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Table 1. Mean difference before and after stainning.

Used frequency ai* 4a* 4ap* 4E
1 0.07 (0.14)  -1841(0.28)  -0.82 (0.07) 18.43 (0.28)
2 0.35 (0.09) 19.30 (0.40)  -0.91 (0.08) 19.33 (0.40)
3 -0.70 (0.45) 19.90 (0.33)  -0.089 (0.09) 19.93 (0.33)
P €0.05 (0.05 (0.05 (0.05

Pressing 3d ™ Al Yl (Table 1, Fig. 3).
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ABSTRACT

PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF THE REUSED IPS EMPRESS CERAMIC.
PART Ill. STUDY ON THE STAIN RESISTANCE

Tai-Ho Jin, Young-Kuk Song

Department of Prosthodontics, Gollege of Dentistry, Wonkwang University

The purpose of this study was to investigate the possibility on recycling of IPS Empress ceram-
ic for the wide use of esthetically pleased IPS-Empress ceramic in clinical prosthodontic treatment.

The specimens were made of first, second, and third pressed IPS Empress ceramic and were immersed
in 0.05%methylene blue solution for 24hours. The "amouI}t of color change before and after stain-
ning was measured with colorimeter(Model Tc-6Fx, Denshoku Co., Tokyo, Japan).

The change of 4E in first pressed ceramic was 18.33 and those in second and third pressed ceram-
ics were 19.33 and 19.93 respectively.

Although there was statistical difference among them, the differences were minute

and acceptable. From the results of this study, the possibility of recycling of IPS Empress ceram-
ic could be suggested .
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