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PubMed % 1#i il L C. peer-reviewed journal {Z# S N7=7 —F 4 b A HifetE -
T RUVT U CEARKEREIA L BOAETROBASEAINTWD Y FI1 g
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1. articaine, lidocaine, dental: 101

("carticaine"[MeSH Terms] OR "carticaine"[All Fields] OR "articaine"[All Fields])
AND ("lidocaine"[MeSH Terms] OR "lidocaine"[All Fields]) AND ("dental
clinics"[MeSH Terms] OR ("dental"[All Fields] AND "clinics"[All Fields]) OR
"dental clinics"[All Fields] OR "dental"[All Fields])

2. articaine, lignocaine, dental: 103

("carticaine"[MeSH Terms] OR "carticaine"[All Fields] OR "articaine"[All Fields])
AND ("lidocaine"[MeSH Terms] OR "lidocaine"[All Fields] OR "lignocaine"[All
Fields]) AND ("dental clinics"[MeSH Terms] OR ("dental"[All Fields] AND
"clinics"[All Fields]) OR "dental clinics"[All Fields] OR "dental"[All Fields])

3. articaine, epinephrine, dental: 120

("carticaine"[MeSH Terms] OR "carticaine"[All Fields] OR "articaine"[All Fields])
AND ("epinephrine"[MeSH Terms] OR "epinephrine"[All Fields]) AND ("dental
clinics"[MeSH Terms] OR ("dental"[All Fields] AND "clinics"[All Fields]) OR
"dental clinics"[All Fields] OR "dental"[All Fields])

<HEHMZ I T 2 Jif R TR A >

UTFoReEgom Tid, Tiols2 R+ %,
A T —T 4 A IR
L U NhA R

E: 7 FLvr Uy (EABEKER)

8:1:80,000 (0.0125mg/mL)
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RCT: #EAEZ b sl

EPT: 6 & &) 34
IANB: F 08 Ao R A 32 TR

1. R PR

1. & & A comparison of the efficacy of 4% articaine with 1:100,000
epinephrine and 2% lidocaine with 1:80,000 epinephrine in
achieving pulpal anesthesia in maxillary teeth with irreversible
pulpitis

* Kanaa MD, Whitworth JM, Meechan JG

HMe B J Endod. 2012 Mar;38(3):279-82.

Wr3e7 %4 > | RCT, double-blind

Xt % 100 44 D B3

ik 4%AE10 (n=50) & 2%LES8 (n=50) D\ F 47> % H i 73 1 i 0t B
RAEMZ U7 BS@BEMIIC 2mL &5 L, wEEOREEI R % EPT
TLeig,

i a D4%AE10 & 2%LE8 I3 [FlAk D RN R %2 75 LTz,

@A PHESCEIERIC W T OREHZ L,

2. & The efficacy of infiltration anaesthesia for adult mandibular
incisors: a randomised double-blind cross-over trial comparing
articaine and lidocaine buccal and buccal plus lingual
infiltrations

= & Jaber A, Whitworth JM, Corbett IP, Al-Bagshi B, Kanaa MD,
Meechan JG

MGG Br Dent J. 2010 Nov;209(9):E16.

W57 ¥4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

SIE S 31 4 DEFEH IR

ik 4%AE10 & 2%LE10 OWd iz FEEIEHIC 1.8mL CHMNIC
1.8mL F 72 (T & HMIC 0.9mL §°0) 5 L. il o BRE 2 R
% EPT Tlhig,

i D4%AE10 13 2%LE10 L 0 & 5V REE D R 2 78 LTz,

Q@A PHESCEIERIZ >\ T O L,

3. & # The efficacy of six local anesthetic formulations used for
posterior mandibular buccal infiltration anesthesia

e Abdulwahab M, Boynes S, Moore P, Seifikar S, Al-Jazzaf A,
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Alshuraidah A, Zovko J, Close J

MBS J Am Dent Assoc. 2009 Aug;140(8):1018-24.

W9e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

PO 18 44 DA FEH B

ik 4%AE10, 4%AE20, 2%LE10 % & T 6 f4H 0 J5 kL O W9
7% cross-over C FEASE — KM o RHATERIC 0.9mL &5 L |
1 6 D BRI RN R 2 EPT T,

o D4%AE10 1% 2%LE10 £ ¥ & MW R IR 2B D 72, 4%AE20 1%

2%LE10 LV & BRER) R 23 58 ME R T » e BRI IR DN o 72,
@O EDRIVER 2RO TN, T B IEREDEDIZZ D &

5 T LF ot FORNEIT. EHIBAL O HCMENE, R, W
OB, NAOERETH N, §T 7 BLUHNIZHAL
7=

4. & Anesthetic efficacy of supplemental buccal and lingual
infiltrations of articaine and lidocaine after an inferior alveolar
nerve block in patients with irreversible pulpitis

= & Aggarwal V, Jain A, Kabi D

ME o RE J Endod. 2009 Jul;35(7):925-9.

78594 > | RCT, double-blind

SIE S 84 4 DB

b7k 2%LE20 |2 X %5 IANB #%IZEMEFTHEEZ: L (n=24), 2%AE20

(n=30)., 2%LE20 (n=30) ® 3 #f& L., ZDH%IZ 4%AE20 »>
2%LE20 z 4228 C B, $kBER O A 2 g,

i am D4%AE20 OENNE 2%LE20 OB X 0 & FREEO K23 28 & 5 -
7
@A PHERENWERICOWTOFRH R L,

5. & M Comparison of anesthetic efficacy of 4% articaine and 2%
lidocaine for maxillary buccal infiltration in patients with
irreversible pulpitis

= & Srinivasan N, Kavitha M, Loganathan CS, Padmini G

Me S Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2009
Jan;107(1):133-6.

W97 %4 > | RCT, double-blind

PINE S 40 4 D BE

5ok 4%AE10, 2% LE10 DWW nong BBEE —/NEAW E 72135 KAt
FUANC 1.7mL &5 U, $&§EFRF O\ 5 2 LU,

o A

D4%AE10 1% 2%LE10 X 0 & BEE O RN Em o 72,
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QA PHERLRERIC DWW TOR#H A L,

6. & & Comparing anesthetic efficacy of articaine versus lidocaine as a
supplemental buccal infiltration of the mandibular first molar
after an inferior alveolar nerve block

E Haase A, Reader A, Nusstein J, Beck M, Drum M

MG J Am Dent Assoc. 2008 Sep;139(9):1228-35.

W9e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

Xt & 73 4 DB

ik 4%AE10 1T X 5 TANB %12 4%AE10 % 721% 2%LE10 (cross-over)
% cross-over CTHMNIZ 1.7mL # 5 L. 5 — K b 56 O FRER2H R
% EPT Tlhig,

i D4%AE10 1% 2%LE10 £ ¥ & BRI D B R 3 & o T2,
@4%AE10 £ 5:%12 4 BIOJER & 2 Flo 7 F A, 2%LE10 #% 5-#%
W2 3BIDRERE 2 BlOT FRRO LT, SEETEZEZ LB
X727,

7. % H A prospective, randomized, double-blind comparison of articaine
and lidocaine for maxillary infiltrations

= & Evans G, Nusstein J, Drum M, Reader A, Beck M

M FE J Endod. 2008 Apr;34(4):389-93.

F7e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

SIE 80 4 DB H

ik 4%AE10, 2%LE10 OW v h & LRI G £ 72135 — KRH§E I
crosscover T1 A — MU v UL L, WEOMPEI R4 EPT T
B,

i am D4%AE10 % 2%LE10 & gt U TG C IR0 2R 2350 7~ > 72
L KEW TIIRREE) RIZFE%E TH o 7,

QR 2R - LT-BF T o7z,

8. #& & The anesthetic efficacy of articaine in buccal infiltration of
mandibular posterior teeth

o Robertson D, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, McCartney M

MBS J Am Dent Assoc. 2007 Aug;138(8):1104-12.

W97 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

SIE S 60 4 D BHE

bk 4%AE10, 2%LE10 D\ 3370 % cross-over C [ 2ASE — K FH A

W2 1.8mL # 5L, H— 5 _KHAEBLOE—
6 O BREERh B %4 EPT T,

© B /N OB
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fie D4%AE10 X 2%LE10 X 0 & BEEE DO IR mh - 7,
@4%AE10 # 512 2 BIOEARD, 2%LE10 #5112 3 #il O EHk
E1BIOTIFERBH b,

9. & & Comparison of 4% articaine with 1:100,000 epinephrine and 2%
lidocaine with 1:100,000 epinephrine when used as a
supplemental anesthetic

= & Rosenberg PA, Amin KG, Zibari Y, Lin LM

e EE J Endod. 2007 Apr;33(4):403-5.

227 %4 > | RCT, double-blind

xf B 48 4 DILFHE

ik 4%AE10, 2% LE10 O Wi ZE B E I FHICBME S L, &
Hi IRF D T A % LR,

i D4%AE10 & 2%LE10 ORI RILA % Th - 7=,

@A PHECRIERIZ DWW T ORHZ L,

10. & & Articaine and lidocaine mandibular buccal infiltration
anesthesia: a prospective randomized double-blind cross-over
study

E Kanaa MD, Whitworth JM, Corbett IP, Meechan JG

M FE J Endod. 2006 Apr;32(4):296-8.

78594 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

PN S BLLDRT T 47T

7ok 4%AE10, 2% LE10 O Wiz T3S —/NEAEICHR S L, HiEo

R 2h 8 2 EPT T,

i D4%AEL10 13 2%LE10 & 0 & BREE D sl LR35 i@ 5 o 72,
@A PHESLREIERIZFE D b o7z,

11. & ™ Efficacy of articaine and lidocaine in a primary
intraligamentary injection administered with a
computer-controlled local anesthetic delivery system

B Berlin J, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, Weaver J

MBS Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2005
Mar;99(3):361-6.

W87 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

SIS 51 4 O HE

bk 4%AE10, 2%LE10 O W9 31702 % cross-over C FEAZE /N, 26

— RKA®W., B - KHEWIZ 1.4mL ¥ 5 L., i O ML R %2 EPT T
Eei,
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G Em D4%AE10 & 2%LE10 @ FRFEsh R1XFE%E TH - 7=,
QA PHESCRIERIc DWW ToORL#E 2 L,

12. & & Articaine and lignocaine efficiency in infiltration anaesthesia: a

pilot study

E Oliveira PC, Volpato MC, Ramacciato JC, Ranali J

ME B Br Dent J. 2004 Jul 10;197(1):45-6.

W9e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

SIE 20 4 DR

¥k 4%AE10, 2%LE10 O W3 417> % cross-over C_EFEAH K I

2.15mL &5 L. W80 mErsh R4 EPT T,

A5 i D4%AE10 & 2%LE10 O BREEE RIXRISE TH > 712,
QA PESCREIER IZOWTORE 7 L,

. B R

13. & M Evaluation of the anaesthetic properties and tolerance of
1:100,000 articaine versus 1:100,000 lidocaine. A comparative
study in surgery of the lower third molar

E Martinez-Rodriguez N, Barona-Dorado C, Martin-Arés M,
Cortés-Bretén-Brinkman J, Martinez-Gonzalez JM

MBS Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2012 Mar 1;17(2):e345-51.

W7 %A | RCT

x5 96 4 D BH

5ok 4%AE10 (n=48) & 2%LE10 (n=48) D\ T h % T HEE ok 0 # tly o
IANB & L T 1.8mL, JMORFEHE:T 0.9mL 25 L. JFREE) 3
% bR,

i am D4%AE10 1 2%LE10 & 0 bAEAZEH D E < . Ffchs ] 28 & O
MZnR LIEDRARBEIT RN T,
@AMFET 4 BIOBPHEN T+ LTz, 1 BT 4%AE10 5% (T
FEDIME R EMBKE 2R Lz, BRICEE Lz, Blo 1 4l
1T 4%AE10 & 5% ICRFTEGEIC L 2EmERZEZ Lz, %o 2
BIIBENR & HH O A 2 (Table 4 IZFEH S AL TV D, ATHIZ
FLE 7R <. BEH L7 R PT RRIREFE 1T AN )

14. & & Anesthetic efficacy of four percent articaine for pulpal
anesthesia by using inferior alveolar nerve block and buccal
infiltration techniques in patients with irreversible pulpitis: a

15




prospective randomized double-blind clinical trial

e Poorni S, Veniashok B, Senthilkumar AD, Indira R,
Ramachandran S

ME B J Endod. 2011 Dec;37(12):1603-7.

9es %4 > | RCT, double-blind

Xt % 156 4 DB

ik 4%AE10 (T &% IANB (n=52). 4%AE10 (T X 2 Bl i ke
(n=52), 2%LE10 (T & %5 TANB (n=52) D\ F 117 % $ B 53 16 5 D
WRER 2 Z L FHERKHEHEORBE TRSG L, MEE R & g,

e D3 FEDBREEN R EIT 2o T,

Q@A PHESCEIERIC DWW T OiHEZ L,

15. & & A comparison of the anesthetic efficacy of articaine and
lidocaine in patients with irreversible pulpitis

E Tortamano IP, Siviero M, Costa CG, Buscariolo IA, Armonia PL

ME o RE J Endod. 2009 Feb;35(2):165-8.

78594 > | RCT, double-blind

SIE S 40 4 DB

5ok 4%AE10, 2%LE10 DWW 2»TIANB & LT 3.6mL #%5 L. F
7H F 8 o OO BRI 20 2R 2 EPT TLHuE,

i D4%AE10 & 2%LE10 ORI RILA % Th - 72,

@A PHECRIERIZ DWW T OREHZ L,

16. & Comparative study of the anesthetic efficacy of 4% articaine
versus 2% lidocaine in inferior alveolar nerve block during
surgical extraction of impacted lower third molars

E Sierra Rebolledo A, Delgado Molina E, Berini Aytés L, Gay
Escoda C

MBS Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2007 Mar 1;12(2):E139-44.

Wr3es %4 > | RCT, double-blind

x4 30 4 D BHE

7k 4%AE10, 2% LE10 O3 417> T IANB 35 K OSENRE R EE & L C
% 1.8mL &5 U, FoEBRE o 5 o IRF oD BRI 200 R % EL g,

i D4%AE10 1% 2%LE10 LV b AEHRRE S K 2o 72050 BRI R 1
[FZECTH o 7=,

@30 44 D 2 44 1F T AR E 7o 1L E R OB O 7o O R )
LRSS L7z (Table 1 2645 & 2%LE10 & 5-8# 2 ),
17. & & A comparison of articaine and lidocaine for inferior alveolar

16




nerve blocks

e Mikesell P, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, Weaver J

MGG J Endod. 2005 Apr;31(4):265-70.

W9e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

x5 57 %4 D BFH

¥k 4%AE10, 2%LE10 ® W3 47> % cross-over TIANB & L T 1.8mL
b L. REM, /NS, B8 o kil o BRI D IR 2 LR,

i D4%AE10 & 2%LE10 OMEFSI R IZF%E TH o 72,

QRIS D AP S ERAL O 7~ BE AR | AR I AR S R
IR T,
3. TEERALE)

18. & & Hemodynamic changes comparing 2% lidocaine and 4%
articaine with epinephrine 1:100,000 in lower third molar
surgery

E de Morais HH, Santana Santos T, de Costa Araujo FA, de
Freitas Xavier RL, Vajgel A, de Holanda Vasconcellos RdJ

MBS J Craniofac Surg. 2012 Jul;23(4):1204-11.

F7e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind, cross-over

xh % 47 % DB

b7k 4%AE10 £ 2%LE10 @\ J 310> % cross-over C 3Rt O P th O
BRiC IANB T 1.8mL, JAM O R T 0.9mL 5 L ALEH O
DA%, E, SpOz, RPP 72 & % kg,

i 4%AE10 & 2%LE10 & TH/NT A —Z BT o1,

19. & & Cardiovascular responses to different stages of restorative
dental treatment unaffected by local anaesthetic type

B Bispo CG, Tortamano IP, Rocha RG, Francischone CE, Borsatti
MA, da Silva JC Jr, Medeiros AC

MRS Aust Dent J. 2011 Sep;56(3):312-6.

Wrges %4 > | RCT, cross-over

SIE S 20 4 DEHE

VRS 4%AE10, 4%AE20. 2%LE10 O\t % cross-over T AL
Ex2%IT 5 BFIC 1.8mL &5 L, WE R OO L i )E % g,

it 3HED LI & MBI AT o T,

20. & M The cardiovascular effect of local anesthesia with articaine plus

1:200,000 adrenalin versus lidocaine plus 1:100,000 adrenalin

17




in medically compromised cardiac patients: a prospective,
randomized, double blinded study

E Elad S, Admon D, Kedmi M, Naveh E, Benzki E, Ayalon S,
Tuchband A, Lutan H, Kaufman E

MBS Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2008
Jun;105(6):725-30.

9e5 %4 > | RCT, double-blind

PR 50 4 O ILE R B G OFEE

ik 4%AE20, 2% LE10 DWW F 1% B E 21T THHIC 1.8mL 5 L |
O, ME. SpO: % ik,

i i 4%AE20 13 2%LE10 & [FERIC 08 R 5 B A OF B F 122 2T E
T&T7,

< BARIZB T D IR S >

ML

MICH-GCP #HLO KRB IC DWW TIiE, TOFRE T &,

(2) Peer-reviewed journal D#RFE, A & « 7 F U v REDOHE RN

1. A - T7F VA

21. & & The pulpal anesthetic efficacy of articaine versus lidocaine in
dentistry: a meta-analysis

B Brandt RG, Anderson PF, McDonald NdJ, Sohn W, Peters MC

M OGS J Am Dent Assoc. 2011 May;142(5):493-504.

WoeT A > | Meta

7k 4%AE & 2%LE & Z G L72 183 LTAH « 7 U v R % FElii,

i am 4%AE 1T 2%LE XV &IOS @ o T2 GRIEFRFE D odds
b 3.81 (95%/5 fH&IPH: 2.71-5.36) . AR = FRFE D odds b 1.57 (95%
SHEEIPH: 1.12-2.21)),

22. & The efficacy and safety of articaine versus lignocaine in dental
treatments: a meta-analysis

E Katyal V

Me S J Dent. 2010 Apr;38(4):307-17.

5T A | Meta

5ok 4%AE10 & 2%LE10 & % bk U7z 9 5@ 30 C R FH B O BRER ) 5L
DNWTRAE « TF U v A%,

i 4%AE10 1% 2%LE10 £ 0 b IR O B E 03 @ h o 7o (R

18




1.31 (95% 15 HE®PH: 1.12-1.54)),

23. &% M Articaine: a review of the literature

e Yapp KE, Hopcraft MS, Parashos P

M EE Br Dent J. 2011 Apr;210(7):323-9.

WoeT %4 > | Review

ok INFEFTOLMREDTEMNICE LD TWNDNR, AX TV 2 AT
S TR,

fe oA OT7 —T 4 WA VIR AT T —BIZ L > Tl THEHN

AR S NS T2 o7 I REFFTRRERRIC R TH RO
Bt A3 A 720,

@T =T 4 A EY RAAL ORI REEZ TS & T —7
AAABEATND ENIMELENRRNLEVIRELRH Y |
i Ty, (ZEL, ZoEREIHEMT RLF U U BEED
ZEZOWVWTIEBRE L TV

@T —7 4 WA L E% OGERFE DI AN OV T, A o 7T R EE
I BHERRNE NI T ET AL,

bz e BRSO T U ANGIE, 7T—T 4 A DRk
Pt B Ot IR FE VE DML O SR TR R L L L CENH D LT v 2
AN

(3) #REFE~OFEER R E L TOREIRN

R

PP

<MEAMT I T D HREE >

<HARIZBT DHFEE>

(4) FRNFMMEOBHEIA FF A ~OFeHIR B

]

PA=R/AP

<RI DTA FT7 A4 %>

<HRKIZBIFAHA RTA 5>

(5) HEANRITHR DA TORKRMBER KA X CRREMHERE (Eig (1) 2

L) 1z oW T

BA=K/AP

19




(6) kLRt (1) 26 (5) ZEERTCBEBADREGIEICHONT

<HEEHEE - RITHONT>
1) BICK & RIARIS T BRI B8 1 2 R B MR S 3Am R ) N & B R D,

<EYHE - HEIZHSOWT >
1) Bk & R T FREY © 0.5~2.5mL. {=ERE: 0 0.5~3.4mL. 0O EHFE
BT A EFTREE - 1.0~5.1mLI 23 %Y &2 5,

< BRIR I ST Iz oW\ T >

BE., 7—7 4 DA UEBRERANT KA Y Tk 90%LL E 24 B ¥ Tl
45%25) T AU I TH 0% EE 200 i 5HF LA Edd L 0nwbhTBY . KKk
TIIMRD T 7 mg B H RT3 ChH 5,

1) 2 R

A% 7T —T 4 I A CHETRERAIE 2% ) RO A HEREIE A & OREREEO )
RAEWL LUK, 7 RUVF U VRENELVWES (0.0lmg/mL) (ZE7—7 4
T A R IR O FRE RN TR E VWO ENE L, T R U EENME
WA (0.005mg/mL %f 0.0lmg/mL) TIZIEFEREE MR Z T, Lo
HIEHBE N HES D TERFRFM ARV E WO AR >, —FH., AOHES
BIERICOWTIE, 4% 7 —T 1 71 A YRS & 2% U N A o e e b S 5]
E DT EZITA LI,

2) A R

A% T —T 4 B A VIEFRIERAI L 2% ) RO A R RIA] & OS2I %)
RO TIEEN 2N EWVWIRENRZ W, T2, ARBRR LT CHkE 2~ DR D |
APHESCEIERIZOWTIEL, 4% 7T —7 4 I A VIHERERAI L 2% N0 A
PRI L OMICEITA DN NE ) Th b,

a2 D2 BN ETITEREREZ S L ER BRI TR,
ZDEZL PEMEFELZ L E LEERGREBEZAIFL TS, 20 X9 il
T, RPTREEEE AR EN TWDT RLF ) v o582 TE5RY D
T HILETLOMHBEMSZDMOPEERZEIIEDHI L T+ 52 LN T
X5EEZHND 2D,
ZDOEHIRZENG, T RLF Y COREMES TH ROV G 51
HT7—F 4 A BT, BT LT U O &2 HIR L 72 W B 2
BEDEREESGIEZTICBNT, BERZE2OHEMNDL Y NUA VEBE I
BRI O RETRIE O 7= DICHE e ThHr B2 LD,

4. FEfi T _XERBOME L LD HIER

20



1) MFERRBR
(1) *F5HEY)
A% T —T 4 A IR - 7 R LY Uil A ERKFE (0.006mg/mL)
A% T —T 4 WA YR - 7 R L) Uil A EekFEH (0.01lmeg/mL)
2%V RAA VR - 7 FLvh U v GBEARAKSFE) (0.0125mg/mL
(0.025mg/mL))
(2) WF9E 75
THEMRIC X D EAE A e
(3) WFoExt %
i, [EEAE ., Hoth7Ze & D7 O IR R ESOR 22 R IE 23 0 3 70 o B RS
(4) Bl H
PIEE G BB HiEE —EIC L TAE - BINZBME L., UL FOIHE 2815
a. TR H O O I BLH
b. BINES 0 F L% H &
c. 1B F DL, ML, SpOq
d. FEFER

5. 1%

<FE D>
1)

6. 25— %&

1. Kanaa MD, Whitworth JM, Meechan JG: A comparison of the efficacy of 4%
articaine with 1:100,000 epinephrine and 2% lidocaine with 1:80,000
epinephrine in achieving pulpal anesthesia in maxillary teeth with
irreversible pulpitis. J Endod. 2012 Mar;38(3):279-82.

2. Jaber A, Whitworth JM, Corbett IP, Al-Baqshi B, Kanaa MD, Meechan JG:
The efficacy of infiltration anaesthesia for adult mandibular incisors: a
randomised double-blind cross-over trial comparing articaine and lidocaine
buccal and buccal plus lingual infiltrations. Br Dent J. 2010 Nov;209(9):E16.

3. Abdulwahab M, Boynes S, Moore P, Seifikar S, Al-Jazzaf A, Alshuraidah A,
Zovko J, Close J: The efficacy of six local anesthetic formulations used for
posterior mandibular buccal infiltration anesthesia. J Am Dent Assoc. 2009
Aug;140(8):1018-24.

4. Aggarwal V, Jain A, Kabi D: Anesthetic efficacy of supplemental buccal and
lingual infiltrations of articaine and lidocaine after an inferior alveolar nerve
block in patients with irreversible pulpitis. J Endod. 2009 Jul;35(7):925-9.

5. Srinivasan N, Kavitha M, Loganathan CS, Padmini G: Comparison of

anesthetic efficacy of 4% articaine and 2% lidocaine for maxillary buccal

21



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

infiltration in patients with irreversible pulpitis. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral
Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2009 Jan;107(1):133-6.

Haase A, Reader A, Nusstein J, Beck M, Drum M: Comparing anesthetic
efficacy of articaine versus lidocaine as a supplemental buccal infiltration of
the mandibular first molar after an inferior alveolar nerve block. J Am Dent
Assoc. 2008 Sep;139(9):1228-35.

Evans G, Nusstein J, Drum M, Reader A, Beck M: A prospective, randomized,
double-blind comparison of articaine and lidocaine for maxillary infiltrations.
J Endod. 2008 Apr;34(4):389-93.

Robertson D, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, McCartney M: The anesthetic
efficacy of articaine in buccal infiltration of mandibular posterior teeth. J Am
Dent Assoc. 2007 Aug;138(8):1104-12.

Rosenberg PA, Amin KG, Zibari Y, Lin LM: Comparison of 4% articaine with
1:100,000 epinephrine and 2% lidocaine with 1:100,000 epinephrine when
used as a supplemental anesthetic. J Endod. 2007 Apr;33(4):403-5.

Kanaa MD, Whitworth JM, Corbett IP, Meechan JG: Articaine and lidocaine
mandibular buccal infiltration anesthesia: a prospective randomized
double-blind cross-over study. J Endod. 2006 Apr;32(4):296-8.

Berlin J, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, Weaver J: Efficacy of articaine and
lidocaine in a primary intraligamentary injection administered with a
computer-controlled local anesthetic delivery system. Oral Surg Oral Med
Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2005 Mar;99(3):361-6.

Oliveira PC, Volpato MC, Ramacciato JC, Ranali J: Articaine and lignocaine
efficiency in infiltration anaesthesia: a pilot study. Br Dent J. 2004 Jul
10;197(1):45-6.

Martinez-Rodriguez N, Barona-Dorado C, Martin-Arés M,
Cortés-Bretén-Brinkman J, Martinez-Gonzalez JM: Evaluation of the
anaesthetic properties and tolerance of 1:100,000 articaine versus 1:100,000
lidocaine. A comparative study in surgery of the lower third molar. Med Oral
Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2012 Mar 1;17(2):e345-51.

Poorni S, Veniashok B, Senthilkumar AD, Indira R, Ramachandran S:
Anesthetic efficacy of four percent articaine for pulpal anesthesia by using
inferior alveolar nerve block and buccal infiltration techniques in patients
with irreversible pulpitis: a prospective randomized double-blind clinical
trial. J Endod. 2011 Dec;37(12):1603-7.

Tortamano IP, Siviero M, Costa CG, Buscariolo IA, Armonia PL: A comparison
of the anesthetic efficacy of articaine and lidocaine in patients with
irreversible pulpitis. J Endod. 2009 Feb;35(2):165-8.

Sierra Rebolledo A, Delgado Molina E, Berini Aytés L, Gay Escoda C:

22




17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Comparative study of the anesthetic efficacy of 4% articaine versus 2%
lidocaine in inferior alveolar nerve block during surgical extraction of
impacted lower third molars. Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2007 Mar
1;12(2):E139-44.

Mikesell P, Nusstein J, Reader A, Beck M, Weaver J: A comparison of
articaine and lidocaine for inferior alveolar nerve blocks. J Endod. 2005
Apr;31(4):265-70.

de Morais HH, Santana Santos T, de Costa Araujo FA, de Freitas Xavier RL,
Vajgel A, de Holanda Vasconcellos RJ: Hemodynamic changes comparing 2%
lidocaine and 4% articaine with epinephrine 1:100,000 in lower third molar
surgery. J Craniofac Surg. 2012 Jul;23(4):1204-11.

Bispo CG, Tortamano IP, Rocha RG, Francischone CE, Borsatti MA, da Silva
JC Jr, Medeiros AC: Cardiovascular responses to different stages of
restorative dental treatment unaffected by local anaesthetic type. Aust Dent
J. 2011 Sep;56(3):312-6.

Elad S, Admon D, Kedmi M, Naveh E, Benzki E, Ayalon S, Tuchband A, Lutan
H, Kaufman E: The cardiovascular effect of local anesthesia with articaine
plus 1:200,000 adrenalin versus lidocaine plus 1:100,000 adrenalin in
medically compromised cardiac patients: a prospective, randomized, double
blinded study. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2008
Jun;105(6):725-30.

Brandt RG, Anderson PF, McDonald NJ, Sohn W, Peters MC: The pulpal
anesthetic efficacy of articaine versus lidocaine in dentistry: a meta-analysis.
J Am Dent Assoc. 2011 May;142(5):493-504.

Katyal V: The efficacy and safety of articaine versus lignocaine in dental
treatments: a meta-analysis. J Dent. 2010 Apr;38(4):307-17.

Yapp KE, Hopcraft MS, Parashos P: Articaine: a review of the literature. Br
Dent J 2011 Apr;210(7):323-9.

Garisto GA: Paresthesia following dental local anaesthetic administration in
the United States. A thesis submitted in conformity with the requirements for
the degree of Master of Science, Graduate Department of Dentistry,
University of Toronto. 2010:1-102.

Gaffen AS, Haas DA: Survey of local anesthetic use by Ontario dentists. J Can
Dent Assoc 2009 Nov;75(9):649-649g.

Johansen @: Comparison of articaine and lidocaine used as dental local
anesthetics. Project thesis 10. semester, Section of Dental Pharmacology and
Pharmacotherapy, Institute of Clinical Dentistry, Faculty of Dentistry,
University of Oslo. 2004:1-25.

A ME NS SRR A TR, PR AR, RO, 2013, 166-79.

23




