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3D -FEA Study of StressD istr ibution of Porcelan L am nate

Veneer swith D ifferent Thickness of Veneers
Y u Haiyang, Du Chuanshi, Chao Yonglie, et al
College of Stanatology, W est China U niversity of M edical Sciences
Abstract

Objective To understand the mechanical behavior of veneersw ith different thickness M ethods U nder mitating of pro-
truding occlusal loads modelsof a left upper pemanent central incior w ith three veneer designsw ere introduced in the study.
Comparative studiesof stressdistributionw ere carried out to relate the stressof three kindsof tooth preparation designsw ith wo
different thicknessof porcelain veneers Results The stress values increased w ith the thicknessof porcelain veneer for Type III
(egecially for the thick one) but not significant for Type I and II. Conclusion: Thin veneers should be used for Type III design
and be the better one to protect the tooth structure
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