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Table 6. Reported failure rates

Authors  Year No Position Duration  %Bond failure
Denehy 1979 30 Ant 0-3 yr 10.0
& Howe
Shaw & 1982 46 Ant/Post 0-44 mo 16.0
Tay
Bergendal = 1983 100 Ant 1-5yr 29.0
etal
Williams 1984 63 Ant 0-6 yr 15.8
etal
Mohi 1985 33 Ant/Post 0-30 mo 15.0
etal
Hamada 1985 57 Ant/Post 0-14 mo 17.5
etal
Chew 1985 10 Ant 0-24 mo 0
Wood 1986 180  Am/Post 3-5yr 12.5
etal '

" Van der 1987 64 Ant/Post 0-6 yr 15.6
Veen
Williams 1589 %0 Ant 0-10 yr 20.0
et al

Olin et al 1990 96 Ant/Post 0-7yr 11.0
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Table 7. Summary of factors evaluated and failure rates

Factors Number Percent
(total 40)

Caries

-Present 1 25 %

-Absent 39 975 %

Periodontal health

-Plaque 3 75 %

-Calculus 2 50 %

-Gingivitis 5 125 %

-Periodontitis - -

-Absent 35 875 %

Others

-Broken Li wings - -

-Broken porcelain 1 25 %
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