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definition
QThe technique does not require

|OCal ahaesthesia, Caries remoVval
Or ghy tooth preparation.
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Ceparating It
from
substrates
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2 year results for 124
teeth treated with
the Hall Technique
compared to

124 conventional
restorations in a

split mouth study
with matched caries
lesions prior to
treatment

Conventional
restorations

. Hall Technique

Number of teeth

Pain Major failures Minor failures

Type of outcome




Patient, carer and
dentist preferences
for Hall Technique
or conventional
restorations in a
split mouth study
for 132 children
(264 teeth). Data
from same study
discussed above.

Conventional
restorations

. Hall Technique

No preference
expressed

Number of individuals

100 —

90 —

80 —

70 —

40

30 —

20 —

10 —

Child

Parent/Carer

Patient / Carer / Dentist preference (n-132)

Dentist

—



s abdaiy) Cijaliaaa

Contra-Indications of Hall’'s TeChnique

Grossly decayed teeth

Teeth with Irreversi
Pulpal Involvement




Figure 10. ‘ Figure 9.

This mandibular first . - There is a buccal sinus

primary molar (84 associated with this

maxallary tirst pnman
maoiar (64

has inter-radicular
pathology, indicative

. [ | 1
of a dental abscess




Figure 12.
Here, 3 mandibular

tirst primary molar

(84) which has gnven

occasional pain, but
15 currently symptom-
less, 15 found to have
naon-physiological
mobility. This, with the
DO cavity and his-
tory, indicates a dental
abscess.

Figure 11.

This maxillary second
primary molar (55) has
an exiensive mesio-
occlusal cavity, that has
been paintul, keeping
the child awake at
night. Thas 1s indicative
of an ureversible pulp:-
tis, or even an abscess

deveioping




Figure 13.

This mandibular first

primary moiar | 84) has
a large disto-occusal
cavity cavity. Alithough
symptomiess, and
with no inter-radicul
pathoiogy visibie
there 15 no clear band

of normal dentine

’

d

between the canes and
the pulp chamber. The

NON-\

therapy it a crown iz to

be placed
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Figure 21.
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Figure 20.
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