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Background and Aim: Inducing anesthesia is one of the important tasks in dentistry. Among various techniques
for injection, the Inferior Alveolar Nerve Block (IANB) technique is one of the most practical and prevalent
methods. However, according to some proofs in reference books, the success rate for this technique is some how
low. Therefore the success rate of IANB performed by 10th-semester undergraduare students from Faculty of
Dentistry of Tehran University of Medical Sciences was assessed in this study.

Materials and Methods: In this cross-sectional study from patients referring to oral and maxillofacial surgery
ward, 20 patients with predefined conditions were selected. For each of them, two TANB injections were done in
two separated days; one by a student and the other by an attend (or resident) of maxillofacial surgery ward.
Success or failure of each injection was examined by Pin Prick test. In this study, the non-parametric Willcoxon
test was used.

Results: In this study, the success rate of TANB was 70% and 90%, respectively for students and attends (or
resident).

Conclusion: Significant statistically difference was seen between the two groups, we hope that through further
practical education, this differences rsduce in following similar studies.
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