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[Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the influence of localized management on the administration in dental clinical
practice. Methods: The administration team of localized management was established, and the managing scope and
responsibility were set up for each post and station. The rules of items placement and operating sequence were re-
newed. The evaluation criterion was made and the satisfaction survey on the effect of localized management in dental
administration was conducted. Results: Localized management of dental administration could increase the patients’
satisfaction and trust on dentist and. Meanwhile, the localized management decreased the wear of equipment and the
cost ratio in the whole prosthodontic department. Conclusion: The application of localized management of dental ad-
ministration improved the quality of dental service and insured the safety. The cost of the whole department was

controled. The localized management of dental administration could be a novel mode which met the requirements for

both clinician and patient.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the liability for localized management
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Fig. 2 Typical photographs of the standard placement of items in

dental clinical room
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Table 3 Survey to patients satisfaction
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