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SUMMARY

EXPERIENCE OF ENOANT USE AT PREPARATION OF PATIENTS     TO AMBULANT

STOMATOLOGIC INTERVENTIONS

Demyanenko S.A., Avdonina L.I.

Materials of clinical study of food concentrate of grapes polyphenol “Eenoant”

presented. Examination of 194 patients passed, 117 patients from them were addressed in

stomatologic clinic in Evpatoria resort at high meteorological parameters of temperature and

relative humidity. For patients of the main group carried out premedication with 20 ml of

Enoant, for patients of the group of comparison recommended placebo - 20 ml of red grapes

juice. For patients of both groups addressed in the condition of anxiety was prescribed diazepam

simultaneously. Results of clinical researches allow making conclusions that Enoant displays an

expressed efficacy both at local use at acute odontogenic pain, and in complex medicine

preparation of patients to stomatologic interventions. Consumption of Enoant reduces the level

of dentophobia, removes side action of diazepam, consequences of negative effects of

uncomfortable meteorological parameters. The patients fell themselves very good after

onsumption of Enoant.

., .

 “ ”.  194 ,  117 

.en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



2

 20 , 

 – 20 . 

. , 

  , 

  . ,

. 

.

. 

, 

. 

 – 

, 

?

 – 

.

,  [2, 3, 4, 8]  [1,

7], , , 

 10-26,8% . , 

 « » , 

 50-70% [8].

, 

, . 

, 

, .

, 

 [1, 7, 8].

  

 – 

 [5, 6, 8].

en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



3

, , 

.

. 

,   

, , , , ,

.

.

:

1.

,

 «

.

2.

.

3.

.

.

   194  (62  132 ) 

 17–64 ,  117 -

, 

   29 ,  

 92%.

 2 : 

 20   100  

,   2-3 , . 

, 

.  32  100 

 20 , 

en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



4

. , ,  

.

         (

) , , 

,  20 , 

   « ».

 5- : « » - 

;   « » -

; « » -  50% ;

» - .

,

, , 

, . .

» ;

» - , , 

. 

» , 

, , 

.  « » , 

, 

, 

.

, , 

, .

.

, 

, , 

55% 

 37,00-37,40 . 

92% , , . 

 0,1-0,20 .

 7  17 (41,17%) 

,  8 (47,05%)  2 ,  2 (11,76%) .  21en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



5

(33,3%) , « », ,

. , 

, , 

, 

.

 77% .

» 

 « » , 

:   

; 

, ;

, 

; 

; 

 ( . 1).

.1. .

:en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



6

 – ;
 –  ST;
 – ;
 – , 

       ;
 – , 

       .

, 

.

.

, ,  

, , : 

, , , ,

.   , 

.  2 , , 

. 

, ; , 

 (  2).

en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



7

.2. 
.

:

 –   ;
 –  ST;
 – ;
 – , 

       ;
 – , 

       .

, 

.

,

 (  290 ) 

 27% ,  230-250 .

en
oa

nt
.in

fo
,  

en
oa

nt
-c

lu
b.

ru



8

(n=32) (n=32)

% % % %

)
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