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[Abstract] The biological integration of implant abutments with soft tissues and the stable mechanical connection be-
tween the implant and abutment are fundamental to the optimal function and aesthetics of implant restorations. Surface
contamination of implant abutments may compromise their biological integration and mechanical stability. However, no
consensus has been reached regarding the cleaning, disinfection, and sterilization methods for implant abutments in dental
laboratory settings. This work aims to review the literature on the prevalence and implications of surface contamination
on implant abutments supplied by dental laboratories. Cleaning, disinfection, and sterilization methods for implant abut-
ments are also assessed. The objective is to inform the development of standardized predelivery hygiene protocols for im-
plant abutments within the dental laboratory workflow.
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