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Abstract
AIM: This study compared the effect of using different primary crown materials (zirconia and cobalt-chromium) on the 
retention of telescopic retained removable partial dentures.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: A maxillary Kennedy class I stone model was prepared and scanned. The virtual 
cast was adjusted to create four abutments at the positions of the canines and the first premolars. Primary crowns 
were designed and then milled. In Group I, seven primary crowns were milled out of zirconia, and in Group II, seven 
primary crowns were milled from cobalt-chromium blanks. Cobalt-chromium telescopic partial dentures were milled. 
The universal testing machine was utilized to apply vertically dislodging static forces. Initial retention values were 
recorded. Then, the chewing simulator (CS) was used to apply dynamic cyclic loading to each partial denture. And 
after, 50,000 cycles and 270 attempts of insertion and removal final retention values were recorded. The data were 
collected and statistically analyzed.

RESULTS: A significant decrease in retention in both groups after simulation of 3 months of partial denture function 
was recorded. It was found that after simulation of 3 months of function Group I (zirconia) recorded a statistically 
significant higher mean value; (1.935 ± 0.268 N) than Group II; (0.583 ± 0.018 N) as indicated by student t-test 
(p ≤ 0.0001 < 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Zirconia primary crowns attain higher retention values than cobalt-chromium with cobalt-chromium 
telescopic partial dentures after simulation of 3 months of function.
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Introduction

Kennedy class I is the most encountered 
partially edentulous class, where the main problem is 
the lack of posterior abutments. Thus, a challenging 
situation arises during the restoration of the missing 
teeth with a removable partial denture (RPD) that 
derives its support from the teeth and the residual 
ridge. Accordingly, the partial denture is subjected to 
movements as a result of functional loads as those 
developed from mastication [1].

RPDs are considered as a conservative and 
economical treatment approach to restore missing teeth 
in partially edentulous patients, enhancing their quality 
of life. However, the conventional construction technique 
is a complicated and time-consuming process. To 
improve the patient’s satisfaction both esthetically and 
functionally, recent materials and techniques of dentures 
construction were developed [2], [3], [4], [5], [6].

Telescopic systems are employed to retain 
removable dentures that are usually indicated for 
patients with few remaining teeth [7], [8], [9]. It is 
considered an ideal treatment approach when a fixed 
treatment option cannot be utilized due to compromised 
or unfavorable general health conditions [10], [11]. 

Double crown retained partial dentures are proven to 
be an effective rehabilitation method for decreased 
residual dentition due to improved patients’ satisfaction 
and long-term durability [12], [13], [14], [15].

Double crown systems are composed of 
an inner crown (primary crown) and an outer crown 
(secondary crown). The primary crown functions as a 
male part and is cemented to the abutment (tooth or 
implant), while the secondary crown functions as a 
female part for retaining the RPD [16].

Usually, the combination of materials in 
telescopic retained RPDs comprises a metal–metal, 
zirconia–metal, or metal–polymer contact that possess 
different surface wear patterns thus, varying resistance 
to repetitive removal–insertion cycles [17], [18].

The employment of zirconia as a primary 
crown has been proven to be reliable regarding 
retention and wear performance [19], [20]. In general, 
esthetic qualities, excellent physical properties, and the 
improved biocompatibility make zirconia an appealing 
material that meets many of the modern dentistry 
requirements [21].

Precise milling of the inner and outer crowns has 
been frequently applied with the introduction of computer-
aided design and computer-aided manufacturing 
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technologies. Accordingly, additional materials for 
primary and secondary crowns as zirconia (ZrO2), 
titanium, or polyether ether ketone (PEEK) have been 
introduced [22], [23], [24]. Milling of the primary and 
secondary crowns from these materials decrease 
human labor and manufacturing costs [25].

Few data are available regarding the evaluation 
of the clinical performance of double crown attachments 
constructed of zirconia primary crowns combined with 
metal secondary crowns. Hence, this study was carried 
out to investigate, in which primary crown material has 
a better retention in telescopic retained metallic partial 
dentures. The null hypothesis was that there was no 
difference in the retention of telescopic retained metallic 
partial dentures fabricated with different primary crown 
materials.

Materials and Methods

A ready-made educational Kennedy class I 
stone model, with the first premolars as the last 
standing teeth, was mounted on the Nouvag drill press 
and surveyor machine (AF 30 milling and surveying 
machine, NOUVAG, Goldach, Switzerland). A rubber 
base index was made of addition silicone putty (Elite 
HD addition silicone 3M EPSE) and used as a reduction 
gauge to assess the amount of abutment reduction. 
Then, a clear vacuum formed stent was pressed on 
the cast. On the drill press machine, the canines and 
first premolars were prepared until a uniform amount of 
2–3 mm reduction was achieved without any undercuts 
and the reduction was verified.

The prepared stone model was scanned using 
the 3D digital scanner D-850 from 3 Shape Shape 
(A/S, Holmens Kanal 7, 1060 Copenhagen K, Denmark). 
The virtual standard tessellation language (STL) model 
was introduced into Model Creator module from Exocad 
(Exocad Valetta 2.2, 2014–2020 Exocad GmbH) to 
produce a virtual cast with removable dies. Then, the 
files of the cast and dies were exported. The STL file 
of the cast was uploaded to the Meshmixer software 
(Autodesk software. 2017 Autodesk, Inc.), on which the 
saddle areas were outlined and depressed 1.5 mm.

Two models were fabricated by 3D printing. 
Then, the pre-fabricated clear stent was used as a 
matrix for the tissue simulating material (Multisil-Mask 
soft Assortment, bredent GmbH and Co.KG). The 
design order was given initially for the primary copings 
on the abutments using the Exocad software which 
automatically determines the finish lines and locks the 
crown buttons. A minimal thickness (0.7 mm) of the 
copings was created then the digital surveyor tool was 
used to determine a common path of insertion and to 
create a chamfer finish line of 0.5 mm thickness on 
each abutment along with 2–4° taper. The design of the 

primary copings was set to confirm to Marburg design, 
with a vertical parallel band height of 1.5–2 mm starting 
from the finish line and tapered occlusally.

Fourteen sets of primary copings were milled 
using COR I-TEC 350i Loader PRO+ (imes-icore ® 
GmbH, 16 Leibolzgraben, 36132 Eiterfeld, Germany). 
Seven sets were made of a commercial Y-TZP 
substrate (Nacera Pearl 1, Doceram, GmbH, Dortmund, 
Germany) (Group I) and the other seven sets were 
milled from fully sintered cobalt-chromium disk (MESA 
DI SALA GIACOMO and C. S.N.C.,Via dell’Artigianato, 
35/37/39–25039 Travagliato (BS) ITALY) (Group II). 
Cementation of the primary copings to the abutment 
teeth was done using the glass ionomer cement 
(Medicem (Promedica Dental Material GmbH) Figure 1.

Figure 1: Cemented primary crowns. (a) Zirconia crowns. (b) Cobalt-
chromium crowns

ba

The design process of the RPD framework 
was initiated by designing the secondary copings. The 
path of insertion was determined, the undercuts were 
blocked out, and the anatomical tooth forms were 
selected and adapted to the finish lines. The crowns 
were splinted and the facial surface of each crown was 
cutback to provide a 1.2 mm space for the veneering 
material. The RPD was then designed following the 
conventional design principles.

RPD frameworks were milled out of fully 
sintered cobalt-chromium disks (MESA DI SALA 
GIACOMO and C. S.N.C.,Via dell’Artigianato, 
35/37/39–25039 Travagliato (BS) ITALY).Then, the 
proper seating of the partial dentures was verified. The 
secondary copings were veneered and a rubber base 
index (Elite HD addition silicone 3M EPSE) was used to 
standardize the position of the teeth on the frameworks.

Evaluation of the retention values

The geometric center of each partial denture 
was determined by converting the STL file of the 
partial denture to the OBJ format which was imported 
to a 3D computer graphics software (Autodesk 3ds 
Max, Autodesk Media and Entertainment, USA). The 
3D image was manipulated by the 3D MAX software 
until it became horizontal and the geometrical center 
was automatically detected [26]. A resin plate with a 
central hole coinciding with the predetermined center 
was designed to fit on the occlusal surface of the teeth. 
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The resin plate was printed then fixed to the RPD using 
a cold cured acrylic resin (PD PROCRYLA cold cure 
acrylic resin, President Dental, Germany) Figure 2.

Figure 2: Resin plate attached to the occlusal surface of model

The model, the RPD, and the abutments 
were wetted with artificial saliva (Glandosane, 
No. 9235461109, cell pharm, Bad Vilbel, Germany) [27], 
[28], [29]. The occlusal plane of the RPD was adjusted to 
be parallel to the base of the Universal Testing Machine 
[30], [31], [32], [33] (INSTRON, 3365,USA Bluehill, ITW 
Inc., England).

The Universal Testing Machine was set to 
apply a preload of 50 Newton for 20 s at a constant 
crosshead speed of 50 mm/min [34], [35]. Then, 
vertically oriented tensile loads were applied on the 
resin plate until the RPD was separated from the 
abutments. The initial pull off test was carried out 
and maximum tensile loads required to dislodge the 
partial denture from the cast model were calculated in 
Newtons. Three measurements were executed for each 
set of abutments and the mean of these measurements 
was calculated as the initial retention values Figure 3.

Figure 3: Initial pull-off test

The (CS-4.4; SD Mechatronic, Munich, 
Germany) was utilized to apply dynamic cyclic loading 
through a stylus falling at the center of the resin plate.

Each group was examined under the same 
conditions, that is, the specimen chamber was filled 
with artificial saliva load settings of 50 N [36] and the 
software parameters were set at 60 mm/s speed, 
3 mm vertical path, 0.7 mm horizontal path, and 1.6 Hz 
frequency [37], [38]. Each RPD was subjected to bi-axial 
cyclic loading for a total of 50,000 cycles [39], [40], [41] 
Figure 4.

Figure 4: Model in the chewing simulator chamber

Each partial denture was inserted and removed 
manually 270 times, afterward, it was mounted again on 
the universal testing machine as described previously 
to measure the final retention values after simulation 
of 3 months of function [32], [33]. The results were 
recorded and statistically analyzed.

Data from the two groups were collected and 
presented as mean and standard deviation. Statistical 
analysis was performed using Graph-Pad Instat 
statistics software (version 3.06) for Windows. Student 
t-test and paired t-test were used to verify whether there 
was a statistical difference between both groups and 
between the measurement stages. Two-way ANOVA 
test was performed to detect influence of each variable 
(p ≤ 0.05).

Results

The results of this paper showed that at baseline, 
Group I (zirconia) recorded statistically significant 
higher mean value; (4.746 ± 1.329 N) than Group II 
(cobalt-chromium); (1.999 ± 0.238 N) as determined 
by student (unpaired) t-test (p = 0.0047 < 0.05). It was 
also found that after 50,000 cycles, Group I (zirconia) 
recorded a statistically significant higher mean value; 
(1.935 ± 0.268 N) than Group II; (0.583 ± 0.018 N) as 
indicated by student t-test (p ≤ 0.0001 < 0.05) Table 1.

After simulation of 3 months of partial denture 
use, the reduction of the retention values in the both 
groups was calculated in N. and %. Group I (zirconia) 
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baseline record was statistically significant with higher 
mean value; (4.746 ± 1.329 N) than the 50,000 cycles 
record; (1.935 ± 0.268 N) as indicated by paired t-test 
(p = 0.0056 < 0.05). It also showed that with cobalt-
chromium (II), the baseline record was statistically 
significant with higher mean value; (1.999 ± 0.238 N) 
than the 50,000 cycles record; (0.583 ± 0.018 N) as 
indicated by paired t-test (p ≤ 0.0001 < 0.05) Table 1.

Moreover, the results showed that irrespective 
of the measurement stage, the difference between both 
groups was statistically significant (p ≤ 0.0001 < 0.05) 
as indicated by two-way ANOVA where zirconia group 
(I) recorded higher retention values than the cobalt-
chromium group (II), the mean value and the standard 
deviation for the zirconia group (I) (3.340 ± 0.799N) was 
significantly higher than the cobalt-chromium group 
(1.291 ± 0.128 N) Table 2.

Table 2: Comparison of total retention results (mean ± SD) as 
function of experimental material groups
Variable Mean SD 95% CI

Low High
Experimental group

Gp I (Zr) 3.340 0.799 2.748 3.932
Gp II (Co–Cr) 1.291 0.128 1.195 1.386

Statistics p-value <0.0001*

Discussion

A strong friction fit of RPD can be achieved by 
utilizing telescopic attachments. However, long-term 
maintenance of fit over time is crucial for a successful 
treatment [25]. It is evident that various materials have 
different behaviors when being in function opposing one 
another [19]. Accordingly, this in vitro study was carried 
out to evaluate the retention values of zirconia and 
Co–Cr primary crowns with metallic telescopic partial 
dentures. The retention values were recorded at the time 
of framework insertion and after 3 months of function.

The CS device was utilized to simulate the 
lateral forces acting on the abutments during function 
and to simulate the chewing cycles. Since the universal 
testing machine allows only intermittent movements 
in one plane and produces static loads thus, it 
cannot be used to generate the complex chewing 
movements [42], [43].

The data of this study showed that under static 
loads, the retention values of zirconia primary crowns 

(Group I) were higher than that of cobalt-chromium 
primary crowns (Group II). Thus, the null hypothesis 
was rejected. These findings coincide with a previous 
study that stated that regarding different crown 
materials, zirconia primary crown systems showed 
higher retention forces than those with Co–Cr crowns, 
denoting that they are much feasible for the use of 
telescopic systems. The values of the forces recorded 
for the Co–Cr system were mainly within the range of 
1–3 N which are considered low values that may cause 
potential problems during use. This was explained 
due to the utilization of a hard and wear resistant 
primary crown material (ZrO2) opposing a less hard 
secondary crown material (Co–Cr), as in the metal-
ceramic biomaterials coupling, that can be considered 
advantageous [44].

Moreover, the results were similar to Beuer 
et al. [20] who evaluated the effect of abutment 
height, the material of the inner crown, and taper on 
the retentive forces values of double crowns. They 
observed that the surface roughness of the primary 
crowns influenced the retention force. In their study, 
the Y-TZP primary crowns showed higher retention 
load values with smoother surfaces than crowns made 
from gold alloy.

The results were in contrast to Merk et al. [45] 
who reported no significant differences between groups 
with different primary crowns and the same secondary 
crown types (C/Z and Z/Z; C/G and Z/G). In association 
to these results, a study by Besimo et al. [46] reported 
that the retention force of telescopic crowns is not 
influenced significantly by the primary crowns material.

After 50,000 cycles of the CS representing 
3 months of function of RPD, the results showed 
that the decrease in the retention values was higher 
in Group II (cobalt-chromium) compared to Group I 
(zirconia group). This may have resulted from the lower 
surface roughness of the Zirconia copings than CoCr 
copings; thus, zirconia copings have a wider contact 
area or dry friction (FD) [47].

This is consistent with the previous studies 
which reported that the amount of retention or friction 
between primary and secondary copings of telescopic 
over-dentures mostly results from FD, lubricated friction, 
and boundary friction. These three types of frictions 
can occur when the secondary internal surface coping 
moves into the loose direction of the primary polishing 
surface coping. Out of these frictions, FD has the 
strongest influence since wider contact area between 
copings will result in greater retention [47], [48].

Table 1: Comparison of retention results (mean ± SD) between both groups as function of measurement stage
Variable Measurement stage

Baseline 50 k cycles Paired t-test
Mean SD 95% CI Mean SD 95% CI

Low High Low High p-value
Experimental group

Gp I (Zr) 4.746 1.329 3.761 5.731 1.935 0.268 1.736 2.133 0.0056*
Gp II (Co–Cr) 1.999 0.238 1.822 2.176 0.583 0.018 0.569 0.596 <0.0001*
Student t-test p-value 0.0047* p-value <0.0001*

https://oamjms.eu/index.php/mjms/index
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It was found that irrespective of the 
measurement stage, the difference between both 
groups was statistically significant. This coincides with a 
study by Fischer et al. [44] who stated that the retention 
forces in the telescopic systems where the primary 
crowns were made of zirconia registered the highest 
values, compared to those with Co–Cr primary crowns. 
Moreover, the development of the retention forces and 
wear resistance during the 360 cycles (representing the 
equivalent of 1-year usage of the system) was favorable 
for the zirconia telescopic primary crowns [44].

The results also showed that regardless of the 
material, both groups showed a significant decrease in 
retentive forces after simulation of 3 months of partial 
denture use. It has been suggested that any attachment 
system is subjected to functional loads resulting from 
the friction between the telescopic copings which lead 
to lowering the retentive force values [49].

Conclusion

Within the limitations of the study, it can be 
concluded that zirconia primary crowns provide higher 
retention values than cobalt-chromium primary crowns 
after simulation of 3 months of partial denture use.

References

1. Jeyapalan V, Krishnan CS. Partial edentulism and its 
correlation to age, gender, socio-economic status and 
incidence of various kennedy’s classes-a literature review. 
J Clin Diag Res. 2015;9(6):ZE14-7. https://doi.org/10.7860/
JCDR/2015/13776.6124

 PMid:26266237
2. Vanzeveren C, D’Hoore W, Bercy P, Leloup G. Treatment 

with removable partial dentures: A longitudinal study. 
Part I. J Oral Rehabil. 2003;30(5):447-58. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1365-2842.2003.01106.x

 PMid:12752923
3. Zlataric DK, Celebic A, Valentic-Peruzovic M, Jerolimov V, 

Pandurić J. A survey of treatment outcomes with removable 
partial dentures. J Oral Rehabil. 2003;30(8):847-54. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1365-2842.2003.01039.x

 PMid:12880410
4. Abuzar MA, Kahwagi E, Yamakawa T. Investigating oral health-

related quality of life and self-perceived satisfaction with partial 
dentures. J Investig Clin Dent. 2012;3(2):109-17. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.2041-1626.2012.00111.x

 PMid:22278959
5. Wismeijer D, Tawse-Smith A, Payne AG. Multicentre 

prospective evaluation of implant-assisted mandibular 
bilateral distal extension removable partial dentures: Patient 
satisfaction. Clin Oral Implants Res. 2013;24(1):20-7. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0501.2011.02367.x

 PMid:22111809
6. Wu JH, Yang YH, Wang CH, Lee HE, Du JK. Effects of 

denture maintenance on satisfaction levels of Taiwanese 
elderly using removable partial dentures: A pilot study. 
Gerodontology. 2012;29(2):e458-63. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1741-2358.2011.00500.x

 PMid:22117837
7. Constantin M, Forna DA, Budacu C, Caraiane A, Raftu G, 

Forna NC, et al. Oral Tumors having the origins in multiple tissues, 
non-differentiated or differentiated. Rev Chim. 2018;69:2895-8.

8. Cagna DR, Donovan TE, McKee JR, Eichmiller F, Metz JE, 
Albouy JP, et al. Annual review of selected scientific literature: 
A report of the committee on scientific investigation of the 
American academy of restorative dentistry. J Prosthet 
Dent. 2019;122(3):198-269. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
prosdent.2019.05.010

 PMid:31405523
9. Beech N, Robinson S, Porceddu S, Batstone M. Dental 

management of patients irradiated for head and neck cancer. 
Aust Dent J. 2014;59(1):20-8. https://doi.org/10.1111/adj.12134

 PMid:24495127
10. Gupta SH, Viswambaran M, Vijayakumar R. Telescopic 

retainers for removable partial dentures. Med J Armed Forces 
India. 2015;71(Suppl 2):578-80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
mjafi.2015.05.001

 PMid:26858498
11. Dobrzański LA, Dobrzański LB. Dentistry 4.0 concept in the 

design and manufacturing of prosthetic dental restorations. 
Processes. 2020;8(5):525. https://doi.org/10.3390/pr8050525

12. Hofmann E, Behr M, Handel G. Frequency and costs of 
technical failures of clasp-and double crown-retained removable 
partial dentures. Clin Oral Investig. 2002;6(2):104-8. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00784-002-0160-9

 PMid:12166709
13. Schwindling FS, Dittmann B, Rammelsberg P. Double-crown-

retained removable dental prostheses: A retrospective study of 
survival and complications. J Prosthet Dent. 2014;112(3):488-93. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.02.017

 PMid:24831747
14. Eitner S, Schlegel A, Emeka N, Holst S, Will J, Hamel J. 

Comparing bar and double-crown attachments in implant-
retained prosthetic reconstruction: A follow-up investigation. 
Clin Oral Implants Res. 2008;19(5):530-7. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1600-0501.2007.01500.x

 PMid:18371100
15. Szentpétery V, Lautenschläger C, Setz JM. Longevity of frictional 

telescopic crowns in the severely reduced dentition: 3-year 
results of a longitudinal prospective clinical study. Quintessence 
Int. 2010;41(9):749-58.

 PMid:20806099
16. Dabrowa T, Dobrowolska A, Wieleba W. The role of friction in 

the mechanism of retaining the partial removable dentures with 
double crown system. Acta Bioeng Biomech. 2013;15(4):43-8.

 PMid:24479667
17. Arnold C, Hey J, Setz JM, Boeckler AF, Schweyen R. Retention 

force of removable partial dentures with different double crowns. 
Clin Oral Investig. 2018;22(4):1641-9. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00784-017-2224-x}

 PMid:29101546
18. Yi YJ, Cho LR, Park CJ. Cause of technical failures of conical 

crown-retained denture (CCRD): A clinical report. J Korean 
Acad Prosthodont. 2003;41:714-9.

19. Bayer S, Zuziak W, Kraus D, Keilig L, Stark H, Enkling N. 
Conical crowns with electroplated gold copings: retention 
force changes caused by wear and combined off-axial 



D - Dental Sciences Prosthodontics

6 https://oamjms.eu/index.php/mjms/index

load. Clin Oral Implants Res. 2011;22(3):323-9. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1600-0501.2010.02003.x

 PMid:20868454
20. Beuer F, Edelhoff D, Gernet W, Naumann M. Parameters 

affecting retentive force of electroformed double-crown systems. 
Clin Oral Investig. 2010;14(2):129-35. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00784-009-0271-7

 PMid:19343381
21. Miyazaki T, Nakamura T, Matsumura H, Ban S, 

Kobayashi T. Current status of zirconia restoration. 
J Prosthodont Res. 2013;57(4):236-61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jpor.2013.09.001

 PMid:24140561
22. Merk S, Wagner C, Stock V, Eichberger M, Schmidlin PR, Roos 

M, et al. Suitability of secondary PEEK telescopic crowns on 
zirconia primary crowns: The influence of fabrication method 
and taper. Materials (Basel). 2016;9(11):908. https://doi.
org/10.3390/ma9110908

 PMid:28774027
23. Wagner C, Stock V, Merk S, Schmidlin PR, Roos M, Eichberger M, 

et al. Retention load of telescopic crowns with different taper 
angles between cobalt‐chromium and polyetheretherketone 
made with three different manufacturing processes examined 
by pull-off test. J Prosthodont. 2018;27(2):162-8. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jopr.12482

 PMid:27037795
24. Bathala L, Majeti V, Rachuri N, Singh N, Gedela S. The role of 

polyether ether ketone (PEEK) in dentistry-a review. J Med Life. 
2019;12(1):5-9. https://doi.org/10.25122/jml-2019-0003

 PMid:31123518
25. Guttal SS, Nadiger RK, Abhichandani S. Effect of insertion and 

removal of tooth supported overdentures on retention strength 
and fatigue resistance of two commercially available attachment 
systems. Int J Prosthodont Restor Dent. 2012;2(2):47-51. 
https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10019-1047

26. AlHelal A, AlRumaih HS, Kattadiyil MT, Baba NZ, 
Goodacre CJ. Comparison of retention between maxillary 
milled and conventional denture bases: A clinical study. 
J Prosthet Dent. 2017;117(2):233-8. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
prosdent.2016.08.007

 PMid:27765399
27. Stock V, Schmidlin PR, Merk S, Wagner C, Roos M, Eichberger M, 

et al. PEEK primary crowns with cobalt-chromium, zirconia and 
galvanic secondary crowns with different tapers-a comparison 
of retention forces. Materials (Basel). 2016;9(3):187-14. https://
doi.org/10.3390/ma9030187

 PMid:28773311
28. Stock V, Wagner C, Merk S, Roos M, Schmidlin PR, Eichberger M, 

et al. Retention force of differently fabricated telescopic PEEK 
crowns with different tapers. J Dent Mater. 2016;35(4):594-600. 
https://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2015-249

 PMid:27477224
29. Bayer S, Stark H, Mues S, Keilig L, Schrader A, Enkling N. 

Retention force measurement of telescopic crowns. Clin 
Oral Investig. 2010;14(5):607-11. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00784-009-0315-z

 PMid:19609574
30. Petropoulos VC, Smith W. Maximum dislodging forces of implant 

overdenture stud attachments. Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 
2002;17(4):526-35.

 PMid:12182295
31. Scherer MD, McGlumphy EA, Seghi RR, Campagni WV. 

Comparison of retention and stability of implant-retained 
overdentures based upon implant number and distribution. Int 
J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2013;28(6):1619-28. https://doi.

org/10.11607/jomi.3067
 PMid:24278931
32. Uludag B, Polat S, Sahin V, Çomut AA. Effects of implant 

angulations and attachment configurations on the retentive 
forces of locator attachment-retained overdentures. Int J 
Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2014;29(5):1053-7. https://doi.
org/10.11607/jomi.3401

 PMid:25216129
33. Uludag B, Polat S. Retention characteristics of different 

attachment systems of mandibular overdentures retained 
by two or three implants. Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 
2012;27(6):1509-13.

 PMid:23189303
34. Wöstmann B, Balkenhol M, Weber A, Ferger P, Rehmann P. 

Long-term analysis of telescopic crown retained removable 
partial dentures: Survival and need for maintenance. J Dent. 
2007;35(1):939-45. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2007.09.010

 PMid:17961902
35. Conrad HJ, Seong WJ, Pesun IJ. Current ceramic materials and 

systems with clinical recommendations: A systematic review. 
J Prosthet Dent. 2007;98(5):389-404. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0022-3913(07)60124-3

 PMid:18021828
36. Fontijn-Tekampl FA, Slagter AP, van’t Hof MA, 

Geertman ME, Kalk W. Bite forces with mandibular implant-
retained overdentures. J Dent Res. 1998;77(10):1832-9. https://
doi.org/10.1177/00220345980770101101

 PMid:9786640
37. Tehini G, Baba Z, Berberi A, Majzoub Z, Bassal H, Rifai K. Effect 

of simulated mastication on the retention of locator attachments 
for implant-supported overdentures: An in vitro pilot study. 
J Prosthodont. 2020;29(1):74-9. https://doi.org/10.1111/
jopr.12670

 PMid:28913855
38. Sia P, Masri R, Driscoll CF, Romberg E. Effect of locator abutment 

height on the retentive values of pink locator attachments: An 
in vitro study. J Prosthet Dent. 2017;117(2):283-7. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.08.012

 PMid:27765392
39. Bayer S, Steinheuser D, Grüner M, Keilig L, Enkling N, 

Stark H, et al. Comparative study of four retentive anchor 
systems for implant supported overdentures--retention force 
changes. Gerodontology. 2009;26(4):268-72. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1741-2358.2009.00286.x

 PMid:19371390
40. Botega DM, Mesquita MF, Henriques GE, Vaz LG. Retention 

force and fatigue strength of overdenture attachment 
systems. J Oral Rehabil. 2004;31(9):884-9. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2842.2004.01308.x

 PMid:15369470
41. Stančić I, Jelenković A. Retention of telescopic denture 

in elderly patients with maximum partially edentulous 
arch. Gerodontology. 2008;25(3):162-7. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1741-2358.2007.00204.x

 PMid:18194328
42. Engels J, Schubert O, Güth JF, Hoffmann M, Jauernig C, 

Erdelt K, et al. Wear behavior of different double-crown systems. 
Clin Oral Investig. 2013;17(2):503-10. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00784-012-0746-9

 PMid:22573245
43. Ghazal M, Yang B, Ludwig K, Kern M. Two-body wear of resin 

and ceramic denture teeth in comparison to human enamel. 
Dent Mater. 2008;24(4):502-7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
dental.2007.04.012

https://oamjms.eu/index.php/mjms/index


 Abdallah et al. Retention of Digital RPDs

Open Access Maced J Med Sci. 2023 Jan 02; 11(D):1-7. 7

 PMid:17688934
44. Fischer CA, Ghergic DL, Vranceanu DM, Ilas SA, 

Comaneanu RM, Baciu F, et al. Assessment of force retention 
between milled metallic and ceramic telescopic crowns with 
different taper angles used for oral rehabilitation. Materials 
(Basel). 2020;13(21):4814. https://doi.org/10.3390/ma13214814

 PMid:33126581
45. Merk S, Wagner C, Stock V, Schmidlin PR, Roos M, 

Eichberger M, et al. Retention load values of telescopic crowns 
made of Y-TZP and CoCr with Y-TZP secondary crowns: Impact 
of different taper angles. Materials (Basel). 2016;9(5):354. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma9050354

 PMid:28773477
46. Besimo CH, Graber G, Flühler M. Retention force changes in 

implant-supported titanium telescope crowns over long-term 

use in vitro. J Oral Rehabil. 1996;23(6):372-8. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2842.1996.tb00866.x

 PMid:8809690
47. Kawilarang KC, Kusuma HA, Indrastuti M. The retention 

difference between cobalt chromium and zirconia coping in 
different angulations on telescopic overdenture. Maj Kedokt 
Gigi Indones. 2020;6(3):117-22. https://doi.org/10.22146/
majkedgiind.44383

48. Bevington PR, Robinson DK. Data Reduction and Error 
Analysis. 3rd ed. NewYork: McGrow-Hill; 2003.

49. Ramadan R, Elsherbeeny Y, Thabet Y, Kandil B, Ghali R. 
Retention of a telescopic overdenture on customized abutments 
after the simulation of 1 year in function. Dent Med Probl. 
2021;58(2):201-6. https://doi.org/10.17219/dmp/127963

 PMid:33915039


