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Effect of Different Coordination Programs on the Success Rate of Orthodontic Implant Anchorage. Li Yan, Ren Yan, Tian Xue et al. De-
partment of Stomatology, Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical University, Betjing 100050, China

Abstract Objective  To compare the effect of two different coordination programs on the success rate of orthodontic implant an-
chorage. Methods Orthodontic cases who needed implant anchorage from the year of 2009 to 2019 were selected. All the patients were
accepted the implant anchorage of diameter 1. 6mm titanium alloy micro screws, or stainless steel screws two 2. 0mm micro implant anchor-
age between root, in zygomatic ridge and external oblique region. Two different programs with clinical implant were operated and the suc-
cess rates of implant anchorage and operation time before implantation were evaluated by SPSS software to compare the effects in two differ-
ent nursing programs. Results Totally 327 implants were included in this study. 153 implants were operated by conventional programs
and 174 implants by modified programs. After implantation of implant anchorages between roots, the success rate of routine program was
80.4% , and the successful rate of modified program was 82% . After the implantation in the zygomatic alveolar ridge and the outer slant,
the success rate of the routine program was 94. 9% and 95. 8% , while the successful rate of the modified program was 95. 7% and
96.4% . Statistical analysis showed that there was no significant difference in the success rate of different care programs with all the im-

plant anchorages (P >0.05),
0.000).

but the operation time before implantation of the modified program was decreased dramatically (P =
Conclusion Simplified and modified orthodontic anchorage plan can guarantee the success rate of implant anchorage in different
locations, and can replace routine operation care plan (the highest level).

Key words Implant anchorage; Orthodontics; Anchorage site
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