416 | hakx| ok

Cementation$ Y9 L5

(Post—cementation hypersensitivity)

X|o} 45 & hypersensitivity 7} 7+ Ay ste] 3

e Atolof Apd A

Ste ASE QAT 745 S0l A&HY ZHAE

S gL hypersens1t1v1ty

= =9 %"J%Oi AAFUTE ZH7te] 739
_]

Ayt 125

Aol sl LolE sy

BFHY Kol

g i

Possible _causes for post-cementation hypersensitivity

Pre-existing pulpitis
Traumatic tooth preparation
Hemostatic agent
Desiccated dentin
Bacterial contamination
Provisional restoration
Luting agent
Cementation procedure
- Hydrostatic pressure
seating

- Heavy pressure during

restoration
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- Too thin a mix
- Cement remnant
Bonding procedure for resin cement

High occlusion
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‘postcementataion hypersensitivity:

Contamination, Core material,

chemical, Desiccated dentin,

Hemostatic agent, Luting agent, Occlusion,
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Important factors for postcementation hypersensitivity
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Antimicrobial Hemostatic agent u Zinc phosphate
Bonding agent Luting agent Glass ionomer
Bur type Occlusion

Contamination Provisional
Core material Tooth reduction
Desensitizing Time before seating .
chemical Varnish
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Internet survey for 466 dentist
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Resin modified glass ionomer cement

Resin modified glass ionomer cement
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Resin modified glass ionomer cement

Advantage

* Low sensitivity

» Additional strength than PC, ZPC
e Low solubility

* ‘F’ release
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Resin _cement
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Mechanical interlocking
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Dual cure bonding

No light curing DBA
before the restoration is luted.
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1. Light-cure the dentin bonding agent
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2. Dual-cure the dentin bonding agent
dentin bonding agent®] 27} TS o] &=
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=Light-cure bonding?
=Dual-cure bonding?
= Dual bonding technique?
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light cure or dual cure the DBA?

light cure dual cure

Thick film Perfect fit of restoration

Time consuming

Time saving
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Dual Bondling technique
1st App. DBA(Light cure) after preparation

1 B
Finishing of enamel margins
i §

Impression + temporary restoration
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Radio-opacity of cement Radio-opacity of cement

Cementation 1yr | Cement CHA| XA

Calibra Variolink® II
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Resin cement removal
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Resin cement removal
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Resin cement removal

= McCall curette 13—14S, 17-18S
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Cementation¥

Desiccated dentin
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Importance of desensitizer
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