Literaturliste

Erhohte Patienten-Compliance durch die computerunterstiitze
Lokalandsthesie

Priv.-Doz. Dr. J6rg Neugebauer, Fabian Sigmund, Dr. Frank Kistler, Dr Steffen Kistler

Jahrbuch Digitale Dentale Technologien 2014

1. Friedman MJ, Hochman MN. A 21st century computerized injection system for local
pain control. Compendium of continuing education in dentistry 1997; 18: 995-1000, 1002-
1003; quiz 1004.

2. Froum SJ, Tarnow D, Caiazzo A et al. Histologic response to intraligament injections
using a computerized local anesthetic delivery system. A pilot study in mini-swine. Journal of
periodontology 2000; 71: 1453-1459.

3. Garisto GA, Gaffen AS, Lawrence HP et al. Occurrence of paresthesia after dental
local anesthetic administration in the United States. Journal of the American Dental
Association 2010; 141: 836-844.

4, Hochman M, Chiarello D, Hochman CB et al. Computerized local anesthetic delivery
vs. traditional syringe technique. Subjective pain response. The New York state dental
journal 1997; 63: 24-29.

5. Kudo M. Initial injection pressure for dental local anesthesia: effects on pain and
anxiety. Anesthesia progress 2005; 52: 95-101.

6. Lackey AD. New horizons in local anesthesia. Dentistry today 1998; 17: 78-79.

7. Nieuwenhuizen J, Hembrecht EJ, Aartman IH et al. Comparison of two computerised
anaesthesia delivery systems: pain and pain-related behaviour in children during a dental
injection. European archives of paediatric dentistry : official journal of the European Academy
of Paediatric Dentistry 2013; 14: 9-13.

8. Nusstein J, Burns Y, Reader A et al. Injection pain and postinjection pain of the
palatal-anterior superior alveolar injection, administered with the Wand Plus system,
comparing 2% lidocaine with 1:100,000 epinephrine to 3% mepivacaine. Oral surgery, oral
medicine, oral pathology, oral radiology, and endodontics 2004; 97: 164-172.

9. Ozer S, Yaltirik M, Kirli | et al. A comparative evaluation of pain and anxiety levels in 2
different anesthesia technigues: locoregional anesthesia using conventional syringe versus
intraosseous anesthesia using a computer-controlled system (Quicksleeper). Oral surgery,
oral medicine, oral pathology and oral radiology 2012; 114: S132-139.

10. Peretz B, Bercovich R, Blumer S. Using elements of hypnosis prior to or during
pediatric dental treatment. Pediatric dentistry 2013; 35: 33-36.

11. San Martin-Lopez AL, Garrigos-Esparza LD, Torre-Delgadillo G et al. Clinical
comparison of pain perception rates between computerized local anesthesia and
conventional syringe in pediatric patients. The Journal of clinical pediatric dentistry 2005; 29:
239-243.

12. Shabazfar N, Daublander M, Al-Nawas B et al. Periodontal intraligament injection as
alternative to inferior alveolar nerve block-meta-analysis of the literature from 1979 to 2012.
Clinical oral investigations 2013.

13. Singh S, Garg A. Comparison of the pain levels of computer controlled and
conventional anesthesia techniques in supraperiosteal injections: a randomized controlled
clinical trial. Acta odontologica Scandinavica 2013; 71: 740-743.

14. Versloot J, Veerkamp JS, Hoogstraten J. Computerized anesthesia delivery system
vs. traditional syringe: comparing pain and pain-related behavior in children. European
journal of oral sciences 2005; 113: 488-493.



15. Weisensee W, Scheer M, Muller L et al. Impact of Anxiety Parameters on Prospective
and Experienced Pain Intensity in Implant Surgery. Implant dentistry 2012.

16. Yesilyurt C, Bulut G, Tasdemir T. Pain perception during inferior alveolar injection
administered with the Wand or conventional syringe. British dental journal 2008; 205: E10;
discussion 258-259.



