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“*QObjectives

» To document correct diagnostic techniques &
iInterpretations in Endodontics

» To document the correct sequence of treatment

» To document the correct usage of the Protaper
system
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/DLy Participating countries

* China
 India

« Hong Kong
* Singapore > One winning
o F’hlllpplnes, participant only
* Korea
 Malaysia °
 Indonesia [ Onewinning
e Vietnam ) participant only

 Taiwan
 Thailand




/DLy Terms and conditions

Must use Protaper system.

Open to university students only.

Each Student can submit only one case

A maximum of 3 entries per university.

All cases should be within the parameters of Non-surgical root canal treatment
Each case entry must be accompanied by a completed evaluation and entry form.

The case must be accompanied by at least 3 clinical photographs and 3 intra-operative
radiographs including:

— Preoperative radiograph and photograph

— Working length radiograph and photograph or Master cone radiograph and photograph
— Post-operative radiograph and photograph

A legend with max 50 words can accompany the radiograph or photograph

All submissions should be in power point presentation format with diagnostic procedures
treatment plan & details of treatment and step by step procedures followed.
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[ Entry Form ™

& Title of the case
ADEMY

Name
Age & year of study
Address

Telephone
Email

University

Dental school

Supervisor”

Head of Department™

.
Reference :

O Has to be mentioned at anytime ™
O Maybe mentioned if wanted by Dentsply
O No reference should be made at all

Herewith I agree that the provided pictures/text may be used by DENTSPLY for any
purpose like technical documentation, lectures, duplicated slide presentations and
advertising.

Place, Date Signature CO-Signed by HOD or Dean with Chop

* To be filled in for each case separately.

** Please fill in the exact word of the reference.

*¥* Please check ONE of the following options to determine the usage of you reference.

DENTSPLY cannot be held responsible for the any loss of entries during submission.

The decision of the judges is final and no appeal by any of the contestants will be entertained.

##An Entry is not considered valid unless it is cosigned by the participant’s supervisor and head of department.

DENTSPLY reserves the right to stop the contest at any given time without notifying any of the participants.

For better dentistry
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UNIVERSAL

&a@lEM\f Protaper Evaluation Form (University)

Please complete the questionnaire and return together with your case study and entry
form

Questions Yes No
1. The directions for use provided was easy to follow

2. How do you rate the overall performance of Protaper as compared to you currently
used method of endodontic treatment?

Please indicate current system used

Much No Much
better Better Difference Worse worse

Flexibility

Cutting efficiency

Ease of canal preparation

Time required for the preparation
Shape of the canal after
instrumentation

Ease of obturation

3. How do you rate the Protaper system?
[1Poor) |2 [3 |4 |5 |6 [7 | 8 [ 9 | 10 (Excellent) |

What could be improved in the current case study competition or any other comments
and suggestions:

For better dentistry

Please note: All questionnaires are for internal use only and will be treated as confidential [ I :

Thank you for your input.
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Protaper Universal Asian eoa
Case Contest 2007/2008 rUOTAPCER”

UNIVERSAL

Jury Form

Case Number | |

DENTSPLY Protaper Case Study contest is aimed at encouraging undergraduate & post-graduate
students in the field of Endodontics. Students all over Asia are invited to present their cases using the
Protaper Universal system to encourage the advancement in the discipline of Endodontics. Each
area/country will nominate 20 cases and the winner of each location will be selected from these 20 cases
by the Dentsply Asian Endo Advisory Board. These winners will be the countries representative to
present his/her case at the Asian Endodontic Forum 2008. This jury form provides the standardized
criteria to facilitate the judging process on an Asian wide basis.

Please rate the following criteria according to provided scale:

Criteria for evaluation Low High
Degree of clinical difficulty 2 4 6 8 10
Incomplete Complete
Documentation of treatment steps 2 4 6 8 10
Low High
Pr.ecfiseness of text descrip.tion of 5 4 6 8 10
Clinical photographs & radiographs
Poor Good
Quality of discussion 2 4 6 8 10
Poor Good
Quality of instrumentation 2 4 6 8 10
Poor Good
Quality of obturation 2 4 6 8 10
Poor Outstanding
Overall case presentation 6 12 18 24 30

Total Score (Out of 100 points maximum)

Name of Jury

Date:

Signature:

*** Dentsply Asia reserves the right to make the final decision in case of any dispute
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/ey Method of evaluation of cases

Level 1 Level 2
Each university limited to 3 entries ::> Screening & blinding by DENTSPLY

Level 4 Level 3
Screening by DENTSPLY CM — Selection of 20 by regional OPL

U

Level 3
One winner each territory
Asian Endo advisory board
Level 4

Regional First, Second and Third
Selected panel of judges from Endo Forum




Criteria for screening by
RS DENTSPLY

« One entry per student.

« Each entry should be submitted along with completed entry and evaluation form
which has to be sanctioned by the HOD or Dean of the University or hospital

« Maximum number of 3 cases per university.
« Use of a rubber dam during treatment is mandatory

* Required number of photographs and radiographs (as mentioned in the terms
and conditions)

« Use of only Protaper® system to complete the case.
* Incomplete cases (no post-endodontic restoration provided)
« Incomplete documentation of cases.

« Blinding of all submitted cases prior to submission to Regional OPL for selection
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\Dexsey Asian Endodontic Forum

« (Case presented in a Poster format.
« Each case will be judged according to

— Presentation of the case

— Documentation of the case

— Diagnosis & treatment planning

— Level of difficulty of the case

— Versatility of the student in answering the judges questions
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