1 NUR AW 2557,37:137-48
CU Dent J. 2014;37:137-48

UNIngIns

Original Article

1 [t
NNSADUAUBIURILANAANITLIRULT N
PDRZRALNTURNIEN

= o = ar o as N 1
nasaY ANSI990 N.U., 1. Uudn (MumnssudmsuLan), Ph.D. (Oral Biology)
= ar [ ') o 2
DAL YYBAKLUTHU V.U, INA. (wumnssummmﬁn)

ey = [ < Ed Qs a as o ar -
9997 LHAUBYENT N1, HA N Gvenaulprsus), U. Tds (MUANFTHRIUTLILAN),

[ o ar -3 bl

BN, (MUANTTHEITULAN)

A vuenssudTIIEN Ansuswwnamans snsansafuninengs
“anToudimAne nadsviuanssudmiuin Aneviuaunme At asd eunanniniveae

UNARED

ar £ = = = = i i o L@ o
mglseaed WelFaufizumsnauauamaafnizananaianiziszudnanisiunarldiiuby e
drmifiuanszAunninssuuasnisiasunlasdnmnisdu aaidla

Taguazisns anneududu so au wteeniluseanguiniu ngilivhudaussnguiudunnzdng
Urzidiuszaunninssusandivimdagldinnsinsssiufidfudgmnnnnsmassfuas S auitaums
wauwlafnsniadusesidlaresusiazypaa AATIETANHUANFT ISR LN ANTI N Tz W N gudne
affresfimged wFsudounsufuulasdmmnduieidlassuiranga feaiawninid fiagaiiv

FIIBINGUAIBLNAL)NAATIEREaTR lAsuA T aal AR aITeT Asrdunnudaiulanas o5

HAMANE szaumnAnssiannauliuhudiuas ngueiudinsusdse mliuenaatu@nmes p- 1.000)
waznsldgundasdnsnmasuuenidlaliuen s szuitangsildiiudnuaziudnguig (wadnid
p=0.609)

agt/ luanang 4-5 T awnsolinuiuitealiuiudumuednealieads Tnadedininsdauaadn
ViawazmranntrnnAnssuienzauduihdedduieliisrsupmudiislunisanenm

(7 NIUF AW 2557;37:137-48)

AFIARY: NITIBNITWORNTIN, MERALNTURWIET, NITARLALEY, NIFFuinane

HIuAnTaYUNA2IN SR ANz wsukarawan@hotmail.com



148 | Sukarawan W, et al CU Dent J. 2014,37:137-48

Child response towards viewing needle

during anesthetic injection
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Abstract

Objective To compare child response during local anesthetic injection between viewing and

non-viewing needle groups by rating the behaviors and change in heart rate.

Materials and methods Sixty pre-school children were equally divided into non-viewing and
viewing needie group. Video observations of the subjects’ behavior during local anesthesia injection
were rated using modified Frankl’s behavioral scale. The differences in behavioral rating between
groups were tested by Fisher's exact test. Change in heart rate in each subject was analyzed by
Mann-Whitney test. Characteristics of subjects were analyzed using Chi-square test or Fisher's exact

test. All statistic tests were done at 95 percent confident interval,

Results The differences in behavioral rating between non-viewing and viewing needle group showed
no statistical significance (Fisher’s exact test, p = 1.000). There is no statistical significant difference in

change in heart rate between two groups (Mann-Whitney test, p = 0.609).

Conclusion Both non-viewing and viewing needle techniques can be employed in 4-5-year-old
children. Appropriate child preparation before injection and right behavior management technique are

important factors in successful local anesthetic injection.
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