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Table 1. Distribution of congenitally missing teeth
according to teeth

Number of congenitally missing teeth(% )

Teeth - -
Maxilla Mandible
Central incisor 4 (33 37 60
Lateral incisor 135 (184) 134 (183)
Canine 31 (@2 7 (10)
1st premolar 36 (49 18 (25)
2nd premolar 113 (154) 170 (232)
1st molar 0 © 0 O
2nd molar 18 (25) 10 13)
Total 357 (48.7) 376 (51.3)

Table 2. Distribution of congenitally missing 3rd mo-
lars according to teeth

Number of congenitally

Teeth .
missing teeth(% )

Masla Right 3rd molar 1,103 (306)

Left 3rd molar 1,068 (29.7)

Right 3rd molar 7271 (202
Mandible . o o @02)

Left 3rd molar 700 (19.5)

Total 3598 (100.0)

Table 3. Distribution of supernumerary teeth accor-
ding to location

Number of congenitally

. missing teeth(%)
Location £

Maxilla Mandible
Central incisor region 215 (64.8) 2 (0.6)
Lateral incisor region 44 (132) 0 O
Canine region 16 (4.8 3 (0.9
premolar region 3 09 9 27
1st & 2nd molar region 4 (12) 5 (1.6)
3rd molar region 29 @7 2 (06)

Total 311 (93.6) 21 (64)
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Table 4. Distribution of congenitally missing teeth
according to number or missing teeth

Number of Number of
missing teeth patients(%)
1 182 (48.0)

2 134 (354)

3 25 (6.6)

4 16 42

5 7 19

6 5 (13

7 5 (13

8 2 (05)

9 2 05

10 1 ©3)
Total 379 (100.0)

Table 5. Distribution of congenitally missing 3rd mo-
lars according to number or missing

teeth
Number of Number of
missing teeth patients(%)
1 455 (28.7)
2 580 (37.2)
3 199 (12.5)
4 342 (216)
Total 1,585 (100.0)

Table 6. Distribution of supemumerary teeth accor-
ding to number of teeth

Number of Number of

superrumerary teeth patients(% )

1 219 (799)

2 52 (189)

3 3 12

Total 274 (100.0)
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—ABSTRACT—

A STUDY OF TOOTH NUMBER ANOMALY USING PANORAMIC RADIOGRAPHS

Sang-Eok Park « Kamp-Shik Choi

Department of Dental Radiology, College of Dentistry, Kyungpook National University

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the prevalence and distribution of tooth number anomaly by means
of the analysis of panoramic radiographs in 6,531 patients visited the Dental Infirmary of Kyungpook National University
Hospital from January 1983 to May 1992.

The results were as follows :

1. The prevalence of congenitally missing teeth except third molar was revealed to be 10.8%, and there was a hihger
prevalence in females(44.6% ) than in males(55.4 % ). Mandibular 2nd premolars(23.2 % ) were absent most frequently,
followed by maxillary lateral incisors(18.4 % ), mandibular lateral incisors(18.3% ), and maxillary second premolars(15.4
%) in descending order of frequency.

As to the number of congenitally missing teeth, the percentage of missing one tooth was 48%, missing two teeth

was 354%, missing three teeth was 66%.

2. The prevalence of congenitally missing third molars was revealed to be 39.7%. There was a higher prevalence
in the maxilla(60.3% ) than in the mandible(39.7% ). Maxillary right 3rd molars(30.6%) were absent most frequently,
followed by maxillary left 3rd molar(29.7% ), mandibular right 3rd molar(20.2%), mandibular left 3rd molar(19.5%)
in descending order of frequency.

3. The prevalence of supernumerary teeth was revealed to be 4.2%, and there was a higher prevalence in males(65.7%)
than in females(34.3%). They were found most frequently in maxillary central incisor area(64.8%), followed by
maxillary lateral incisor area(13.2%), posterior area of maxillary third molar(8.7%) in descending order of frequency.
As to the number of supernumerary teeth ; The percentage of one supernumerary tooth was 79.9%, two supernume-

rary teeth was 89%, three supernumerary teeth was 12%.
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