Hybrid Bond and Xeno 111 in cervical lesions: Two year results.
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Introduction: Aim of the study: Materials and method: Conclusion:

Due to their reduction in total number of The aim of the study was to evaluate the clinical In accordance to a split mouth study design, 50 patients (57.3 SD+13.5a) received at least two comparable After two years, all Hybrid Bond restorations retained and showed
application steps and therefore for their easier performance of adhesive Class V resin composite Class V restorations (total number: 104). The cavities were randomly assigned to the two adhesives: Hybrid clinically acceptable results, while 5 Xeno I11 restorations were lost
use in the daily clinic, self etching adhesives restorations utilized with two different self etching Bond lot GV2 and Xeno |11 lot 0310000129. To obtain comparability, Filtek Supreme was used as the only in part or in toto. When marginal staining occurred, it mostly

are commonly used in restorative dentistry for adhesives (Hybrid Bond, Sun Medical Co., Ltd.; Xeno restorative material in both cases. VL-curing was conducted incrementally for 40 s each (independent of the happened in both restorations. Stained margins very often were
bonding resin composite to Class V lesions. 111, DENTSPLY) according to the Ryge/CDA-criteria. restorative material). After two years, 100 % of the restorations were available for the follow up investigation. observed as a matter of resin composite placed on uncut enamel.

Marginal Adaptation Marginal Discoloration Recurrent Caries Anatomic Form

WGy EETE 67a ErasR el T D it e e il G, ‘ No existing marginal discoloration at all. Alfe: No evidence of recurrent caries along the margin of the restoration. Alfa: The restoration is not undercontoured

The explorer catches a crevice along the margin, but there is no exposure of dentin. Presence of discoloration at the margins between the restoration and the tooth structure; Presence of softness, opacity at the margins as evidence of undermining or demineralization, The restoration is undercontoured, but there is no dentin exposed.
Charlie: Visible evidence of a crevice with exposure of dentin. discoloration does not penetrate along the margins of the restoration toward the pulp. or etching or white spots as evidence of demineralization in areas where explorer catches o Charlie: Sufficient restorative material is missing so that dentin is exposed.

The restoration is fractured or missing in part or in toto. Charlie: The discoloration penetrated along the margins of the restoration in a pulpal direction. resists removal after insertion.
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g res!ora!!on Fa"':‘?' e sttty 2 rr.urror. > f26ime0: Surface is smooth, and the adjacent issues showed no irritation. Al No damage of tooth structure at all. Alfa L
The restoration is visible, but there is no mismatch in color, shade and/or translucency.

it 1531 i il i i o i r Minor complaints after placement of the restoration; no therapy necessary.
between the restoration and the adjacent tooth structure. Surface ?f the rasm‘rall Ilgm!y rough or pitted bul‘can be refinished. Minor splinters of enamel or enamel cracks: repolishable; no need for th?rapy. bl ni:i"ar compl:inf_s‘ e bt Py ry.
Bravo: There is a mismatch i color, shade or translucency, but not outside the normal range of tooth Tangdo: Surface is djeplylgmedbur s?}(_m_/s'lraegular grooves, which were not related to the natural Larger enamel cracks, where an explorer will catch, not reconturable splinters. S e o eament 2 o - . et
color, shade and/or translucency. anatomy and could not be refinished. Charlie Enamel splinters with exposure of dentin. harlie: Persisting pain; treatment (removal of restoration) necessary and planed.
Surface is fractured or flaking. Fracture of cusp/tooth. Persisting pain; root canal treatment necessary and planed.

No complaints at all.

The mismatch is outside the normal range of tooth color, shade and/or translucency.
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