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DISCLAIMER

The following pages contain summaries of data published by Lim et al. 2019 as
interpreted by Geistlich. Although we try to reflect to the best of our knowledge
the results and conclusions of the cited studies, errors cannot be excluded. We

explicitly emphasize that the authors of the cited study cannot be held responsible
for the content of the summaries.



Ridge Preservation. Geistlich Bio-Gide®
makes a difference

Bone volume favors the use of Geistlich Bio-Gide® in
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Horizontal resorption 1 mm below crest (mm)

-4.44+3.71

P<0.05 between group 1 and 3 and 0.514 between group 2 and 3

Lim HC, et al.: J Clin Periodontol. 2019; 46(11): 1144-54. ‘ f’ Outcome of the ridge preservation in molar sites without
Read Online flap closure (open healing)

Geistlich Bio-Gide”®
New bone formation favored the use of Geistlich

Bio-Gide® (16.92+ 14.86%) compared to when
graft left unprotected (11.32+ 7.39%).

100% implant survival at 1-year follow-up and
no complication with open healing.
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