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Clinical application of improved inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia in mandibular molar extraction surgery
Zhang Lingquan
( Department of Stomatology, Dongsheng District People's Hospital, Ordos City, Inner Mongolia 017000 )
[Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the effect of modified inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia and Halstead method on inferior alveolar
nerve block anesthesia. Method: A total of 199 patients who required mandibular nerve block anesthesia for mandibular molar

extraction surgery in the outpatient department in 2023 were selected. The modified inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia
method and Halstead method were respectively performed to compare their anesthesia success rate, anesthesia effect, anesthesia

onset time, and incidence of complications. Result: The success rate of modified inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia was
96%, while the success rate of Halstead method anesthesia was 80.81%, with significant differences; The A and B grade rates
of improved inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia were 74% and 22%, respectively, while the Halstead method had rates of
62.63% and 18.18%, respectively. There was a significant difference in the A grade; B level has differences; There was no
significant difference in the onset time of anesthesia between the two groups of patients; There is a difference in the incidence of

complications between the modified inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia method and the Halstead method in terms of
positive blood draw results. Conclusion: Improved inferior alveolar nerve block anesthesia is simple to operate, has a high

success rate, and can be applied in clinical practice.
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