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: Strategy for Reducing Postoperative Hypersensitivity
in Class Il Direct Restoration using Composite Resin

Dohyun Kim
Department of Conservative Dentistry, Yonsei University College of Dentistry
One of the major causes of postoperative hypersensitivity following direct composite resin restoration is mi-
croleakage. Adequate adhesive technique, incremental filling, lining of elastic material, and regulation of light
curing speed would be helpful for reducing microleakage via polymerization shrinkage. In proximal box res-
toration, pre-wedging, sectional matrix system, and proper resin applicator are recommended to form adequate

proximal contact and contour.
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Figure 6. A0 TAH|2| 218 22]. (A) Total-etch type. (B) Self-etch type.
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Figure 9. Z719| sectional matrix system
(&F: Palodent, Denstply / : Composi-Tight, Garrison).

Figure 10. (A) marginal ridge =012 QIFX|t Bt=7| Qfol 12t= 7|72 (LM Arte Posterior Misura, LM Dental). (B) &
B350.17mm), ZZZH(159) resin applicator (Fineness, Saito Dental).
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2) #35 X[0}2] distal caries +~=(Fig. 12)
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