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Background and Aim Conclusion

The clinical fit of an implant prosthesis at the implant-abutment junction is directly dependent on the accuracy of

impression and cast." Digital workflow for producing implant-supported restorations involves the usage of intraoral
1. Asiga MAX 3D printer performed more accurately than NextDent 5100.

scanners (10S).>* From 10S data 3D printed master model is often fabricated using the selected type of digital

ELOS Print Model Analog showed most accurate results both locally and globally than NT trading.

analogs.® There is a lack of data regarding the effects of 10S, 3D printer, and digital analog type effect on the local

Intraoral scanning had significant influence in overall error propagation.

and global accuracy of digital analog positions in 3D printed master model. Moreover, errors arising in each

> »® DN

Further studies are needed to evaluate other factors.
step/stage should be identified. The aim of the study was to estimate the effect of 10S, two 3D printers and 2 digital

analog systems on 3D positions of the digital analogs comparing reference, 10S and 3D printed model data sets.

The null hypothesis was that there are no statistically significant differences between the data sets.
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