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Multi-use steel with sapphire glass
- High-level disinfection
- Dry-heat sterilization

Utilized 20 sleeves in study

Single-use plastic with plastic window
- Disposable 
- Inexpensive

Utilized 10 sleeves in study

Multi-use steel with plastic window
- Autoclavable sleeve
- Single-use window

Utilized 10 windows in study

























10 samples per lettered group on a calibrated and uncalibrated unit
Total of  160 samples for comparison









Group Distance (microns)
Median (IQR)

Stainless Steel 13.43 (17.80)

Dry Heat 14.00 (21.13)

High-Level Disinfectant 12.65 (7.66)

Calibrated 13.10 (17.89)

Uncalibrated 13.73 (17.78)

Autoclavable 11.90 (4.58)

Single-Use 11.78 (4.99)
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