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Sixty-nine per cent (n=9) of the
evaluators agreed that the one shade of
Xitra Fil meant an advantage in terms
of reduced storage space, and eight
cvaluators (62%) agreed time was
saved by not having to take a shade.

Comments included: “Goes back ro
the “Universal’ shade coneept — OK for
~5(% of cases”; “Not so good on
older patients or dark teeth™; and
“Most people don’t notice or worry
about shade in posterior teeth”.

The overall aesthetic quality of
restorations of Xera Uil was assessed as
follows:

Poor Excellent
1 L e Y
3.6

Sixty-nine per cent (n=9) of the
evaluators thought the shade provided
should not be changed. Two cvaluators
made the comment that perhaps 2
minimum of two shades were required
— an opaque and a normal. When the
evaluators were asked to detail any

stated that Xera Fil was w0 sensitive,
that it was satisfactory in this respect.
When rhe evaleators were 2sked 0
comparc Xtra Fil with the normally
usaicm‘rq»g’mnﬁmﬂ,inqmnf
quaality, the results werc

Better Same Worse
Handling 38% 38% 23%
Working
time B 5% 38%
Marginal
quality P 9% 8%

Comments made inchaded: “Lowely
packing exrure and Bked big
compules”; “Able m produce surface
detail prior (o curing with grest casc™;
achicvable with this maserial™.

The evaluators rated the casc of use
of Xira Fil as follows:

Difficult to ase Easy wuse
| s 1
44

composite restorations more widcly
avzilable. Twelve (92%; felt therc was a
matket for this type of material, with
one evaluator stating “i fulfils ol the
criteria it sct out 1o achieve”™.

Sixty-ninc per cent (=9 of the
evaluators would purchase the matcrial
af average cost znd the same number
would also purchase & i it werce
available at slightly below average cost
for a posterior composite.

Final comments incdluded: “This is
the only material 1 have found that
mimics the transhucency of emamd, but
needs “opaque’ for deep cavities™;
“Enjoyed using it —quick and
effective”™; and “Fxoclient in small dass
Tand 11 cavitics™.

Discussion

Voco Xera Fil has been subjected to
an extensive cvaleation in dinical
practice by members of the PREP
Panel in which 396 restorations were
placed. The instruction card was given
a very high rating of 4.9 (on the visual
analogue scale where 5 = excellent and
1 = poor), and afl the evaluators stated

that the compules worked satisfactorily.
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Apart from the already i obviously 80 compromise in banding

price, time is moncy. No shade properties as well. In other words, o

selection, bigger increments and Fil could be 2 tooth-coloned

shorter curing time save minutes on alternatve t amalgam

cvery single patica, especially whea

used together with Futurabond, 1 Buske FJT. Amalgam to tooch-

We are proud to sce that 77% of the coloused materials — implications for
PREP Panel evaluators state that Xera clinical practice and denza! educzrion

Fil achieved the objective of making govemnmental restrictions aad
compaosite restorations more widely amalgam-usage survey resulss. | Desr
available. Nevertheless stability and 2004; 32: 343-330.
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though commcnt was made by two
evaluarors regarding the size of the
compule nozde. The viscosity of the
material was rated by the evaluators as
near to the ideal, 3.2 (on a visual
analogue scale where 5~ too viscous
and 1 = too thin).

Xitra Uil achieved a rating of 3.6 {on a
wvisual analoguc scale where 5 ~
excellent and 1 = poor) for overall
aesthetic quality of the restorations.
This may be considercd more than
satisfactory, given that the material is
produced in only one shade. In this
respect, the majority (67%) of the
evaluators thought that the shade
should not be changed.

With regard to casc of use, Xtrz 1l
exceeded the score for ease of use of
the marerials previously used, 4.4 cf 4.1
{on 2 visual analogue seale where | =
difficult to use and 5 = casy o use).

However, in this regard, the sensitivity
of the material to ambient light was
regarded by five cvaluators as oo high.

That 77% of the evaluators stared
that Xira Il achieved its objectives of
one shade ease of usc and high depth
of cure, and that 69% would purchase
the marerial, underlines the successful
reception of this material and perhaps
with further modifications even
higher acceprability could be achieved.
Continued on page 30



