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Sociological method in the last decade received enough wide spreading at 

studying various problems of medicine and healthcare. Meaning applications 

method consists of V using different opinions and then summarizing them. Use of 

professional opinion orthopedic dentists V purposes present The research allowed 

us to form a sociological “focus” of the issue under study from the perspective of 

problems dental implantation and factors influencing it quality. 

Target works: study sociological Aspects modern features of the provision of 

dental services implantation With positions doctors dentists. 

Materials And methods 

"Questionnaire studying professional opinions dentists and orthopedists." Was 

interviewed 148 doctors working in public and private dental structures. Analysis 

of the results of the questionnaire survey doctors was produced By principled signs 

comparisons: experience work By specialties 

"dentistry orthopedic", age doctor And place works (state (municipal) or 

private structures). The material was processed using traditional parametric 

methods statistics. 

results And discussion 

On initial stage carrying out surveys was established What Not All doctors 

have experience dental prosthetics supported by implants. Specific the weight of 

such doctors was 21.2% among all respondents. This group was mainly 
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represented by doctors working in state (municipal) dental institutions and young 

specialists. 

First question questionnaires appeared next: "On what level, in your opinion, is 

there in our country? modern implantology? Total All Respondents answered this 

question as follows: on Very high — 2.1%; on high — 7.8%; on average 67.4%; at low 

- 22.7%. Critical assessments of doctors give reason to believe that at the moment 

dental implantation as a method of treatment is receiving widespread spreading V 

domestic dentistry, But With From a systemic point of view, this direction is still Not 

formed on due level. Majority respondents gave average ratings. At the same time the 

fifth Some respondents rate dental implantology at a low level. The survey did not 

reveal neither one assessments "Very short level". 

On basis ratings doctors Can to conclude, What dental implantation in 

domestic dentistry located V stages formation. Obviously, speech coming O 

preparation personnel, systemic issues continuity between medical specialists, 

new materials And technologies And etc. These questions, undoubtedly, influence 

the quality of orthopedic dental services using dental implants. 

IN certain least corresponded assessments levels of dental implantation services 

in depending on the doctor’s place of work with grades based on previous question. 

Comparisons were produced between the assessments of doctors working in private 

and public sectors dentistry (Table 1) 

Doctors working in private dental clinics structures inclined give more high 

assessments level providing services By dental implantation, provided in the 

organizations where they work in comparison with state (municipal) doctors 

structures. Most often doctors private Organizations Table 1 

Doctors' assessments of the level of dental services provided implantation in 

dental organizations, being place their work (on 100 respondents doctors) 

 

 

Ratings level 

Dental organizations 

State (municipal) Private 

Very high 11.3 22.6 

High 13.5 38.9 

Average 58.7 28.8 

Short 16.5 9.7 

Very short - - 

gave ratings of “very high” and “high”, which amounted to 22.6% And 38.9% 

respectively. IN state (municipal) institutions, these assessments were almost two 

times lower compared to private sector and amounted to 11.3% and 13.5%. Among 
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the ratings assigned by doctors in this survey group, the prevailing assessments 

"average" (58.7%) And "short" (16.5%). 

It is obvious that sociological surveys allow get subjective assessments And 

approximate idea about the problem being studied. In addition, on assessments may 

be influenced by factors such as resource possibilities organizations, degree with 

the staff’s commitment to corporate objectives, availability of information, age 

and work experience of the doctor and many other. 

One of the most important factors in the system of ensuring the quality of 

medical care is the choice and compliance with medical diagnostic technologies 

and treatment. results analysis showed What 32.3% respondents are guided by the 

knowledge gained at commercial master classes; 24.2% of respondents indicated 

standards (patient management protocols), which are developed in the 

organization where they work; 18.6% of surveyed doctors use the knowledge 

gained on cycles promotion qualifications V universities; 14.5% use data from 

textbooks, teaching aids and manuals for doctors and 10.4% of respondents 

respondents use information from publications V scientific and practical 

magazines. Distribution answers on the question indicates on Availability 

Problems choice technologies treatment V practice work orthopedic dentists , in this 

case prosthetics on dental implants. This is due to the following systemic problems : 

lack of unified standards of medical care and regulations for the provision of dental 

care approved by the federal health authority for various diseases, lack of unity of 

scientific views on indications for dental implantation, which would be reflected in 

appropriate educational literature. Correct the choice of treatment technology and 

its compliance largely determine result medical interventions, How alone from the 

most important parameters quality medical help. 

Structure of factors that, according to respondents doctors, reduce the 

effectiveness of orthopedic treatment for missing teeth implants (%) Table 2 

Number of cases of orthopedic treatment of missing teeth at doctors state And 

private sectors dentistry 

V year (on 100 respondents doctors) 

 

Number cases 

Dental organizations 

State (municipal) Private 

Less 10 67.2 51.3 

11-20 18.4 22.5 

21-30 10.2 14.6 

More 31 4.2 11.6 
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boron doctors exactly implantation How method treatment lack of teeth. More than 

half of the surveyed orthopedic dentists (53.3%) indicated financial possibilities 

patient, How on main factor at choosing dental implantation as a method treatment, 

if alternatives are available. Presence of clinical indications for implantation in 

22.1% of cases is the leading basis for doctors. In this In this case, doctors 

convince patients of the need orthopedic treatment on implants at availability 

financial opportunities. One of the factors in choosing a treatment technology is 

the age at which indicated by 13.6% of surveyed doctors. 11.0% of respondents 

identified the factor of the organization's technological capabilities. The presented 

structure shows that Dental implantation, in the absence of contraindications , is 

an alternative to many methods of orthopedic treatment of missing teeth. It's possible 

that this method of treatment, if it is economically accessible to the population, could 

be more widely used application V clinic orthopedic dentistry. 

Questionnaire provided clarification deadline, V within whom respondent It has 

practice orthopedic treatment absence teeth on basis dental implantation The question 

was directed to assess the experience of doctors, as well as the relationship this 

attribute with other questions in the questionnaire. Generally structure answers 

respondents By this question presented as follows: less than a year - 1.8%; 1-3 of the 

year — 24.5%; 4-6 years — 38.3%; 7-10 years — 24.7%; eleven 

years or more - 10.7%. It is obvious that this structure generally reflects the 

development trends of the area being studied V dentistry. 

Revealed addiction period practices doctor orthopedic treatment of missing 

teeth using dental implants from length of service work By specialties. In state and 

municipal In dental institutions, dental implantation as a treatment method is not 

widespread enough expressed. Considering the fact that the work experience is 

close connected With age, doctors seniors age groups 

The number of cases of treatment of missing teeth based on dental implantation 

per 1 orthopedic dentist per year, depending on work experience specialists rarely use 

this method of treating absence teeth, which accordingly affects frequency 

answers. 

The result of prosthetics largely depends on the quality of the surgical stage 

of dental implantation. The following question was devoted to this aspect 

questionnaire: “What mistakes in the surgical stage have you encountered? encounter 

most often?” Structure The answers to this question are presented as follows way: 

improper fixation of the implant, complicating the fixation of the denture (43.1%); 

underestimation surgeon availability general somatic pathologies, influencing _ on 

quality implantation (22.5%); wrong choice of dental implant (19.6%); defective 

osseointegration (11.2%); lack of comprehensive assessing the patient's health 

status before implantation (3.6%). Surgical errors noted by respondents stage 
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implantation, reflecting on results prosthetics, must be taken into account at 

planning events By improvement quality dental treatment patients. 

Degree of achievement of the planned result treatment is one of the objective 

and reliable indicators quality medical help. IN this communications knowledge 

factors, influencing on effectiveness treatment allow consider their at development 

quality improvement plans. This was the aim of the next question in the survey, where 

respondents assessed factors that reduce the effectiveness of orthopedic treatment 

for missing teeth based on dental implantation As a result of the analysis, the 

following was revealed structure answers (Fig. 1). 

The first ranking place in the structure of all factors, reducing the effectiveness 

of orthopedic treatment The absence of teeth on implants is caused by non-

compliance with the rules of clinical observation by patients. The share of this factor 

according to the survey results orthopedic doctors made up 45.7% To the result. 

The the factor is determined by the medical activity and sanitary culture of patients. 

Dynamic monitoring of functioning implants in rehabilitation period V established 

deadlines allows significantly reduce the risk of complications And adjust 

treatment. 

On second place is revealed factor wrong choice designs dental prosthesis, on 

What indicated fourth Part respondents doctors ( 24.6 %). Clinical painting at partial 

or full Tooth loss is varied and can be very complex. Even at availability two identical 

defects at various patients, the clinical picture does not repeat. In every specific case 

will their peculiarities, requiring solutions several orthopedic tasks. TO these should 

include the condition of periodontal tissues, type defect dental row, peculiarities bite, 

Availability somatic diseases and their local manifestations in cavities mouth Hence, 

Not Maybe be definitely a standard solution, and in each specific case treatment 

should to plan after thorough studying the totality of all symptoms. Due to this 

extremely important is correct And individual an approach To choice designs 

prosthesis, Where the main criterion is to ensure the necessary redistribution loads, 

Not exceeding physiologically acceptable quantities For everyone implant appropriate 

zones prosthesis. 

On third place was noted technical imperfection of the implant design (15.6%). 

It is known What usage everyone type implant It has their readings And 

contraindications. From here at determining the type and design of the implant is 

necessary consider following factors: specific readings and conditions for using this 

type of implant; complexity of the surgical and orthopedic stages treatment at his 

application; reliability And the popularity of this implant design; whether the 

doctor has personal experience using this design implant. Only comprehensive 

grade everyone these factors allows you to optimally select a specific type and 

implant design. Fourth ranking place in structure of reasons that reduce the 
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effectiveness of orthopedic treatment, occupy errors surgical stage (14.1%), which 

were designated higher. 

The presented structure allows us to reasonably come up To development 

criteria quality treatment. 

High price treatment With using implants And necessity special conditions For 

implementation operational interventions create situation, at which given service turns 

out relatively less often By comparison With others species prosthetics. IN this 

communications introduced myself expedient estimate frequency cases orthopedic 

treatment With application dental implantation Evaluation produced V dependencies 

from places And length of service work doctor 

The digital data presented in Table 2 is clearly demonstrate What majority 

doctors How in state (municipal) and private sector of dentistry has an orthopedic 

practice treatment of missing teeth on implants in less than 10 cases per year, which 

amounted to 67.2 and 51.3 per 100 respondents doctors respectively. 

IN private dental structures There is a trend towards an increase in the number 

of cases of orthopedic treatment on implants: 11-20 cases per year meets at 22.5% 

respondents doctors; 21-30 — at 14.6% doctors. Fewer responses were required by 

“more than 31 cases,” which amounted to in the state (municipal) sector 4.2, in the 

private sector - 11.6 per 100 respondents respectively. 

Of particular interest were the data from calculations of the average numbers 

cases treatment absence teeth on basis dental implantation, per doctor V year (Fig. 

2). 

Highest average number of cases treated per person doctor per year is registered 

in the 11-15 years of experience group, which is 14.2. For doctors with 6-10 years of 

experience this figure is 13.4 cases, in the experience group 16-20 years old - 9.1 

cases. Lowest values given indicator identified V internship groups before 1 of the 

year And more 25 years, What amounted to 2.1 And 3.8 cases respectively. 

On drawing 3 presented data calculations average numbers cases treatment 

absence teeth on basis dental _ implantation on 1 dentist-orthopedist per year 

depending on the place of work. It was revealed that in On average, a doctor 

accounts for 7.8 cases of treatment per year, regardless of his place of work, length of 

service, age and other characteristics. Calculation data show that doctors of private 

data structures the rate is 38.6% more than that compared to government doctors 

(municipal) organizations, What amounts to 10.1 And 6.2 cases on 1 doctor V year 

respectively.  

The next question in the survey directly followed from the objectives of this study 

and concerned doctors’ choice the most important criteria for the quality of 

prosthetics various designs supported by implants. Analysis results survey showed 

What big Part respondents consider the most important criteria to be: recovery dental 
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row And occlusal dental relationships (46.7 per 100 respondents); Satisfaction _ 

patients results treatment — 33.6 on 100 respondents; optimal load distribution on 

implant And surrounding fabrics — 29.7 on 100 respondents. In a smaller number 

of cases , criteria such as creating conditions for maximum rehabilitation of the 

patient within the framework of the diagnosis and compliance of the treatment 

result with aesthetic requirements, which amounted to 13.5 and 12.1 per 100 

respondents doctors respectively. 

The questionnaire also included a question in which respondents had to identify 

on which specialists effectiveness depends to the greatest extent orthopedic 

treatment of dentition defects with support on dental implants. Big Part respondents 

pointed to the tandem of a surgeon, dental orthopedist technology (62.3%). The 

remaining part of the surveyed doctors was divided in opinion: 19.8% pointed to the 

surgeon and 17.9% on orthopedic dentist. 

Conclusion : Thus , the application of the sociological method first allowed 

identify quantitative characteristics V work doctors With dental implantations, and 

also assess their attitude to the factors influencing on the quality and effectiveness 

of treatment, criteria quality. All these data make it possible to take them into 

account when developing measures to improve treatment patients with missing teeth 

based on dental implantation . 
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