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Table 1. Recommandation volume

Upper anterior teeth 0.1~0.15cc
Lower anteriot teeth 0.15~0.2cc
Lingual 0.05~0.1cc

all gingiva (.05~0.1cc
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Table 2. Subjective pain assessment (CAS)
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. 1. Syrijet.

Fig- 3. Cartrige insertion.
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Abstract

LOCAL ANESTHESIA IN CHILDREN USING JET INJECTION INSTRUMENT

Jae-Chun Lee, Dae-Eop Kim, Kwang-Hee Lee, Seong-Hyeong Kim, Kye-Sik Yang

Department of pediatric Dentistry, College of Dentistry, Wonkwang Us niversity
Wonkwang Dental Research Institute

Local anesthesia procedure in pediatric dentistry using needle-tipped syringes is stressful and painful for the
child patients. The Syrijet Mark I (Mizzy Inc. USA) is a jet injection instrument, which uses high pressure to
propel fluids into soft tissue without the use of a hollow neeldle, so it seems to be able to reduce the injection
phobia of the child patients.

The authors compared the Syrijet with the conventional syringe by assessing the pain level after local anes-
thetic procedures using CAS(color analogue scale) which was developed from VAS(visual analogue scale). The
result showed that the pain was reduced by the use of syrijet.

The advantages of syrijet were no use of neeldes, the reuse of the anesthetic cartridge, and the safety to
nerves and vessels.

The disadvantages were the large size, the high price, and the need of skill to use.

Key words : Injection, Local anesthesia, Jet injector, Syrijet, Pain
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