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Table 1. Distribution of sample by sex and age groups

Age Sex
Male( %) Female(%) Total(x)
Total 174(100.0) 134(100.0) 308(100.0)
17 — 29 59( 33.6) 44( 32.8) 103( 33.4)
30 — 39 43( 24.8) 35( 26.1) 78( 25.3)
40 — 49 36( 20.8) 32( 23.9) 68( 22.1D
50 — 66 36( 20.8) 20( 17.2) 59( 19.2)
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Table 2. Average number of teeth present(mean+ SD) and percentage of teeth and tooth
surfaces showing signs of gingival recession by sex and age groups

Percentage of teeth Percentage of tooth
Number of teeth Present showing gingival surfaces showing
recession gingival recession

A
ge Male Female Total Male Female Total Nale Female Total

Total 2670 2670 2670 469 358 42.1 29.7 20.8 25.8
+224 +182 +207

17—29 2716 2750 27.30 225 246 234 121 14.2 13.0
+276 +1.07 +220

30—39 272 26.58  26.92 49.1 34.3 42.3 294 195 249
+130 +175 +154

40—49 2633 2634 2634 62.9 428 534 41.7 242 335
+176 +216 +194

50—66 2572 2582 25.79 67.9 50.7 614 46.2 313 40.5
+233 +208 +222

Table 3. Percentage of teeth and tooth surfaces showing signs of cervical abrasion by sex
and age groups

Percentage of teeth Percentage of tooth surfaces
Age showing cervical abrasion showing cervical abrasion

Male Female Total Male Female Total

Total 316 20.9 26.9 17.3 108 144
17—-29 134 12.8 13.1 6.9 6.4 6.7
30—39 28.0 219 25.2 147 109 13.0
40—49 409 234 327 21.3 123 17.1
50—66 55.8 322 46.9 33.0 17.1 27.0

Table 4. Mean recession(mean+ SD) by sex and age groups

(unit : mm)
Age Male Female Total
Total 167+ 1.02 145+ 0.79 1.59+ 0.95
17—29 1.31+0.77 1.50+ 0.94 141+ 0.86
30—39 1.58+ 0.95 1.38+ 0.64 151+ 0.86
40—49 1.66+ 091 1.35+ 0.60 1.56+ 0.83
50—66 192+ 1.19 1574 1.94 1.81+1.13
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Table 5. Percentage of teeth by abrasion score, age groups and sex

Abrasion 1 9 3 47

Score

Age M F MF M F MF M F MF M F MF
Total 657 681 665 212 242 222 74 44 64 57 33 49
17—-29 811 828 818 149 108 131 30 25 28 10 38 22
30—39 783 621 722 175 306 225 21 68 39 21 05 15
4049 588 690 623 225 267 239 105 29 79 83 14 59
50.66 576 615 586 248 255 250 100 52 88 77 78 17

MF : Both sexes M : Male F : Female

Table 6. Percentage of tooth surfaces showing signs of gingival recession by each tooth
type and bucco-lingual surface

Bucco-lingual surface Contral Tooth type
Cuspid Premolar Molar Total
& lateral
Total 32.0 114 31.6 25.0 100.0
Buccal surface 214 12.0 418 24.7 65.8
Lingual surface 52.2 10.2 12.1 254 34.2

Table 7. Percentage of tooth surfaces showing signs of cervical abrasion by each tooth
type and bucco-lingual surface

Bucco-lingual surface Contral Tooth type
Cuspid Premolar Molar Total
& lateral
Total 139 12.3 46.4 274 100.0
Buccal surface 12.5 12.8 49.3 25.5 91.0
Lingual surface 28.6 74 17.2 46.8 9.0

Table 8. Percentage of tooth surfaces showing signs of gingival recession by sex and tooth

type
Sex Tooth type
Central Cuspid Premolar Molar Molar
& lateral
Total 32.0 114 31.6 25.0 100.0
Male 30.7 12.1 30.7 26.5 100.0
Female 34.1 10.2 334 22.3 100.0
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Table 9. Percentage of teeth showing signs of cervical abrasion by sex and tooth

type
Sex Central oot ee
& lateral Cuspid Premolar Molar Molar
Total 13.9 12.3 464 274 100.0
Male 144 12.3 43.8 29.5 66.2
Female 12.9 12.2 51.5 234 33.8

Table 10. Percentage of teeth showing signs of gingival recession by age groups and

tooth type

Age o Tooth type
& lateral Cuspid Premolar Molar Molar
Total 320 114 316 25.0 100.0
17—29 318 11.0 38.0 19.2 100.0
30—39 33.3 10.8 29.8 26.1 100.0
40—49 318 11.2 30.3 26.7 100.0
50—66 31.0 124 30.8 25.8 100.0

Table 11. Percentage of teeth showing signs of cervical abrasion by age groups and

tooth type
Age —— Tooth type

& lateral Cuspid Premolar Molar Molar

Total 139 12.3 464 274 100.0
17—29 7.3 131 57.0 22.6 100.0
30—39 10.6 10.3 48.3 30.8 100.0
40—49 10.9 11.6 485 29.0 100.0
50— 66 21.9 13.9 38.2 26.0 100.0
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— Abstract—

PREVALENCE OF GINGIVAL RECESSION AND
CERVICAL ABRASION

Soo-Boo Han*, Hee-Sun Cheong*, Hyock-Soo Moon**, Kwang-Se Hwang*
*Dept. of Periodontology, School of Dentistry, Seoul National University
**Dept. of Preventive Dentistry, School of Dentistry, Seoul National University

The objectives of this study were to examine the prevalence of gingival recession(GR)
and cervical abrasion(CA) and to relate some considered factors to them.

We selected 308 subjects, consisting of male 174 and female 134, who had 14 teeth
at least.

As age increased, the prevalence rates of GR & CA was increased. And both the rates
of GR & CA were higher in male than in female.

Interestingly, the effect of alcohol consumption was the highest in GR and smoking affected
CA highly among several variables. However, we could not prove the direct relationship
between drinking & smoking and GR & CA. Only we assumed poor oral hygiene due
to drinking & smoking as one of predisposing factors. The result of this study did not
show the obvious factor which affected GR and CA greatly. The present study suggested
that GR & CA should be related to a number of factors.
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