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Application of implant polishing plastic surgery in the treatment of peri-implantitis
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[Abstract] Peri-implantitis is a chronic inflammatory disease that affects the long-term success rate of dental implants,
characterized by inflammation of the peri-implant soft tissues and bone loss. In this review, the etiology and influencing
factors of peri-implantitis are summarized, and the current treatment methods, including mechanical treatment, chemical/
pharmacological therapy, photodynamic therapy, and surgical treatment, are discussed. The importance of implant surface

treatment is emphasized, detailing the role of implant polishing plastic surgery in reducing plaque attachment, improving
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biocompatibility, and optimizing the peri-implant microenvironment.
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Tab 1 Comparison of different mechanical treatment methods
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Tab 2 Comparison of different topical medications
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