for
Full-Arch Implant-Supported Prostheses
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Stitching

the technique of using a computer to merge images
together to create a large image, preferably without i
being at all noticeable that the generated image has
been created by computer.




Stitching

the technique of using a computer to merge images
together to create a large image, preferably without it
being at all noticeable that the generated image has
been created by computer.




The presence of long and homogeneous surfaces be
tween implants, especially in edentulous patients,
neqgatively affects the digital impression accuracy-
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The presence of long and homogeneous surfaces be
tween implants, especially in edentulous patients,
neqgatively affects the digital impression accuracy-

e ]

e e A A

SRS
5

- e
S - o
e

e







auxiliary geometry device



ddddd

when using an auxiliary geometry device
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