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Fiber posts versus casting posts on the
restoration of all-ceramic crown teeth

ZHANG Jing, LI Jingrong, LI Yimei
( Department of Stomatology, Beijing Puren Hospital, Beijing, 100062)

ABSTRACT; Objective To compare the effect of fiber post and casting post on the restoration
of all-ceramic crown teeth. Methods A total of 200 cases with all ceramic dental crown restoration
in our hospital were randomly divided into the control group with casting post and observation group
with fiber posts, with 100 cases in each group. Clinical efficacy as well as aesthetic degree of two
groups were compared. Results Qualified rate in restoration integrity, edge fitness, gingival colora-
tion, gingival health, color matching of the two groups showed significant differences (P <0.05).

The difference in excellent rate and failure rate were statistically significant ( P <0.05). Conclusion

The application effect and aesthetic degree of fiber posts are better than that of cast posts.
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