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Application of Oral Painless Local Anesthesia Unit in Tooth Extraction.
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Abstract Objective

painless anesthetic unit. Methods
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To assess the pain intensity in clinical tooth extraction patients anesthetized using the computerized local

Totally 100 cases were selected. The local anaesthesia injection through using the computerized oral

painless local anesthetic unit was compared with traditional local anesthesia method. The effect of anesthesia was evaluated with VAS value

during and after injection. Results

Statistical analysis indicated that the VAS value had significant difference between the experiment

group and the control group(t= —15.65,P <0.001). The effect of anesthesia between two groups has no significant difference. Conclu-

sion Good anesthetic effect could be attained by using the computerized local anesthetic unit,and patients feel a little or no pains.
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