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Table 1. Number of the patients in each year

—AEA - uE -S54 - - AR o8 —

74ttt g 1994d & ek & 7|E e g &gt

G L EE B oF 7:.09] M1 &R oA
7} F At vlg) 47t e HAES RATHE ).

2, oY LY EX BE

8-154 A o] AA WY Ao 61.4%5
VERN e 204 o] A#E T2 18.5%, 74| ol 8}
o} A# L 8.1%F YERNATHGE 2, 2-1).

3. AngleM #HuY 2FY B2

A g 3A3 Class [ 2 42.4%, Class 11 div
1€ 22.5%, Class 11 div 2%= 3.9%, Class & 29.1%,

year Male Female Total
1983 5(50.1%) 5(50.0%) 10
1984 12(50.0%) 12(50.0%) 24
1985 14(22.8%) 32(67.2%) 46
1986 44(44.4%) 55(55.5%) 99
1987 42(43.7%) 54(56.3%) 96
1988 39(39.0%) 61(61.0%) 100
1989 58(46.7%) 66(53.3%) 124
1990 37(40.2%) 55(59.8%) 96
1991 51(42.8%) 68(57.2%) 119
1992 60(41.6%) 84(58.4%) 144
1993 56(45.5%) 67(54.5%) 123
1994 30(41.0%) 43(59.0%) 73
Total 448(42.6%) 602(57.4%) 1.050
Table 2. Number of the patients in each group
year Male Female Total
Under 5 yrs. S 1.1%) 13( 2.1%) 18( 1.7%)
6- 7 23( 5.1%) 45( 7.4%) 68( 6.4%)
8-9 100(22.3%) 86(14.2%) . 186(17.7%)
10-11 84(18.7%) 100(16.6%) 184(17.5%)
12-13 86(19.1%) 97(16.1%) 183(17.4%)
14-15 32( 7.1%) 61(10.1%) 93( 8.8%)
16-17 27( 6.0%) 36( 5.9%) 63( 6.0%)
18-19 23( 5.1%) 35( 5.8%) 58( 5.5%)
2021 21( 4.6%) 48( 7.9%) 69( 6.5%)
22-23 18( 4.0%) 33( 5.4%) 51( 4.8%)
24-25 18( 4.0%) 19( 3.1%) 37( 3.5%)
26-27 5( 1.1%) 10( 1.6%) 15( 1.4%)
above 28 yrs. 6( 0.6%) 19( 3.1%) 25( 2.3%)
Total 448 602 1,050
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Table 2-1. Number of the patients with age groups in each year
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age

year under5  6-7 8-9 10-11  12-13 1415 16-17 1819 20-21 22-23 2425 26-27 avove2§
1983 0 0 1 2 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1984 1 1 3 3 6 3 12 2 1 1 1 0 0
1985 0 4 9 12 10 5 1 1 3 1 1 0 1
1986 3 6 15 19 23 15 7 2 5 2 0 1 5
1987 1 9 14 16 15 8 8 2 6 4 5 3 0
1988 2 11 19 13 18 7 4 5 7 6 4 4 0
1989 4 10 33 26 16 5 3 6 6 8 3 2 2
1990 2 6 20 16 11 9 5 8 7 2 S 0 1
1991 2 4 19 20 23 4 9 8 11 10 3 2 4
1992 1 7 25 27 23 15 1 8 12 7 2 2 5
1993 1 7 20 18 20 9 11 10 7 7 8 1 4
1994 1 3 9 12 14 11 2 6 4 3 5 0 2
Total 18 68 186 184 183 93 63 58 69 51 37 15 25
Cleft lip & palate= 2.0%% 3}l tHE 3-1).
Table 3-1. Distribution of the patients with Angle's clasification
Classification Male Female Total

Class | 180(40.2%) 264(43.7%) 444(42.2%)

Class 1T div 1 89%(19.9%) 148(24.5%) 237(22.5%)

Class [ div 2 18( 4.0%) 23( 3.8%) 41( 3.9%)

Class Il 144(32.3%) 162(26.9%) 306(29.1%)

Cleft Iip & palate 17( 3.8%) 5( 0.8%) 22( 2.0%)

3-2).
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Table 3-2. Distribution of the patients with Angle's clasification in each year.

Classifiation Class | Cla.ss | Cla'ss I Class I Cleft lip
year div 1 div 2 & palate
1983 6(60.0%) 2(20.0%) 0 2(20.0%) 0
1984 8(33.3%) 7(29.1%) 1(4.1%) 7(29.1%) 1(4.1%)

1985 24(52.1%) 12(26.0%) 0 10(21.7%) 0

1986 47(47.4%) 26(26.2%) 4(4.0%) 22(22.2%) 0

1987 52(54.1%) 21(21.8%) 33.1%) 17(17.7%) 3(3.1%)
1988 44(44.0%) 26(21.7%) 4(4.0%) 23(23.0%) 3(3.0%)
1989 46(37.0%) 27(21.7%) 5(4.0%) 46(37.0%) 0

1990 33(35.8%) 18(19.5%) 4(4.3%) 35(38.0%) 2(2.1%)
1991 42(35.2%) 37(31.0%) 4(3.3%) 32(26.8%) 4(4.3%)
1992 53(36.8%) 31(21.5%) 9(4.0%) 50(34.7%) 1(0.6%)
1993 53(36.8%) 24(19.5%) 5(4.0%) 37(30.0%) 4(3.2%)
1994 36(49.3%) 6( 8.2%) 2(2.7%) 25(34.2%) 4(5.4%)
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Table 3-3. Distribution of the patients with Angle's classification in each age of group

Classifiation X
Class 1 Class 1l Class 1 Class I Cleft lip
year div 1 div 2 & palate
under 5 yrs. 5 1 0 11 1
6- 7 18 8 37 4
8-9 85 41 4 51 5
10-11 82 36 6 57 3
12-13 80 49 9 39 3
14-15 36 23 7 26 1
16-17 26 13 4 19 1
18-19 26 13 1 16 2
20-21 30 17 3 17 2
22-23 26 16 1 8 0
24-25 14 8 1 14 0
26-27 6 2 0
above 28 yrs. 10 7 2 0
o] class 19| Aolxarl @gton], Aol Fr 3 vpd 71 A 9len 53] 1991d ¢l = F4
of whel A} class 1, Mol EAp7b Fotske A g SV BATHE 4).
oI RATHE 3-3), 5. HFXY £F
4. 4D 5% BRI ATY BE WPAWANME BT FATAM WA 2
Fauy FEd WAAY FEd 2] A8 # 7F A2 43.8%F AAPom 2.9 7| BHA o ol A
) = Bk = 19841339} 1987 S A 9] 8} Wl g @AbrE 159%E YERAATHE 5).

Table 4. Distribution of the patients for orthognathic surgery in each year

year Total patient

1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
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Table 5. AFAH F-F (%)
a1 wT EF AT BT FF 47 AT 9% @4
1983 2222)  2(22.2) 1( 1.1) 444 9
1984 939.1)  2(86)  3(130)  1(43) 1(43)  52L7) 2(8.6) 23
1985 15(36.5) 0 717.0)  3(73) 497 8(19.5) 49.7) 41
1986  29(31.8)  4(43)  11(120)  5(54) 8(87)  21(23.0) 13(14.1) 91
1987 31(356)  9(103)  10(1L4)  3(34)  3(34)  9(103) 34(37.8) 87
1988 26(285) 10(109)  10(10.9)  5(54)  2(21) 22241 10109)  12(13.7) 01
1989 23(203)  6(53) 20(17.6)  8(7.0)  2(17)  22(194) 19168)  13(1L5) 113
1990 17204)  1(12)  8(96) 5(60)  6(72)  15(180)  9(10.8)  22(26.5) 83
1991 26(240)  5(46)  18(165)  5(56)  5(46) 170157y 12(1L1)  20(185) 108
1992 26(19.6) 2(15)  28(21.2) 10(7.5 10(75)  22222) 11(83)  23(174) 132
1993 23(19.6)  4(34)  11(94)  3(25  3(25) 260222 9(76)  38(324) 117
1994 16235)  4(58)  6(88)  7(102) 0 11(16.1)  8(117)  16(23.5) 68
A 243253) 495)  132(137)  55(5.7)  44(4S)  179(185)  78(80)  154(15.9)
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-Abstract-

The Distribution and Trend of Malocclusion Patients
Visited at Department of Dentistry in Orthodontics

Jong Sup Kim, Jin Ho Park, Hong Sik Yun
Nan Hee Yim, Byung Rho Chin, Hee Kyung Lee

Department of Dentirny
College of Medicine, Yeungnam University
Taegu, Korea

1,050 patients who visited orthodontic dental department from 1983 to 1994, were surveyed on the yearly
tendency of orthodontic patient distribution and state by means of Angle's classification.

The results were as follows:

1. There was increased visiting rate of patient per year and higher visiting rate in female than in male.

2. 8-15 age group was 61.4% in total visiting patiénts and over 20 age group was 18.5%, under 7 age group

was 8.1% _ .

3. Class I malocclusion was 42.2%, class 11 div 1 was 22.5%, class T -2 was 3.9%, class [l was 29.1% and

cleft lip & palate was 2.0% in total visiting patient.

4. As showed the living distribution, Namgu and Susunggu's patients were 43.7% of the total patients.

5. There was increased tendency for the number of the patient to be recieved orthognathic surgery.

Key Words : Angle's eclassification, Malocclusion, Survey



