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The Effect of Arthrocentesis on the Reduction of
Anterior Displacement of Disc without Reduction Patients
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E 1) Results of the study ef TMJ arthrecentesis (Average)
Number Sex Age Duration MMO F/U

ofpatients Male female (months) Before after (months)
49 10 39 34.98 414 29.26 44.0 3.7

H 2) Patient characteristics and result ef arthrecentesis

1 M 21 4 months 34 46 3 months No
2 F 34 4 months 32 46 3 months Yes
3 F 32 5 months 26 46 4 months Yes
4 F 27 2 weeks 32 43 3 months Yes
5 F 40 2 months 36 45 3 months Yes
6 F 74 18 months 29 44 1 months No
7 F 35 3 months 30 45 2 months Yes
8 F 24 18 months 29 43 2 months Yes
9 F 26 3 weeks 24 43 1 month Yes
10 M 22 2 months 35 43 2 months Yes
11 F 57 2 months 26 44 12 months No
12 F 17 2 weeks 34 45 1.5months Yes
13 M 76 12 months 32 42 1 month Yes
14 F 30 1 day 27 43 12 months No
15 M 32 2 weeks 22 42 2 months Yes
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1991, Nitzanol &Jste] Bl Algwo] A5 4704 o] % 88 AdesS sehvgE4d &
A g Ay HHA % dlad ATES AT atet 43.6% o4 97.8% v T Ut
eyl ®3) @ 1 [19] [211 [22] [23] [25] [26] [271 [28] [1, 2, 31]
¥ 3) Analysis ef the articles.

Nitzan 1991 941 lactated Ringer's 14 2% bite appliance
/Hadassah solution AE
University /celestone soluspan
University of florida
Murakami 1995 70 6 &7 pivot splint At
/Kyoto University
Dimitroulis 1995 97.8 lactated Ringer's 21
/University solution
of Florida /betamethasone
Hosaka 1996  67HE; 36
/Kyoto 70
University 34,
78.9

Nitzan 1997 95 lactated Ringer's 16.55 =% interocclusal
/Hadassah solution appllance AE
University
Carvajal 2000 88 - lactated Ringer's 487
/Virginia hospital solution

« /celestone soluspan
Alpaslan 2003 - lactated Ringer's 60 retrospective

solution evaluation

« /celestone soluspan
U2 1997 87.5 lactated Ringer's 17.1 &% splint At
ESals Siam] solution

/steroid
"&=g 1998 Xk deElAlgs 3
/=H00HH K[HZA 43.6  /Steroid
LA 2Rk

74.4

O|QtLt 2000 55.6  Mz|AEs 5 25 splint AFE
/7tEE st /dexamethason
dE=E 2003 72 /lactated Ringer's 6 £% ARS AtEt
/SOlCh&tm solution
AN 2006 100  lactated Ringer's 3.4 62l A Al
/BEtistn solution

/steroid,

hyaluronic acid
oY 2008 64.5 Me|AE 3
V=8 [t /dexamethasone
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H 4) Relatienship setween duratien ef symptems and result ef arthrecentesis

<iweek 14 27.6 45
>1week, <imonth 19 30.5 44
>1month, <1year 12 30.2 45
Yyear 4 26.5 44
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H 6) Relatienship setween clenching/leruxism and result ef arthrecentesis

Bruxism 6 27.2 46
Clenching 18 29.4 45
Both 8 28.3 43
None 17 30.4 44
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