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Clinical evaluation of indirect post core by two different impression methods YU Si-hud', ZENG Li-wei',
WANG Hui” 1. Dept. of Prosthodontics, Stomatological Hospital Affiliated to Nanchang University, Nanchang
330006, China; 2. Dept. of Oral Medicine, Hangzhou Stomatological Hospital, Hangzhou 310006, China

[Abstract]  Objective To evaluate the clinical effect of indirect cast post core by two different impression me—
thods between silicone rubber impression and agar/alginate combination impression. Methods 389 massive destruction
teeth after root canal therapy were randomly divided into two groups group A and group B . The teeth of group A
was treated by silicone rubber impression material for making indirect post core impression. The teeth of group B
was treated by agar/alginate combination impression for making indirect post core impression. The effect of two
different impression methods was evaluated. Results The success rate of making indirect post core impression by
silicone rubber impression method was higher than that of making impression by agar/alginate combination impression
method. Significant difference was found in making indirect post core impression between premolars and molars by
two different impression methods P<0.05 , while there was no significant difference in making indirect post core
impression of anterior teeth by two different impression methods P>0.05 . Conclusion The clinical effect of making
indirect post core impression by silicone rubber impression method is better than that of making impression by agar/
alginate combination impression method.
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Tab 1 Clinical evaluation results of indirect post core by two different impression methods
/
x’ P
(%) (%)
42 41 1 97.6 54 51 3 94.4 0.066 0.797
50 48 2 96.0 61 51 10 83.6 4377 0.036
74 69 5 93.2 108 88 20 81.5 5.127 0.024
166 158 8 95.2 223 190 33 85.2 10.05 0.002
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Tab 2 The impression failure types of indirect post 3
core by two different impression methods
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