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Table 1. Comparison of intraprobe recording of
probing depth(stent guiding)

Manual probe®] 7% 4.05mm$} 4.05mm$% T
Florida probex 3.35mm$2} 343mm= Manual
probeAl8-A] §-21A Q1A E $£XE Bgow
(p€005), 7+ X5 FA4719] 14} 227l =
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Table 3. Comparison of intraprobe recording of
probing depth on anterior teeth

MD SD CC |P-value MD SD CC |P-value

(mm) (mm) (0.05) | (0.05) (mm) (mm) (<005) | (0.05)
MP 016 0.37 0.70 0.05 MP* 043 0.56 0.80 20.05
FP 0.23 047 0.68 005 FP2 067 0.73 0.60 »0.05

MD : mean difference

MP : Manual probe

SD : standard deviation of difference
FP : Florida probe

CC : correlation coefficient

Table 2. Comparison of intraprobe recording of
probing depth(stent guiding)

MD SD CC |P-value
(mm) {mm) (€0.05) | (0.05)
1 0.23 0.50 041 | 005
2 0.27 0.52 0.63 20.05
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*

! statistically significant p¢0.05
compared to Florida probe as determined by
wilcoxon signed —ranks test

Table 4. Comparison of intraprobe recording of
probing depth on posterior teeth

MD SD CC |P-value
(mm) (mm) (£0.05) | (0.05)
mp* 0.69 0.88 0.74 30.05
Fp2 0.51 0.60 0.837 20.05

*

. statistically significant p<0.05
compared to Florida probe as determined by
wilcoxon signed —ranks test



Table 5. Comparison of intraprobe recording of probing depth(according to the site)

site MD(mm) SD(mm) CC(£0.05) p - value(0.05)
DB 0.59 0.64 0.78 20.05
MP* Mid-B 0.40 0.58 0.79 20.05
MB 0.62 0.68 0.78 20.05
DB 0.50 0.59 0.84 20.05
FP Mid-B 0.54 0.62 0.68 20.05
MB 041 0.59 0.83 20.05

DB : distobuccal site

Mid -B : Mid - Buccal site
MB : Mesiobuccal site

*  statistically significant p{0.05

compared to Florida probe as determined by wilcoxon signed —ranks test

Table 6. Comparison of intraprobe recording of
probing depth(according to the pocket

Table 7. Comparison of interprobe recording of
probing depth(according to the pocket

depth) depth)
PD(mm) MD(mm) | SD(mm) PD(mm) MD(mm) SD(mm)

3» 0.73 3.08 6< 1.08 0.98
FP

3< 0.43 0.37 4-5 0.98 0.92

3» 0.90 115 3= 0.52 0.55
MP

3< 0.30 0.54

Table 8. Comparison of the time consumption
during pocket depth probing(sec)

probe
MP FP
time
1 473 4.23
2 4.06 3.98
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— Abstract —

Clinical Comparison Of Manual Probe With Florida Probe In
Adult Periodontitis

Hyang - Mi Yu, Chin - Hyung Chung
Dept. of Periodontology, College of Dentist, Dan — kook University

The periodontal probe is a commonly used instrument to assess periodontal conditions.
And so, there has been many studies to develop the accuracy and reproducibility of the
periodontal probe. The purpose of this study was to compare two different periodontal
probes for measurement reliability and time required to use in subjects with moderate
periodontitis. It was done after evaluating reproducibility of probing depth by stent
guiding for a Manual probe and a Florida probe in subjects with healthy periodontal

condition.

The results were as follows

1. In experiment to evaluate the reproducibility of probing depth by stent guiding for a
Manual probe and Florida probe in subjects with healthy periodontal condition, there
was no major significant difference between intraprobe and interprobe relationships.

2. There were reduced probing measuremint error by using the Florida probe for
posterior teeth and by using the Manual probe for anterior teeth of subjects with
moderate periodontitis.

3. At proximal area, there was higher measurement error by using the Manual probe
than the Florida probe.

4. The mean of pocket depth measurement using Manual probe was signifi cantly higher
than that using Florida probe(p{0.05). With increasing pocket depth, interprobe
difference increased and reproducibility reduced.

5. There was no significant difference in time required to use between Manual probe
and Florida probe(p<0.05).

6. There was slight probing measurement difference between Manual probe and Florida
probe at different site, but both probes have similar degrees of reproducibility and
similar time required to probe.

Key word : Manual probe, Florida probe,
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