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# 1. Distribution of the subjects according to age & sex

age 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 total
sex

M 13 47 77 76 81 81 66 46 35 18 15 555

F 15 39 67 62 79 73 52 36 22 13 11 469

28 86 144 138 160 154 118 82 57 31 26 1,024

7t 77 ERAo R Al 3 o FAE A dTA Z sle) zte ' 24 24 &),
o) A e AEst A FFE AAG, L
3 7h2) JE2HaA] 7] 85k dv). M. 74y
ub sk xuje] Eajo] wigt whARAIErAe]l st
-2 Nolla* , Moorees*”, Fanning'® o] ¢]s 7]&= 7h xlope| MAX Hao) WIS
Criteriadl] 2|8} o] %o] .0 =, follicle?] 413]3}2 1. |AXI st waHIE
SA7E Bold Alujrh EAste Aoz ZHFH Z AP A2 vl 4 ~144] 0] o] Ao 2 A FbF 7} 5
=h S T2 8AT olydem, i 6 ~114)0] £
4. 5 Azl g3 7125 59 F-= =} b (E 1)
&8 s Apsh Aohdz A7 T—AAshe] EA% 42k 102495 Al 34 T2 744 of 2lo] = 66
Aol foe] 27 glge el & F, (P)0.05) 1 Ho2 6.4550.8% o] girk. WAl 372 6.67

H 2. Distribution of number of permanent teeth congenitally missing according to
sex of the subjects.

No. of congenitally

M F Total (%)
missing teeth
0 518 440 958 (93.55)
1 19 11 30 ( 2.93)
2 15 12 27  (2.64)
3 1 1 2 ( 0.20)
4 2 4 6 ( 0.58)
5 - — -
6 — — -
7 - — -
8 - - 1 (0.10)
No. of children with 37 (6.67) 29(6.18) 66 (6.4510.8)
congenitally missing teeth
T(')ta.l congenitally 60 62
missing teeth
* mean 0.1081+0.0192 0.1322+0.0293
t= 0.7069 d.f. = 1022 P >0.05

* Mean number of permanent teeth congenitally missing per subject.



# 3. Comparison of number of permanent teeth congenitally missing according to

individual tooth of subjects.

Congenitally Left Right Sum (%) *
missing tooth
Mand. 2nd premolar 21 16 37 (30.33)
Max. 2nd premolar 15 16 31 (25.41)
Max. lat. incisor 6 11 17 (13.93)
Mand. cent.incisor 6 9 15 (12.30)
Mand. lat. incisor 7 5 12 ( 9.83)
Max. 1st premolar 3 2 5 ( 4.10)
Mand.1st premolar 1 1 2 ( 1.64)
Max. 2nd molar 1 1 1 ( 0.82)
Mand. 2nd molar 1 — 1 ( 0.82)
Max. canine 1 - 1 ( 0.82)
TOTAL 62 60 122 (100)
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E 4. Distribution of number of congenitally missing teeth according to max.

and mand., right and left side

No. of congenitally Maxilla Mandible Left Right

missing teeth

0 089 983 974 973
1 17 19 41 44
2 16 20 7
3 1 1 0
4 1 1 1 1
Total congenitally
i 36 66 62 60
missing teeth
*  mean 0.054740.0099 0.0645%0.0109 0.0605%0.0093 0.0586+0.0088
'
t = 0.7958 t = 0.1488
P > 0.05 P >0.05
d.f. = 2046 df. = 2046

* Mean number of permanent teeth congenitally missing per subject

«T 5. Distribution of number of supernumerary teeth according to sex of the

subjects.

No. of supernumerary

M F ‘ total (%)
teeth i
0 516 459 975(95.21)
30 9 39( 3.81)
2 9 1 10( 0.98)
No. of children with 39(7.08) 10(2.13) 49(4.79+0.67)
supernumerary teeth
Total supernumerary
teeth 48 ‘ 11
*  mean 0.0865+0.0142 0.023850.0076
t = 3.7188 d.f. = 1022 P<0.01

* Mean number of supernumerary teeth per subject.
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ABSTRACT

THE STATISTICAL STUDY OF PREVALENCE OF CONGENITAL DENTAL
ANOMALIES THROUTH DENTAL ROENTGENOGRAPHIC FINDINGS.

Seon Ok Choi, D.D.S. Jong Gap Lee. D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph. D.

Dept. of Pedodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

This study was undertaken in order to observe the prevalence of congenital dental anomalies
especially that of oligodontia and supernumerary teeth in 1024 children at age from 4 to 14 years,
through history taking, oral examinations, roentgenographic observations of subjects, and statistic

analysis was made.

The following results were obtained:

1. The prevalence of oligodontia in 1024 children was 6.45%.8 percent with a total of 122 teeth
absent in sixty-six subjects, excluding 3rd molars, and most of children (86.4%) who have con-
genitally missing teeth showed abscence of one or two teeth individually.

2. The teeth most frequently absent were the mandibular second premolar, maxillary second
premolar, maxillary lateral incisor, mandibular central incisor, and mandibular lateral incisor in
order,

3. There was no statistically significant difference found in tooth abscence in the following com-
parisons;

. Male Vs Female

. Bilateral vs Unilateral
. Maxilla vs Mandible
. Right vs  Left

4. The prevalence of supernumerary teeth in 1024 children was 4.79 £ .67 percent with a total of
59 supernumerary teeth in forty-nine subjects, all of children who have su‘pernumerary teeth
showed one or two supernumerary teeth individually,

5. Statistically significant difference was found in supernumerary teeth in the comparison of

male vs female, and they were more frequent in male,
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