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Comparison of Anesthetic Effects of Articaine and Lidocaine in Acute Attack of Chronic Pulpitis Odonto-

trypy
ZHOU Yan,YOU Gu-lian, QIU Song-bo, YANG Lu-xia,ZHANG Gang(Dept. of Stomatology, Xinqiao Hospi-

tal, Third Military Medical University, Chongging 400037, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To compare anesthetic effects of articaine and lidocaine in cacute attack of chronic pulpitis odonto-
trypy. METHODS: 220 acute pulpitis patients were randomly divided into trial group and control groups. They were given articaine
and lidocaine anesthesia, 5 min later anesthetic effects were compared and ADR of 2 groups were observed. RESULTS: The rate of
complete anesthesia in trial group (100.0% ) were significantly higher than that of control group (92.8% ); there was statistical sig-
nificance (P<<0.05). 2 patients suffered from ADR in control group, while no ADR was observed in trial group; there was statisti-
cal significance (P<<0.05) ; the incidence of ADR in control group was significantly higher than that of trial group. CONCLU-

SIONS: The anesthetic effect and safety of articaine are better than lidocaine in acute pulpitis odontotrypy.
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