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EI DISCLAIMER

The following page contain summaries of data published by Scheyer et al.
2016 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.
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Yes, it does > Key Findings of Scheyer et al:
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@ Is Ridge Preservation with Geistlich biomaterials superior to
Ridge Preservation with other materials?

Geistlich

For Dentists
Dentists can rely on predictable bone volume and
excellent soft tissue healing, mostly allowing successful
Implant placement. It offers more options for esthetic
prosthetics and flexible timing. o

Benefits

For Patients
Significantly reduced need for further augmentation at
the implant placement leads to fewer procedures and
more options for esthetic prosthetics and flexible timing.
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Conclusion
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“The superior horizontal
/ ridge augmentation gain was
pretty impressive for the
/ xenogeneic bone graft

/ group.”

Prof. Dr. E. Todd Scheyer DDS, MS-USA
Clinical Assistant Professor at the University
of Texas Dental Branch-Houston
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