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Objective |
Line charts of thermal QST parameters that showed significant interactions between site and time (CDT and CPT), side and time (TSL) and among Mean and standard deviation (SD) of absolute thermal QST values for extraoral and intraoral
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Error bars represent the standard error of the mean. Axis Y units are displaced as the logqg data (raw values) in degree Celsius (°C). CDT " indicates significant All values are presented in degree Celsius (°C). There were main eftects of site for all tests,

differences among T0 and T3-T4 only for the intraoral region (p<0.050). Significant differences were also found between extraoral and intraoral sites considering  i.e., the intraoral region was less sensitive than the extraoral region (p<0.0050).

all assessment times (p<0.001). TSL™ indicates significant differences between ipsilateral and contralateral sides only at T4 (p=0.032). CPT " indicates that

thresholds at TO were significantly higher than T4 for the extraoral region and thresholds at TO and T1 were significantly higher than T3 and T4 for the intraoral
Thermal sensitivity related to the encoding of cold and cold pain sensation is

region. HPT " indicates that significant differences were found between extraoral and intraoral sites considering all assessment times and regardless of side.
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significantly changed on the intra and extraoral regions at the short-time assessment
e o R e s f sty il s 2015/26920-4 in patients who underwent single dental implants placement.



