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[ Abstract] Objective The purpose of this study was to compare the effects of desensitizer containing
fluorine potassium phenolic resin (FK), desensitizer without fluorine potassium phenolic resin (FR) and Gluma on
the treatment of dentine hypersensitivity after occlusal rest preparation. Methods 201 teeth with dentine hyper-
sensitivity at occlusal rest were treated randomly by FK, FR, Gluma and divided into three groups with 67 cases
in each group respectively. The sensitivity scores were recorded by visual analogue scale (VAS) at the time of
treatment for 5 consecutive days, and the end of 1st month 2nd month, 3rd month. The desensitization efficiency
of three desensitizers within each period was compared and the changes in VAS values were observed. Results At
the end of the second month after treatment, the desensitising efficacy of FK was superior to the Gluma,while the
VAS in FK Group was lower than that of Gluma. After three months, the tdesensitising efficacy of FK was superior
to the FR, while the VAS in FK Group was lower than that in FR group. There are no statistical differences in the
desensitizing efficacy and VAS among other groups at different time points (P>0.05). The desensitising efficacy at
the end of 3rd month after treatment with FR was lower than that at the time of treatment immediately and the end
oflst month and 2rd month, while 3 months treatment of Gluma was superior to post treatment immediately and
one month. There was no statistical difference in the desensitizing efficacy between each group at other different

time points. Conclusion FK and FR are more effective than Gluma in treating dentine hypersensitivity after oc-
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