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-ABSTRACT-

STUDY OF RECOGNITION OF MALOCCLUSION AND
ORTHODONTIC TREATMENTS

SShin-Jae Lee, D.D.S., M.S., Tae-Woo Kim, D.D.S,, M.S.D,, Ph. D,
Cheong-Hoon Suhr, D.D.S., M.SD., Ph. D..

Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Seoul National Universily

In this study, in order to survey the effect on public recognition in malocclusion and orthodontic treatment by
brochures made by Korean orthodontic association, sample were divided into control and experimental group and
a questionnaire was inguired and the results were as follows:

1. In the experimental group, frequency of recognition for the need of orthodontic treatment was high, and this
indicates dental health behavior and recognition can be inspired by adequate giving of information.

2. Between the control and the experimental group, patterns of the negative opinion was different, and especially
the demand for specific orthodontic treatment can be influenced by the content of brochures.

3. The brochures used in this study can call attention to develope the orthodontic aspect for the malocclusion,

hereafter more systemic and active measures for development of public dental behavior and recognition should
be needed.

KOREA J. ORTHOD 1994 ; 24(1) : 193-198.

Key words : Recognition of Malocclusion, Orthodontic! Treatment Need



