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Fig. 1. Schematic draw of the apparatus used to
measure the tensile strength.
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Table 2. Mean failure load in each group(kg).

G n Treatemt G n failure load
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Abstract

THE EFFECT OF CANAL FILLING SEALER TO RESIN CEMENT
IN POST CEMENTATION

Cheong Hee Lee, Kwang-Hun Jo
Department of Prosthodontics, College of Dentistry, Kyungpook National University

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the effect of the canal filling sealer to resin cement
When posts were cemented in the endodontically treated teeth, 86 incisors were used. The coronal
portion of the teeth were removed at the cemento-enamel junction, every tooth was done treatment
of canal.

And the teeth was divided was into 12 groups.

G n Treatemt
I a 7 | Z.P.C (1 day after Z. O.E. sealer)
b 7 | All-Bond (3 day after sealer)
I a 8 |Z.P.C (3 day after sealer)
b 7 | All-Bond (3 day after sealer)
1 a 8 | Z.P.C (7 day after sealer)
b 8 | All-Bond (7 day after sealer)
v a 7 | Z.P.C (1 day after Apexit sealer)
b 7 | All-Bond (1 day after sealer)
v a 7 | Z.P.C (3 day after sealer)
b 7 | All-Bond (3 day after sealer)
VI a 7 | Z.P.C (7 day after sealer)
a 7 | All-Bond (7 day after sealer)

Ready made stainless steel Para-post(PD-K-3) was cemented with Z. P. C. in subgroup a,and cemen-
ted with All-Bond & composite resin cement in subgroup b to depth 7mm.
After 5 days at cementation of post, teeth with cemented posts were mounted on a retention jig
and the failure loads of the specimens were measured by an Instron Universal Testing Machine.
The results were as follows. )
1. The results ¢f failure loads were 15.5+7.1kg in group Ib, 21.6 + 5.4kg in group II'b and 20.1+18.1
kg in group IJb, and there was no statistically significant difference between each group(p>0.05).
2. The results or failure loads were 19.0+6.7kg in group Nb, 17.3 + 6.5kg in group Vb.and 189
+7.9 kg in group Vib and there was no significant difference between each other(p>0.05).
3. In same condition, the failure load of subgroup a was largely higher the subgroup b. But there

was no significant difference between each other(p>>0.05).



