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Abstract 
Impression techniques is an important step

for fabrication of indirect restorations such as

crowns and fixed partial dentures. Only proper 

impressions can lead to proper restorations.

Unfortunately taking impressions are very

sentitive techniques. They take place in moised 

oral cavity using rapid setting time impression

materials. So the dentists have to concern several

factors effect quality of the impression which

influence the success or failure of the treatment. 
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Figure 1 Proper moisture control during impres-

sion procedure for four upper anterior 

teeth. The patient after gingival retrac-

tion, the impression and the restoration

inplace.

(finish line)
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Figure 2 The three-unit fixed partial denture on

lower left second premolar with supra-

gingival retainer margins. 
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Figure 3 Periodontal treatment before fixed partial

denture construction on upper left central

incisor.
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Figure 4 Gingival inflammation on upper central 4

incisors from poor crown margins and 

contours. Healthy gingiva after gingival 

surgery and proper provisional crowns. 
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Figure 5 Three upper left posterior teeth with5

supragingival and some slightly 

subgingival finish lines. The patient 

before impression taking without any 

gingival retraction and clear finish lines 

on master model.
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Figure 6 Upper right central incisor after gingival 6

retraction, during final preparation,

impression and master model. 

(braided cord)
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Figure 7 Upper left central incisor before, during 7

and after gingival retraction.
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Figure 8 Gingival retraction on upper central 

incisors with gingival inflammation. The 

patient before, during and after the

procedure finished.

(single step) (double-

mix technique)
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Figure 9 Upper anterior teeth before and after 

cervical embrasures sealed with soft wax 

prior to final impression taking on left 

posterior teeth.
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Figure 10 Upper left central incisor during 

impression procedure, impression and 

master model. 
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Figure 11 Seven upper teeth before impression

taking, impression, master model and 

the patient after treatment.
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Figure 12 Impression procedure on upper central 

incisors. The patient during impression 

taking, impression and dies.
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