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[Abstract]

surgery. The accuracy is the key index to measure the system. In this study, the clinical
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Dynamic navigation system is more and more widely used in implant

application accuracy of the dynamic navigation system was compared with that of the free
hand and static surgical guide system, and the influencing factors of error are summarized,
and the future development trend is prospected. In regular implant surgery, the dynamic
navigation system can achieve better clinical effect than the free hand operation, and
is similar to that of the static guide system, and shows obvious technical advantages in
complex operations such as zygomatic implant surgery.
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