Journal of Hama University — vol.4 =No.11-2021 2021~ sée (galall asall = i) Alaall = Sles Axals ddaa

DA Clgs aubs (Sale aladiul diglel) ALISY $gal) dolgh Cild ans
"l e A

ol ana L3 Al e .o
(2021 jssi 11 :Jssdl) 2021 T 20 :glal)

toaddall

agilly saladl Gilsall ek danes Al L Sleadl Gl ey Glsall 53 Gaas 1 caleal) daida ea) G
Lallae aladials Cilsal) dads Jumal san sl dla el 2388 Ajlae ) Ay pual) Lyl 38 Cangs 1ing) L deriieadl)
Cleld e dabl saasie Cilsal) el 285 ¢(Aag)l o) unadl addsty ALY GleSobudl Jid saxie
Ll gha daSY) e dniiadl) dglal) ALK 83gaY) 2ol i il Hlgal¥) Gaitie gaball (e alaialy
Ay dadh Glss Gfimala G IS sk gle JalS 30 Liape 12 Al die it :(3iklly Alsal
OleSsbad) Jid aaaie Jallaally 43l daplal) Jinass 3 (pfiiill WIS 8y (Apalil) 4@l daalag 5anlgll dls )
Bea) 2l i B G aag Y 4 Slasy) dalail) il cojglal sl (LB (aidie) 53l 4alsis LY
Baalgll Alayall Ay Cilsal) desks o s Auhall o3 dgan e tlalmGY] L Gfedied) GaaEl o
Gy pladinly clelhd o Calgall daida Al 4lie 3aY) aclgil (gpm il bl nal) Tladll plasialy

leal) (aiie gl

Lol (dilgal) dapdallealgal) FNEN OlaSshid) Jand &;y calgn dana tdalise LS

O Aaals = L) ala AU — Al Ciliaigatl] acd = pieale allls”
(Loay L ydia) 1oyt Aimaln = i) b A0S —ASpaall il e — (upe’

71



Journal of Hama University — vol.4 =No.11-2021 2021~ sée (galall asall = i) Alaall = Sles Axals ddaa

Evaluation of Maxillary Complete Denture Bases Retention Using Two

Different Border Molding Materials
”A comparative clinical study”

Dr. Ali Alnokari* Dr. Majd Salman**
(Received: 20 May 2021, Accepted: 11 July 2021 )
Abstract:

Introduction: The objective of border molding procedure is to get peripheral seal to achieve
a retentive denture. Border molding record is influenced by the material and technique. Aim:
To compare the single-step border molding technique using putty viscosity of Poly vinyl
siloxan addition silicone with sectional border molding technique using low fusing impression
compound by evaluating the retention of heat cure trial denture bases. Materials and
Methods: Twelve completely upper edentulous patients were selected to evaluate the
retention of acrylic denture bases provided by two different final impression
techniques(sectional border molding using low fusion impression compound, single step
border molding using putty viscosity of PVS )and the two techniques followed by a final
wash impression using light bodied of PVS material, then a digital force meter was used
to measure retention strength provided by each technique. Results: the statistical analysis
showed no significant difference in bases retention between the two border molding
techniques. Conclusions: within the limits of this study ,it can be concluded that single step
border molding using putty silicon provided similar clinical retention on denture bases

compared to sectional border molding using low fusing impression compound.

Keywords: border molding, Polyvinylsiloxane, Peripheral seal,Final

Impression,Retention.
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