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Clihc observation of laser treatment of drysocket

Tian Hongjun _
( Department of Oral Surgery College of Stomatology, West China University of Medical Science)

Abstract; Drysocket is a usual complication after teath extraction. He-Ne laser treatment may take
good satisfactory therapy in clinc. This paper introduces the situations.
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Table 2  Combination coefficients ay) of SDF) in every optical-computer feedback
ap 3 1 1 1 1 L 1 11111111 11§11 11148 11 ti1 11
1.00 1.54 1.11 1.31 1,72 1.75 2.13 2.60 1.95 1.55 1.5 1.77 1.51 1.13 1.10 1.21
“ 186 1.95 2.39 2.01 2.11 2.13 1.90 2.06 1.99 1.62 1.62 1.6 1.46 1.60 2.46 2.95
1.00 1.87 1.47 1.63 2.63 2.71 S.11 7.50 4.24 2.67 2.90 4.78 2.36 1.94 1.99 1.79
“ 368 3.80 5.70 3.76 4.98 4.84 4.98 5.55 4.90 2.97 3.10 3.34 2.49 2.95 3.23 6.97

* variance vy of optical correlation output
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