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Table . Distribution of impacted, missing, caries and treated teeth. (total mumber 1, 513)

Missing Impacted Caries Filling Crown
11 20 1 23 7 31
12 10 (4] 22 13 17
C 6 5 12 5 7
PM1 30 2 24 20 13
PM2 21 8 25 44 31
M1 66 36 482 75
M2 21 19 391 26
M3
Total 174 16 161 962 200
% 11.5 11 10.6 63.6 13.2
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Table 2. DMFT rate and Index.

DMFT rate 10.5
DMFT index 2.9
DMF rate 73.2
MT rate 12.0
DT rate 11.0

2 om ol ALl IKHLE FFAl 9= 3 01(8.3%) &
Hdvek. olZle]l WLyl HarE wel{L£58%) F
A H -KFlE7E MR 2o 47.6%% Aslx glo
= OEFR W - KFIE B3] 31.5% (2361) & A=
s ek & AR FIE 1461(13.3%), tE
SHI(6.8%), # IFv- L5 5651(6.8%) T
L1161(9. 5%), EFE Ui 1761(23.2%),  FEEhY)
#R 1401(13. 3%) = %2 o}

WAL TRES) iBole) MRS Bl (% o)
A7k 2mm oAbl 749, Egol AEESET ER
ol 7427} 216(32.8%) & 7}AF wkar, o] %
Sk BRG] 7497} 1901(29.7%), &#%o] AW
st ANERISL A 18(1(28. 1%), ko]l A
Wk A Rel A7 6 6i(9.4%) = Sl ol
(&6 3D



Table 3. Missing and impacied thirc molar.

Category No. %
No. of patients. with full eruption of all third molars 125 24.3
No. of patients. with one or more missing 297 57.5
No. of patients with bilateral missing in max. only 50 S.7
No. of patients with bilateral missing in mand. only 30 5.8
No. of patients without all third molars 68 13.2
Total number of missing third molar 688 33.4
(in maxilla) (359) (34.9)
(in mandible) (329> (31.9)
No. of patients with one or more impacted third molars 195 37.9
No. of patients with bilateral impaction in max. only 6 1.2
No. of patients with bilateral impaction in mand. only 30 5.8
No. of patients with impacted all third molars 1c 1.9
(in maxilla) (72) (10.7)
(in mandible) (185) (26.4)
Table 4. The number of teeth endodontically treated and teeth with apical Jesion.
No endodontic inadequate adequate endodonti'c‘ _
treated pulpotomy endodontic -treated ~ treated fotal
No apical change 1 17 26 15 59
0 — 2mm B
(uncertain) 8 11 18 18 55
2 -~ 4mm 13 8 7 ] 19
4 — 8mm 14 3 4 1 22
Over 8mm 9 2 1 1 13
Total 45 41 56 36 178
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Table 5. The number of teeth with apical lesion according to tooth types.

Upper arch
No apical 0—2mm 5 _ 4mm 4 —8mm over 8mm  Total
change (uncertain)

11 5 9 3 17
12 2 6 1 3 2 14
C 1 2 3
PM1 1 2 2 1 6
PM2 1 1 1 1 1 5
M1 13 5 4 1 23
M2 2 1 2 5
M3

subtotal 24 23 12 8 6 73

Lower arch
11 6 3 4 1 14
12 2 1 2 5
C
PM1 2 2 3 1 8
PM2 3 3 2 1 2 11
M1 27 13 4 6 50
M2 3 6 4 1 14
M3

subtotal 35 32 17 14 7 105
total 59 55 29 22 13 178

Table 6. Shape and margin of apical lesion.
(64 cases with apical lesion larger than 2mm)

. Margin Shape Well-demarcate Diffuse Total
round 19 (29.7%) 21 (32.8%) 40 (62.5%)
irregular 6 ( 9.4%) 18 (28.1%) 24 (37.5%)

Total 25(39.1%) 39 (60.9%) 64 (100%)
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THE STUDY OF ORAL CONDITIONS BY THE FULL MOUTH
ROENTGENOGRAMS IN YOUNG ADULTS.

Dai Ho Choi, D.D.S.

Department of Oral Radiology, Graduate School, Seoul
National University.
(Directed by Prof. Dong Soo You, D.D.S., Ph.D.)
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The author examined 515 full mouth roentgenograms stored in the Dept. of
Oral Radiology, College of Dentistry, Seoul National University.

For evaluating the efficiency of the routine full mouth roentgenogram, each
ot abnormal conditions such as impacted teeth, missing, caries, crown, filling and

apical lesions was observed.

The results obtained were as follows;

1. Among 14.420 teeth examined, missing teeth were 174, impacted 16, caries
161 and treated 1, 162.

2. The incidence of impacted third molar was close to 18.7 percent and the in-
cidence of missing third molar was about 33.4 percent.

3. Among carious and treated teeth, 178 teeth (1.2%) were needed observation
of root apex.
And of these teeth, 119 teeth 0.8%) were observed with apical lesion.

4, There is a considerable relation between the incidence or size of apical lesion
and the accuracy of endodontical treat.

5. Among the teeth with apical lesion, upper and lower first molars were most
frequent (about 41%), upper and lower canine were rare (about 1.7%).
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