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Table. 2. Statistical evaluation of the shear
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I -
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v * % - * % -
* *  significant(P<0.01)
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— Abstract—

THE EFFECT OF Ti ON THE SHEARBONDING STRENGTH
BEWEEN DENTAL PORCELAIN AND Ni-Cr NONPRECIOUS ALLOY

Sung-Am Cho D.D.S., Ph.D.

Department of Prosthodontics School of dentistry at Kyungpook National University
Taegu, Korea

A study of the shear bond strength between dental porcelain and alloy on Ti depostion
effect was conducted by Instron universal testing machine. The obtained result was as
follows

The shear bond strengths of Ti-depostion group and acid-etched group were statistically
significantly greater than that of untreated control group (p<{0.01)
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