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Root Canal Therapy (RCT) depends upon complete and 
accurate biomechanical preparation followed by a 3D 
obturation of the root canal system in the absence of injury 
to periapical tissues. The failure of these treatments, is very 
often as a result of morphological variation, except the main 
root canal there can also present the accessory and 
supplementary (lateral ) canals and this is trait for every 
tooth. The internal anatomy of the mandibulary second 
molars is particularly complex due to their variation in 
number of roots and canal configuration. The narrowness of 
the mesial (in this case and distal) root of mandibulary 
second molar, mesiodistal flatterness and longitudinal 
groove along their length are responsible for the differences 
in the topography of canal morphology. In this case are 
shown very clear on CBCT. 
Congratulations for authors on the success of treatment. 

 
Thanks for your comments. I couldn’t agree with 
you more.In fact,we confirmed the number of canal 
and their configuration for several times by the 
method all we can in the treatment.In addition ,we 
consulted literature about the anatomical variation 
of mandibular second molar after therapy and learn 
a lot. Missing of the root canal was one of the 
important causes for endodontic failure in molar 
and we really want to share this kind of case to 
other peers. 

 
 


