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Abstract

A Study on the tooth size and shape of the permanent Incisor teeth

Lee, Tae Jung- Shin, Jong Woo
Dept. of Dental Laboratory Technology, shin Hung Junior College

The tooth size and shape of the permanent incisor teeth have been studied and analyzed about the
mean size, S.D, S.E, etcs and percentage from stone model of 100 Korean male and 74 Korean
femae. Theresultswere asfollows.

1. The crown length of permanent incisor teeth were longer in males than in females gatistical

differences of males and female were not found.

2.the mesio-digtal diameters of permanent incisor teeth were larger in males than in females and
datigtical differences of maes and females were found in mandibular lateral incisor and the
bigest were max. central incisor, 2nd max. lateral incisor, 3rd man. latera incisor and the
smallest were man. central incisor.

3. The square form in max. centra incisor was the greatest percentage and the tapering form in
max. lateral incisor and man, incisor was the greatest percentage but tapering form and ovoid
form and other shape were found in max. lateral at the sameratio.

4. Concerning the labia developmenta groové midium” was the greatest percentage in the max.
centrd incisor and low” was the greatest percentage in the man incisor. Concerning the incisal
ling, Sraight line was the greatest percentage in the max, incisor and man, incisor and concerning
thelingua tuberclé none’ wasthe greatest percentage in the max. incisor.

5. In comparison between left side and right side of incisor, the ratio of same shape ware 22.4%-
36.2% but similar or dissimilar cases were more frequntly found.
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Sex N M SD SE t P

= =] M 100 9.61 2.44 24 .29 P>.05
F 74 9.50 1.86 .22

= ] M 100 8.08 2.21 .22 43 P>.05
F 74 7.05 1.62 .19

Z= ] M 100 7.74 2.72 .27 .99 P>.05
F 74 7.34 2.51 .29

= X M 100 8.29 1.68 17 1.18 P>.05
. F 74 7.98 1.71 .20

Sex N M SD SE t P

2] M 100 8.41 92 .09 1.79 P>.05
F 74 8.11 1.16 .14

2] M 100 6.86 1.35 .14 .57 P>.05
F 74 6.78 1.57 .18

= ] M 100 5.24 1.00 .100 .53 P>.05
F 74 5.14 1.42 17

= 2] M 100 6.01 .59 .06 2.09 P<.05*
F 74 5.76 .89 .10

% statistical difference

AARZFTAA [ FATETAA [ HAAZEAA |34 ESAN

1.4 3§ 103(59.2%) | 116(66.7%) 26(14.9%) 35(20.1%)

2.3 3 18(10.3%) 17( 9.8%) 54(31.0%) 54(31.0%)

3. 4493 12( 6.9%) 12( 6.9%) 41(23.6%) 41(23.6%)

4. 71 ¥ 35(20.1%) 26(14.9%) 42(24.1%) 39(22.4%)

1. Yehx] gEo. 20(11.5%) 19(10.9%) 49(28.2%) 42(24.1%)

2. 97k Yehdrot. 113(64.9%) | 113(64.9%) | 102(58.6%) 109(62.6%)

3. 845 vebdrt}. | 39(22.4%) 40(23.0%) 19(10.9%) 20(11.5%)

1.3 A 121(69.5%) | 132(75.9%) 88(50.6%) 92(52.9%)

2.2 & 11( 6.3%) 9( 5.2%) 9( 5.2%) 6( 3.4%)

3. B = 19(10.9%) 20(11.5%) 49(28.2%) 44(25.3%)

4. 71 ¥ 18(10.3%) 10( 5.7%) 21(12.1%) 29(16.7%)

1. Yeh}x] gttt 97(55.7%) | 103(59.2%) | 162(93.1%) | 165(94.8%)

2. 27k YElhd. 50(28.7%) 55(31.6%) 3(1.7%) 4( 2.3%)

3. G4 Yetdtt. | 21(12.1%) | 11( 6.3%) 1(0.6%) 1( 0.6%)
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FAHEFAA [ S5 AN RS AA [t 53 aA
L) 1.9 3 11( 6.3%) 13( 7.5%) 6( 3.4%) 5(29%)
2.3 3 133(76.4%) 135(77.6%) 132(75.9%) 132(75.9%)
3. 343 0 0 5( 2.9%) 6( 3.4%)
4. 71 €t 17( 9.8%) 16( 9.2%) 25(14.4%) 27(15.5%)
& W 71 YepR get. 93(53.4%) 98(56.3%) 91(52.3%) 94(54.0%)
WS AE) | 2. 9F7F ERST) 67(38.5%) 66(37.9%) 77(44.3%) 73(42.0%)
) 3. 234 YEehdd). 6( 3.4%) 7( 4.0%) 3( 1.7%) 4( 2.3%)
A g d|l.3d A 136(78.2%) 137(78.7%) 107(61.5%) 102(58.6%)
k] BHl2. 2 = 2( 1.1%) 2(1.1%) 2(1.1%) 2(1.1%)
3.8 4( 2.3%) 4( 2.3%) 18(10.3%) 191(10.9%)
4. 7] €t 20(11.5%) 25(14.4%) 43(24.7%) 48(27.6%)
5.
' B FEN A ZAA oor 3AA s 2AK
1. & c} 63(36.2%) 46(26.4%) 41(23.6%) 39(22.4%)
2. ¥]&3io 58(33.3%) 75(43.1%) 46(26.4%) 73(42.0%)
3.t &g 47(27.0%) 46(26.4%) 74(42.5%) 53(30.5%)
V. &2 U ,
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