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Abstract

Background: Currently, intraoral scanning is commonly used to simulate the details of the oral cavity,
including the recording and assessment of occlusion. However, there is limited evidence regarding the
accuracy of occlusal contact and the relationship with occlusal force. Objective: To investicate the
relationship between occlusal contacts obtained from intraoral scanning and those identified using
Arti-Fol, the gold standard method for occlusal assessment. Additionally, to assess the relationship between
interocclusal space from intraoral scanning and occlusal force measured by the T-Scan system. Method:
A cross-sectional study was conducted in 22 volunteers. Occlusion was recorded at the canines, premolars,
and first molars using Arti-Fol, intraoral scanning, and the T-Scan system. Relationships between occlusal
contact from intraoral scanning and Arti-Fol were analyzed using Pearson’s chi-squared test and diagnostic
test. The relationship between interocclusal space and occlusal force was analyzed using Spearman’s
correlation coefficient and linear regression (p-value < .05). Result: The occlusal contact from intraoral
scanning showed a statistically significant association with Arti-Fol. The predictive performance, including
sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, and negative predictive value, was 69.8%, 89.3%, 83.1%, and
79.8%, respectively. The area under the curve (AUC) was 0.796. Moreover, interocclusal space and occlusal
force on the first molar showed a significant inverse correlation. Conclusion: The occlusal contacts obtained
from intraoral scanning were similar to those obtained by the standard method, with accuracy ranging from
fair to good. Additionally, a statistically significant inverse correlation was found between interocclusal space
and occlusal force on the first molar. Therefore, intraoral scanning is a viable method for recording and
assessing occlusion in clinical practice.

Keywords: Intraoral scanning, Occlusion assessment, T-scan system, Occlusal force, Interocclusal space
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AUNUINTZUU T-scan 35N15: NSANWILUUAATINTLU
ananatnssiuau 22 au Tneuszfiunisauiiufisumia
fluen funstutios uasituns @i 1 §ensld Arti-Fol
nsaunun1elugeslin wagseuu T-scan WAWINNTS
mANUFUN USRI rUssesauiulagly Pearson’s
chi-squared test W diagnostic test Lazn1sUIAIY
FUNUSUDITLYEMITEIINHUUULAT TUA UL AL
v sauiulagly Spearman’s correlation coefficient
waz linear regression (p - value < .05) Wa: ALY
sovauiuannsaununelutesdinuaznisly Arti-Fol
fanudunusiueg1idedAgnieads Tngwuine
sensitivity, specificity, positives predictive value Wag
negatives predictive value winiuSesas 69.8, 89.3, 83.1
U8z 79.8 MIUAIAU @3 area under the curve WNAU
0.796 uenaINTmuIunsWER 1 fiszozsinesewing
Huvuwaziuaswugauiuiaudunuslufianiuwds
NNRUAUAIULTITRINTTaUT U1 d Ay n1eaif
ag: sunissesauiiuuuduuaiAevesdituifinw
Tasmsaunumeluresuniderisuitsuiuisunsgu
feunuslndifesiunaziininugnaesdusedunely
D9R LarnUANUFUNUGYDITE 8L INeTENINSIUULLAY
HuarwagauiuanmsawnunielugesuiniunImLse
YoINTaUTLaINTZUY T-scan Tuiluns1udd 1 lufirnia
wUswnduiu fedunsaunumelutesdndudndsnis
FuhasliduiinuazUszidiunmsauitulunseadnle

ArdAy: nsawnunigluteslin, nsusediy
NTAUTY, S3UU T-scan, AIULITINTTAUTY, T3ezYig
ST UAUTIY
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msavihilsgndesazthlugmenausunisinuniimza
wavUszaunadisalunissnwn'?
miﬁ’uﬁﬂmiaU‘WuLﬂu%umauﬁwﬁmiuﬂWidwamam
ANUENRUSURININTs INsULLaEaanlugesUngUae

TuFswnsslnssiaeaiiowiluvaulunssuiunisms
HoaufuRntsmatunnssuitelflasusnuiivhanldli
uAgflhe mstudinmsauiiuiigndesztaelsinsie
TuesufoRnisniaiunnssuaiunsondatuaiuid
nsavitulagneiae®

nsUsgliunsauiiulutagdud 2 Bunsguee
msldunuiiduduagion (Shim stock film) fifiAnumun
8 lulasiuns warn1snsIanIsuas (transillumination)
dmsunislduruiduduadonludagduladnisimun
Wuukunanaindnauisdnlude Arti-Fol fanamun
8 lulasiumsiguiu doffanisld Arti-Fol asiidRnag
fiflulfnsszyanavitufianugnionfistv’ ued
Fosrdnlosaninaneiinasenisinduusailuenasiili
nsUszidiunisauiluranmadeuld® dmsunisasia
mewandunisuszfiunisauilulaelduasdeswiuian
Juninnsauiluiu dalauviiai@y (addition silicone)
uifamegeendshiduifeninnldlunsedin®

TunaeUiiiuundinisiauimaluladniagiu
Aavauldlunisussfiunsauiudiolinisshevnianinu
Qﬂﬁa\‘imﬂﬁu WU VU T-scan (T-scan system) wag
nsawnuneglugesln (intraoral scanning)® lnesguu
T-scantfussuuasizsnisauiiugednaiiuszneu
FELAS8Y T-scan WM ULDIARTE I TAUsINg was
Tsunsumeutames ° Ineseuu T-scan gneanuuuanly
g5t UANEILALS AN kagANLssweInsauy’ O
agdlsfimusyuu T-scan srysuvissasauiiuldiiies
Fusisvesdituiniudienisinszezanunislunun
Tndnansdslnananwesilunsardudrtunldlulusunsy
sﬁaﬁ%umauﬁsquﬂ §ﬂ171u’n13immimsw‘hLmu'm*a
auiuuuiuunAevesiluuiasdla!! yonaind T-scan
WUWBSHAMURLT 0.1 LY. AUNLIYBIULDIONRE
nalin1sinauiluliainiinfians Tneflunsiuezinay
AR Ueslenss waluiluddaundum
W ftunsutios wawituden 219N UAYININTAUTIU
nflunsuiifnauasuusRe T oS ITALL
1§ Feonafinasonsdsuwlainisauiiunieeatauing
nsauula 2

nsawnuaglugesiindunisligunsaldmiu
sammiieaendeureasdenlutesinlaenss Zaglinm
3 17 fianunsadseendoyaluzuiuy stereolithography
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YINITTNITTIADY NTAALIATALAIUENENVDIVIUAUNNE
sgvhauiaiidiiae nsaneldauisvesdiae
Yz Sunsine wastaglunsieansssnaiuaunme sy
AUvisedwiuanssulasniie ™ nsawnunielugeslin
anunsatuiinanudunusvesnsauusE e uuLLa
flugnaiietlUldad e funuusiassnisavitudadly
1nsshnsdnasaaiouasels lnenrstuiinn1sauiluay
annsnseyldvisiumLs auniiuil uagsvogvinasening
Huvulasuaravagauilu®®
nstuiiniazUseiliunisauilusgnsazidenlu
syfuiumlsessesauiiuvuduuaRIvesiluusasd
wazn1sUsTIduAMNLs eI sauiuaigln1sviney
ues foRnsmeviunnssurdntuanuifinsauiiuld
Qﬂé’aamwﬁyu dawalin1ssnemsiunnssudseau
wadnsiindy Fadunisinundiedinguszasdiiio
1) wanuduiusvesiunissosauiiuuuduuaAen
yasilunaazdildannisaununislugoslinfunis
Usziliun1sauitulaely Arti-Fol uag 2) mAnuauwus
Y83538M9sENIiuuuLasfua s auilufils
nn1saLnuA1elutesuInAuAINNLTIveINITEUHY
flFanszuy T-scan wiodunuamsldfununme
anunsninsaunungludesuinunletuiiniasUseidiu
nsauituvestaeiielilunisiteds Nauwuns¥nwm
wazoonuuunandutunumsiuanssy sl
swansauiiulagndes
anna:dsns
AsAnwEdun1sAnwInuudnang (cross-
sectional study) F1UIUHLIITINATANYIAILINGIN
TUsunIu G*power 3.1 ASATUIMIUINAIDY1EINTU
AMTAATIENY chi-squared MUUAAISIUIINITNAGDU
(power) $oeay 80 Arautazduiianin type | error
WiNAU 0.05 Wagn1UTENIUAITUINBNINATUINNAS
(Cohen 1977) wiriiu 0.3 ledwiungquéiegseeates
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vulazae nsmenanatasiivseifmelasunissnwinig
Tunnssudailusiutunisoeuiiunsutesdi 1 wie
7 2 Fansannitunsutioslannzanuioot Ingitunnd
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classification | mMsauituiiadosandia sl functional
shift d@runasinisdneenie flsauszsffidmwase
n&udouasterennsslnsudoduglassaluniside
flonsiiutinvesnduilounidsuasdesennssing
Iasunsitadedulsausvudonay danwugnsauily
wuu@eluiluntvdedlunds fudeivy funsutes
VLA 1 unsadiosuudd 2 uasilunsmuudd 1 e
Houazaniiianysaituiianmlyd faseuiiuvdetan
ysnugu full coverage wazeglusgninanisinw
matunnssudaitursednvmaiunnssusailuadadu
Younin 6 ey FansAnuniilatnunisiinnsanasesssy
n9delunywdanAuenITUNISITEETTUNTITean Ty
TUANTTU NSUNTUINE 18T 6/2566
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Anauiulusiumisiiuavainiian nedatiuiuliu
1’71%361 (maximum habitual bite and clenching) aug1ungy
ntwiinisUsedfiunisauiivludumisiudsauy
flunsudosundd 1 funsudosuud 2 wazilunsu
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1. N5 Arti-Fol: Uszifiusesauiluludesuin
Taensld Arti-Fol uagsyhnsiutufinamnduusiaen
vasfluluvnssinsuwmhendesanesy

2. msl¥msawnunelugosuin: Winsesaunuly
%93U1n (Trios 4, 3 Shape dental systems, Copenhagen,
Denmark) vinsaunuiiulutesin fuvu-ituans wag
vauzauity dideyaundinsginalagnsusunsuanaua
YaaTEEEieTEninafluvuLasiuaavuzauiiulegly
433 0-100 lulpsiuns yinnstuiindeyasunivedses
auiluuazszernesenIeiuvulazluasvazauiluy
Tnelglusunsy 3 Shape dental system 2020 (3 Shape,

Copenhagen, Denmark)
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3. nslAisTUU T-scan: TiA30s T-scan (T-Scan,
Tekscan Inc., Boston, Mass, USA) ¥nA15Useiliunisauiiy
Tugasn udrhideyanineie 3 fidvesuinsslnsuu
flgarnnisldnisannunisludesuinvesoranaing
usiazsng ﬁnﬂﬁ?uﬁﬁa;ﬂauﬁlmwﬁmaLLazﬁ’lmsﬁuﬁﬂ
seauANNLsasnsauiulaglalusinsy T-Scan 10.0
(Tekscan Inc., Boston, Mass, USA) VTﬂmiLLiJaNm’Jjaanja
SEAUANULTIVRINTAUTY (0-17 sweu) 1WuSevazaes
ussueINIsaUAU (Fowaz 0-100)

AWA 1 WUUUIEQLNISKIADUEUWUSUDVEIKUD
sogauWunldon (A) msannunielugovuin
lla: (B) N1s(3 Arti-Fol Uufinlasasvlugoavuin
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TYAUE WARITEEEIIITEIINGTHU

yukasuasvusauiy (W)

1Y

FLAVA LARITEAUAMULIIVDY

ANsAUY (0-17 sEav)

ﬂ‘lWﬁ: 2 Wuuuuao\)mszsm'\sasauWur‘iaaona‘a\)ﬁuo‘m (A) nsainunefugovdinias (B) s:UuU T-scan

NIUIANUFUNUSV IR NUITD U UHUUUATY
unRvesiuuusasdRlEInmsaumunelute s nuae
M3l Arti-Fol Tnenisuvausnamsauiiuesniduusay
AumuNeINIATELY AT RlnsALAUITREEUTY
flgarnaissasnulugestin (il 1A) thundseu
Weutusumnissosauiluiilaain Arti-Fol (nndi 1B)
Aasigmuseufioy dnselddl sesauiuludiunia
thy q voedilu waznsmANuduRISUeTTEEETEAINg
fuvusaziiuarwazauiluiildainnisawnuniely
FoslnuazAuLsweInsauiluiildainssuy T-scan
Tngnsaununelugeslinagduiinsseyiasenineiuy
vuuaziluasvrauiiu (1) Lagszuu T-scan LA
NARIUTEAUALUNITUENITLAUAIULTIVEINTEUT U

(0-17 s¥av) wazulanaduiesavvoussvaanisauily
%oz 0-100) Mntadnseilaeasyervineiildann
in3osaunulutesunn () (nnd 24) USsudieudu
ussveansauiuiilaainszuu T-scan (ovaz) (nmil 28)
Tusuaiu o vesdily
nsfamuindefiensluguszifiu (intra-
examiner reliability) lunsusgiiusuvussesauiuves
N5l Arti-Fol wagnisaununigludesinn Iatinuwauin
(Kappa statistic) @un1sUseiiiuseezrasenIneiluuy
wariluarswurauiiuainnisawnuneludeslin uag

s
=3

ANNULIIVBINTTAUNUINNTEUU T-scan WadRduUsean
andunusneludu (intraclass correlation coefficient)
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nMsnpgeuadesiuveaaieile (reliability
test) Tunsld Arti-Fol msawnunielutesin uag
53UV T-scan TH8mendudseavsuoavhusinseuuia
(Cronbach’s alpha coefficient)
Tunsiieneinaagysziiuanyndiluiifnw
wun ntuuianguesnidu 3 ngu nudssnnustay
Fitu Iun fluden, ftunsutios @ 1 wew 2) uazitunsw
7 1 1hdeyaildudinnzsinasinlusunsueafioaen

JU 22.0 (SPSS version 22.0, SPSS Inc., USA) kagn1iun

9

Qe

2 =

AnseUTEdFM9adnT pvalue < .05 Tnen1smany
Fuiusvesiundssesauilufildainnisawnuniely
Yosunlazn1sle Arti-Fol 19a0@ Pearson’s chi-squared
test ae diagnostic test iauﬁy'\‘im area under the curve
(AUO) value ileUszillunugniosesiumissesauily
dlewSeuiisusunsld Arti-Fol d@unsmanuduiug
Y993z8znIITEnINiuvulariuasvazauiluLay
ANLTI0INSEUAUITADR Spearman’s correlation
coefficient Wag linear regression

Wa

mﬂmnﬁu%’agamﬂmmaﬁmﬁwm 22 AU
drusnnumands Geoag 90.91) flengade 30.86 1
Tnefiiluiidnwiiavun 157 @ luden 44 3 (Sevas 28.03)
flunsutiesdf 1 25 & (Gewar 15.91) flunsutes
47 2 44 3 (Sovaz 28.03) wawilunsudd 1 44 §
($ovay 28.03) (M54 1)

a1s70f 1 hudunadosasdoyansluuovnaudiagv

Joyanolu $1udu $ova:

918 (mean+SD) 30.86+4.96
LW

- 918 2 9.09

R 20 90.91
Filu

- Sudidnwavan 157 100

- uden 44 28.03

- flunsutesdi 1 25 15.91

- flunsutlesdii 2 a4 28.03

- flunsudi 1 44 28.03

.
-

dayanslu Fuou Sowa:
SruaugaauULTy
- Suidnuiee 672 100
fluden 132 19.64
- flunsutiosdil 1 100 14.88
- flunsutiesdii 2 176 26.19
- flunsudd 1 264 39.29

mﬁmmmuﬁLﬁ?iaﬁama‘l,uﬁﬂizLﬁu‘[,umiﬂizLﬁu
ALULITsaUNUYBINSIY Arti-Fol WUIWan1sIATIEN
adnualUriAvNAY 0.827 nrsauwnuntglugesuin
WUIWANITIATIERadaLAlUINAYNAY 0.737 uag
MU TEUTE e AeTENINluUULasHua19v Mz AUy
NNTELAUNETUGDIUINNUIINANTIATIEAED A
Sulsvansanduiuganeluduiidiniu 0.727 Aruuss
YOINTAUNUIINTEUU T-scan WUIWANITIATIEHEDA
Fulsvansanduiugnneluduiidwiiu 0917

nsnedeuAudeturenedadiolunisusediu
fumssagauiiurean1sld Arti-Fol nuiAmduuszans
wean1veIATEUUIATANYINAY 0.935 nsalnunely
FaslnnuinaduUsyavsuearivasaseuunadaiify
0.894 Larn15UTEUTEENTEUIeHuULLaYHUaS
sauzauiluannsawnunslutesnnunmdudseans
LEANIVDIATOUVIATAUNIAY 0.725 AINULITIVOS
mMsauiiuaInszuL T-scan wueduussansueanives
ATEUUNANANVINAY 0.919

NINAADUNIAIUFUN UV IR L RUITOUEUTU
flgnnsaununielugesdinuasnsld Arti-Fol (eold
standard) vesdituiiFnee wuiwhumiwe ssepauiiy
yesdsluiianunanndildainnsaununielugesiing
auduiusesaditeddymeadftusumissesauitud
§annnsld Arti-Fol (p-value < .001) 9niunpsougae
diagnostic test larn sensitivity Sesaz 69.8, specificity
Jovay 89.3, positives predictive value 3owaz 83.1
uag negatives predictive value $98ag 79.8 wazilorh
nsnedeumALduRusSTaswenUszLANTe @ HulaLA
fuden lunswdes uarftuns udn 1 wuindumiaes
sovaviuvesilunsazszinnitldainnisawnuniely
PesndanuduiusesaliiedAgyneaianum Ll
sovauitufiléannnisld Arti-Fol (p-value < .001) Tngly
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fludlen flunsuties warilunswdd 1 i sensitivity
Sowaz 63.3,77.3,63.8 ey, A1 specificity 598az 91.2,
91.2, 85.8 muaAU, A1 positives predictive value Sozay
67.9, 88.4, 81.4 UARU, LazA1 negatives predictive
value %oway 89.4, 82.3, 71.0 mua1su (5199 2)
maﬁﬂﬁ’f receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
curve Tun1su AUC L‘ﬁaﬂixLﬁummgﬂéfawaqﬁ%mm

sorauiluiilgannisaununeludesindeioudiou
Aunsld Arti-Fol ves@luiidnuauanuinilen AUC
WU 0.796 (95%Cl: 0.76, 0.83) iavinnisvaaaulneuen
Ussuanvesditulaun ftuden slunsuios uazitunsay
7 1 wud A AUC Wiy 0.773 (95%CI: 0.66, 0.88),
0.843 (95%Cl: 0.79, 0.89), 0.748 (95%Cl: 0.69, 0.81)
AU (il 3)

a1510A 2 AWFUWUSS:KI WA IKULSauauWuRldonnsalnunelugavunia:nsis Arti-Fol (gold standard)

Positives Negatives
3 Sensitivity Specificity predictive predictive o ~
W (Soga:) (Sogaz) value value FUE ) [N
(Soua:) (Soua:)
fudidnwnsiasun 69.8 89.3 83.1 79.8 0.796 (0.76, 0.83) <.001
N7 63.3 91.2 679 89.4 0.773 (0.66, 0.88) < .001
Huns ULy 7.3 91.2 88.4 82.3 0.843 (0.79, 0.89) < .001
(9 1 uaz 2)
Funsudd 1 638 85.8 81.4 71.0 0.748 (0.69, 0.81) < .001
1.0 ROC Curve 10 ROC Curve
_ 08 ., 08
g 04 5 04
w (7]
0.2 0.2
0. 0.
Bo 02 04 0_"_5 _0'8 10 Bo 02 04 0_'(_5 _0'8 10 viudnnAe ROC curve
1 - Specificity 1 - Specificity
1.0 ROCCurve 1,0 ROCCurve L@udLAsAe reference line
. 08 .. 08
C |Zos D |2 08
é 04 E 0.4
0.2 0.2

0‘8.0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0
1 - Specificity

O'8.0 0.2 0406 08 1.0
1 - Specificity

AW 3 1WunD ROC curve (A) WURANWALKUQ, (B) WuIded, (C) Wunsuliog ia: (D) WunsIugi 1

3INNSANYINUIT ALRRETEEEesERINeilY
vunaziluanwazauiluildannisawnunielugesian
Tuitufidnevianuawinfu 0.03240.028 wu. fluiden
Wity 0.049+0.026 w31, funswtiosdi 1 way 2 Wity
0.024+0.025 13, wawiluns I 1 Wiy 0.04+0.028 1.
drupdsdosazeinnuuseinisauiiuiiléanssuy
T-scan luilufidnesianunwiniutesas 34.069+25.793
fudeasinfudesay 26.961+25.484 flunsiudos

@7 1 waw 2) whiuSouas 23.995+18.445 wagilunsul
&7 1 wirfuSosay 44.995+28.187 (13741 3)
dloneaeumeanuduiudssninassesiesening
fuvusaziluarsazauiiuiildannisaununiely
FoslnuazAuLsveInsauiluiildainszuu T-scan
YesduRAn LA WUIsTasvinssseiiuuuas iy
a9z AU UTANNFURUSAUAINLTIIBINTEUTULA

TifiddnAeyneada (p-value = .782) lusaugMillofiarsan
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wendflunuirlugumdailunsuds 1 szezrissering
Huvuuagiuawazauiuianudunuslufianiuwds
NNRUAUAINKTITBINTaUN U T Te A1 AgynIeana
(rho = -0.310, p-value = .019) (5197 3) Inganansaidou
AUNTITVINUIYANNLTIVDINTAURUIINTL UL UINTENIN

fuvunaziluansvazauiiuilaannisaununiely
483UNAB Y = 57.73-3.2E2*X LAZaLNTOINUIYAILLTS
yosmsauiiulaiosag 10.4 (R? = 0.104, p-value = .015)
(m‘wﬁ 4)

15191 3 WAaNISNAdoUANUFUWUSIIA:AANIVAIUEUWUSUDVS:8:KI0S:KINOWUUUIa:WUEDYUtu:dUWURTGINNIS

allﬂUﬂ']EJTUU'O\)LhﬂIla:ﬂ3’1UIIS\)UO\)ﬂ']S&UWUﬁTdD']ﬂS:UU T-scan

S:g:KIVS:KI1V

q ADUIISLYDV Spearman’s . .
Wuuuna:wuaiv 5 P . Linear regression
N1SauwWu (Soga:) correlation
yruzauwu (Uu.)
BWu .« .« AFANY AN
) Ardou ) Ardou A9 AU A WALWUE A
A3y  109vIVU A11ag  109vIVU Fovius dauwus (Unstandardized duwus
yaasgu uaasgu (p-value) (p-value)
(rho) B)
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