—CH#t x| B2 E 24K : Vol.15, No.1, 1990—

AR EGL A AJRES} BY

SR - olFA - 0l

=2
[y

A}ﬂ A, &l Wl e}
]EOOI:)\]-o] \:J-o 1343}_:::
& HESn
7}% Ay *ﬂl:ﬂ e Aer
1“”6’011 o3t v} d AF A
7%4 g 99 1 ol gt

Rohlen“’ o] DMF ¢ &8 |74 —% A gk o] &
R ob¢-AF & FREAGH tﬂzﬂ
ol gted, FHAME &2, JPs
}%%, 7‘:19) olao) 5]36) b—].a:) _4
718) g_]_ls) 023) 0129)\'—"—4 ;H'Q'_}-/\ga’ 7 , zéw_g]
AAE, A, uoe =9 JAAE e d
ToF A gAY B F GG E AP HD
o A I goed ATgRA} ARG
EF FAE U@ AT2E 39,
Elderton®, Lavelle®%¢ 2E7} 1sich.
o]goﬂi X]§€7 212235)’ @ = o,\]_z]_%il »3.11,19,28)
o TR AHE Hud FHYE 77 9
AT ol tA FHA A7 2AHA A

XN o fo
@Lmu

1o Yo gy I

3

]417

JQ.
_L4

oY
1

D)
L % o 9 Kok

B

~_4

3

o] 31) 7%] 33) s

Hyd mE FREY FEe wuzs Jysm
EHi—]fS}-;:E] ozla%‘ﬁ‘ ] )}\E}'-
T3 AR Bag B 2A721 Az

ol 27 2a ARY ¥E BB ofeigol
mqw

ol Mate AARAZFHVAN AR 2A
ZIEol ¥ AAIES &5, HeEsE A
st M2 AW &4 E i e Xopg-2Zd) oig
°|EE, I4E, HAEE L TAE 0E 2AE

o:lo|

57

5.4s

o, $¢ 7123 wid o 2AME 10838, 20
SR Byl vimge g4 A FHEAY
Aeis 2 H3 e E 1Fste R astE vholt}

I, =AlCHe o 2

7t ZAMCHA

1988 59 MEAY 2T E"%tﬂﬂl A
Y HAF 1824 HFEe 2,243 B
L2 3 olE ARER 7é'}w‘A?‘S‘f‘iﬁlE}(Table D.

H mAESE, 7|1E Y ey
(1) z,\}.z‘s&-i' 718 Ag) :?'73'16 294

]3:7_

1) Ao} $-2]F9 ojgE

M) Xopd AR 2 ZAEAH

V) BEEe §5F 4 2 W&

(2) 221718 L AARYE9] BYse AL 7]
7] Sl8) AARATIFONG A FFsE 7)E
4Ad, AF 2EINA ANFE, FHFE AR

gt ZAbsth

(3) 718 L Al e 2AVIEY '
T AL FEsy 71E8a.

1) 47 944 2538 =2t 2 JYA
R E Y5ty 2743} d rE }——r‘sl- o}l A7
H71E A gAY Ade] 48] FAHo LA
ok T Aol FEIHT RS A 4TA
FAT olAY $HoR FEIS J|F}AT



Table 1. Distribution of subjects examined by age

Number of examined students

Age 1968 1978 1988
17 66

18 313 287 127

19 1,112 349 975

20 1,719 332 783

21 1,706 288 283

22 504 71 75

All ages 5,354 1,393 2,243

1) A&Xe glojA] SAAR gives 48 %)9 ol o HaH ol BAAE 227001t
T A ZA B2 i F4oA . ol o]z |+ v¥ims] BHd oy 2t
) AR PoiME FHAABRE F730L (Table 2).
2233 24 {58 71839,

V) ZEFXE dEX2 AYstg. W) Ao} £208E
9 el g8 753 A AHES 10397, (1) d%8d Ao} ¢2o1%E & DMF index . 9
2033 ® ANEF v, BA43HT HE 2o|BEL 18MM 77.17%, 19 Al A
85.95%, 204191 85.82%, 21 AlolA] 91.87%,
I, =ApZED} 22 M A] 88.00% 2 AnAL] 220 FEL 86.22
% o)Atk
7} &R ol @A AEACLF DMF AolyE wmg

dAHEE BA 1849 HT 28.70+ 1.4570, L 2A %*—’I?féﬁgi e = DMF A<= (DMF in-
19 Mol A 28.70+1.53 70, 20 Aol Al 28.96+1.73 dex)= Z+Z} 18 Aloll 18.00, 19 Aol 19.93, 20 A}l
N, 21 Mol A 29.11+ 1.80 /W, 22 Mo~ 29.17+ 1. 19.54, 21A4¢] 22.12, 22419 20.48 & AAHF
62700l U HAF FEX ol 28.86+ 1.65 19.98 o] AT}
Mol k. ol& oldel |9} wws) B4 oSy #Ao
Bf Xoldz B 2870(52.83%) EA-A7t (Table 3).
7 Boda oheol 3270(11.94%), 307M(11.12

Table 2. Number of present permanent teeth by age

Sum of present permanent teeth Present permanent teeth per student (with S.D.)
Age 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988
17 1,877 28.44+1.23
18 8,905 8,191 3,645 28.45+1.64  28.54%+1.50  28.70f£1.45
19 31,99 10,072 27,987 28.77+1.84  28.86+1.60  28.70% 1.53
20 49,771 9,653 22,674 28.95+1.93  29.08x1.63  28.96+1.73
21 49,828 8,474 8,237 29.21+1.97  29.42+1.74  29.11%+ 1.80
22 14,778 2,083 2,188 29.36£2.14 29.34+1.56  29.17+ 1.62
All ages  155.178 38.476 64,731 29.00+1.94 28.97+1.64  28.86+ 1.65
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(2) 24 A8 2o} (DMF teeth) | A2 1<
BT $AM), 2&M) 2 AP Aokere 47
1.14+ 1.53 7%, 0.23+0.7370, 7128]3L 4,39+4.91
Aol 9128 DMF teeth & 18 Al A] 5,17+ 4.53
A, 19 AN A1 5,72+ 5.59 7, 20 Al A 5.66+ 4.54
A, 21 Ml A] 6.44+4.90 70, 22 Mol A 5.97+4.41
Az A 8489 HF DMF teeth © 5.75+ 5.04 71

ol it

41, 4-2).

o 4] %) (Decayed teeth) : A4 T4 19 3
#F #HE $AXE 1.4+ 1.537M0len F 4
AEX(DMF teeth) 5 dF 47 A3
H]-& (D-ratio) & 19.57% o] QA ch. E&+ 2 243 94 0]
A5l H&S 11.89% 2 VERETHTable 5-1).

) 242 (Missing teeth) | HA] she) 11 Y
A¢A BHFE 0.2320.73 01 e A& 505
A Z B 9AF g5 n (2D G

o] & o]z el aFe} ulwatd th&-3 2vh(Table R
Table 3. Prevalence of dental caries by age
Percent affected by DMF teeth Sum of DMFT DMF index
Age 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988
17 83.33 260 13.85
18 84.19 83.28 77.17 1,236 1,304 656 13.88 15.92 18.00
19 83.45 82.52 85.95 4,496 1,443 5,577 14.06 14.33 19.93
20 83.95 85.84 85.82 7,483 1,478 4,431 15.03 15.31 19.54
21 83.05 88.19 91.87 7,354 1,425 1,822 14.76 16.82 22.12
22 81.15 87.32 88.00 2,047 349 448 13.85 16.75 20.48
All ages 83.25 84.92 86.22 22,616 6,259 12,934 14, 56 15.51 19.98
Table 4-1. DMF teeth by age (D
Decayed Missing Filled
Age 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988
17 155 12 93
18 399 600 113 171 83 23 666 621 520
19 1,244 641 1,025 696 82 197 2,556 720 4,355
20 1,964 685 910 1,214 116 188 4,305 677 3,333
21 1,984 638 371 1,219 113 79 4,151 674 1,327
22 594 191 112 386 38 18 1,067 120 318
All ages 6, 185 2,910 2,531 3,686 444 505 12,745 2,905 9,898
Table 4-2. DMF teeth by age (ID
Sum of DMF teeth DMF teeth per student (with S.D.)
Age 1968 1978 1988 1968 1978 1988
17 1,260 3.94%3,15
18 1,236 1,304 656 3.95+ 3.54 4.54+3.88 5.17+4.53
19 4,496 1,443 5,577 4.04% 3.55 4.13+3.66 5.72+5.59
20 7,483 1,478 4,431 4.35+ 3.79 4.45+ 3.81 5.66+4.54
21 7,354 1,425 1,822 4.32+4.00 4.95+ 3.91 6.44+ 4.9
22 2,047 349 448 4.06+4.20 4.92+3.23 5.97+4.41
All ages 22.616 6,259 12. 934 4.23+ 3.88 4.49+ 3.69 5.75+£5.04
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672 AAY 7.12% & A Y (Table 5-2). o] F3 ARER HHEY amalgam filling ©)

& 2 X(Filled teeth) : A A2l 19 HF  62.93% 2 A B FES AAYZ th2o] gold
ZAA BHFE 439149170012 FHEFE-  inlay 2 26.09%F HAH-AH(Table 6).
ratio) S 76.55% & A2 tH(Table 5-3).

Table 5-1. Decayed teeth
1968 1978 1988
Number of decayed teeth 6,185 2,910 2,531
Primary decayed teeth (%) 5,612(90.73) 2,785(95.70) 2,230(88.11)
Secondary decayed teeth(%) 573( 9.27) 125( 4.30) 301(11.89)
Decay ratio(%) 27.35 48,69 19.75
Decayed teeth per student (with SD.)  1.16+ 1.57 2.09+2.16 1.14+ 1.53
Table 5-2. Missing teeth
1968 1978 1988
Number of missing teeth 3,686 444 505
root fragments(%) 194(5.26) 38(8.56) 36(7.12)
missing (%) 3,492(94.74) 406(91.44) 469(92. 88)
Missing ratio(%) 16. 30 7.40 3.9
Missing teeth per student (with S.D.) 0.69+1.11 0.32+0.79 0.23+0.73
Table 5-3. Filled teeth
1968 1978 1988
Number of filled teeth 12,745 2,812 9, 898
Filling ratio(%) 56.35 46.45 76.55
filling teeth per student (with S.D.) 2.38+3.33 2.0943.17 4.39+ 4.91
Table 6. Comparison of findings on filled teeth with materials
1968 1978 1988

Amalgam filling(%) 5,588(44. 16) 1,479(50. 38) 6,441(62.93)

Gold inlay, onlay(%) 3,339(26. 39) 913(31.41) 2,670(26.09)

Silicate, resin filling(%) 286( 2.26) 35( 1.20) 137( 1.34)

Paladium inlay(%) 4( 0.14) 15( 0.15)

Gold crown(%) 895( 7.07) 138( 4.75) 299( 2.92)

Stainless crown(%) 641( 5.07) 105( 3.61) 243( 2.37)

Porcelain crown(%) 10( 0.34) 123( 1.20)

Gold bridge(%) 1.212( 9.58) 110( 3.78) 88( 0.85)

Stainless brdge(%). 692( 5.47) 68( 2.34) 67( 0.65)

Porcelain bridge(%) 45( 1.55) 152( 1.49)

Single restoration(%) 72.8 83.6 0.5

Crown(%) 12.1 8.7 6.5

Bridge(%) 15.1 7.7 3.0
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— Abstract —

A STUDY ON DENTAL HEALTH STATUS AND THEIR DECENNIAL COMPARISONS
OF KOREAN COLLEGE GIRL STUDENTS

Chung Kyu Kang, D.D.S., Chung Suck Lee, D.D.S., Ph.D.
Chan Young Lee, Seung Jong Lee, Dong Soo Park

Dept. of Conservative Dentistry, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

The author conducted a dental survey of college girl students and compared with that of college students
20 years and 10 years ago which based on the same criteria. The items of this survey included the
prevalence of dental caries, DMFT and the kinds of restored materials.

College girl students 2,294 were examined in May 1988, with the recommended criteria and method
of WH.O.. Among them, the data of 2,243 were analyzed and compared with the data of 1968 and 1978.

The following results were obtained .

1. The average number of present teeth was 2886+ 1.65, which does not show much difference when
compared to 29.004: 194 of 1968 and 2897+ 1.64 of 1978.

2. The prevalence of dental caries was 86.22%, which increased in comparison to 8325% of 1968 and
8492% of 1978,

3. DMF index was 19.98, which considerably increased in comparison to 14.56 of 1968 and 1551 of
1978,

4. The number of DMFT was 575+ 5.4 per student. Compared to 4.23+ 388 of 1968 and 449+ 3.69
of 1978, there is a considerable increase.

I) The average number of decayed(D) teeth was 1.14+ 163, which decreased from 1.16+ 157 of
1968 and 2.09+ 216 of 1978,

II) The average number of missing(M) teeth was 0.23+ 0.73, which also decreased from 0,69+ 1.11
of 1968 and 0.32+0.79 of 1978.

) The average number of filled(F) teeth was 439+ 4.91, which increased from 2.38+ 3.33 of 1968
and 209+ 3.17 of 1978.

5. According to the analysis of filling material, filling boby including amalgam, gold inlay, resin, silicate
cement and paladium inlay was 905%, which increased in comparison to 72.8% of 1968 and 836%
of 1978. Among them, amalgam occupied 62.93%, which showed the most increase.

On the cther hand, crown and bridge was 65%, 30%, respectively, which showed continuous
decrease from 121%, 151% of 1968 and 87%, 7.7% of 1978.

Therefore, the prosthodontic treatment reduced due to the decrease of tooth extraction. In contrast,
there is continuous increase of conservative treatment which maintaining natural tooth,
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