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Table 1. Possesive ratio of the impacted tooth
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Total Patients having impacted teeth Impacted teeth
number
number Number (%)
1559 252 (16.26) 419
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Table 2. The frequency of the impacted teeth by
sex

Number of patients Impacted teeth

having impacted teeth

N (%) meant SD
Male 170 (675) 278(66.34) 1.64+ 087
Female 82 (325) 141(33.65) 1.72+0.89
Total 252 (100) 419( 100) 1.66+0.88
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Table 3. The occurence of the impacted teeth by jaw region

Site Mandible Maxilla
Sex Left Right Left Right Total
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)

Male 86(20.5) 97(23.2) 52(12.4) 43(10.3) 278(66.3)

Female 39(9.30) 28(6.68) 42(10.0) 32(7.64) 141(33.7)

Total 125(29.8) 125(29.8) 94(22.4) 75(17.9) 419(100)

Table 4. The occurence of the impacted teeth by age
Sex Male Female
Total
Age Numb. N (%) N (%)

0— 5 0(0.00) 0(0.00) 0(0.00)
6—10 1(0.40) 0(0.00) 1(0.40)
11-15 5(1.20) 3(1.19) 8(2.39)
16—20 38(15.1) 14(5.56) 52(20.6)
21—25 61(24.2) 29(115) 90(35.7)
26—30 33(13.1) 15(5.95) 48(19.1)
31—35 10(4.00) 6(2.38) 16(6.30)
36—40 6(2.40) 5(2.00) 11(4.40)
41—45 5(2.00) 4(1.58) 9(3.58)
46—50 5(2.00) 4(1.58) 9(3.58)
51—55 1(0.40) 0(0.00) 1(0.40)
56— 60 2(0.79) 1(0.40) 3(1.19)
61—65 1(0.40) 000.00) 1(0.40)
66—70 2(0.79) 1(0.40) 3(1.19)
Total 171(67.9) 81(32.1) 252(100)
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Table 5. Frequency of the impacted tooth by impacted site

Site Mandible Maxilla
Total

Tooth Left Right Left Right

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
1 2(047) 0(0.00) 2(047)
2 1(0.23) 2(0.47) 3(0.72)
3 3(0.72) 2(047) 5(1.20)
4 1(0.23) 1(0.23)
5 1(0.23) 1(0.23) 3(0.72) 1(0.23) 6(1.43)
6 1(0.23) 1(0.23) 2047

7

8 123(29.3) 121(28.9) 77(184) 60(14.3) 381(90.9)
Supern. 1(0.23) 2(047) 1(0.23) 1(0.23) 5(1.20)
(mesiodense) 14(3.3) 14(3.30)
Total 125(29.8) 125(29.8) 87(20.8) 14(3.3) 68(16.2) 419(100)
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Table 6. The relation of the possesive number of the
impacted teeth

Number One Two Three Four Five Total

Person 137 77 26 10 2 252

% 544% 306% 103% 40% 80% 100%
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= Abstract=

A Study on Frequency of the Impacted Tooth of Korean
Yong Oh Lee, DDS, PhD; Seon Hye Moon, DDS, MSD; Uck Sa Gong, DDS

Department of Dentistry, Keimyung University
School of Medicine, Taegu, Korea

The authors have made on the frequency studies on the impacted tooth of 419 cases in the 252 patients,
170 males & 82 females.
The survey has been undertaken to classify the impacted tooth of korean through panoramic view by means

of frequency of the impacted tooth, sexual difference, age, jaw, impacted site and number of the impacted
tooth.

The results were obtained as follows:

Possesive ratio of the impacted teeth was 16.3% by patients and average number of the impacted teeth
was 1.66.

The number of average the impacted teeth was higher in female than male.

In the relation of the impacted teeth by jaw region, mandible was higher than that of maxilla.

The occurence of the impacted teeth was the most highest in the 21-25 years grade.

Most prevalent impacting teeth was third molar and to the next mesiodense, upper canine.

In the relation of the possesive number of the impacted teeth, one case is most prevalent and to the
next two cases.

Key Word: Impacted teeth



