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A STUDY ON THE POSITION OF MAXILLARY CENTRAL INCISORS
AND INCISIVE PAPILLA.

Sung Huyn Kang, D.D.S.

Department of Dental Prosthesis, Graduate School, Seoul Nationl University
(Directed by Assitant Prof. Sun Huyng Lee, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.)

The author has performed a statistical study on the vertical and horizontal
distance between maxillary central incisors and incisive papilla, the maxillary
intercanine width, arnd the fcrm of maxillary dental arch. Stone models of
maxillary dental arch were made in 403 Korean adults (300 male, 103 female)
from 20 to 30 years of age.

The results were as follows ;

1. The vertical distance between maxillary central incisors and incisive papilla

was 6.0mm..

2. The horizontal distance between maxillary central incisors and incisive pa-

pilla was 9.0mm..

3. The maxillary intercanine width was 37.7mm..

4. The U type of maxillary dental arch was the greatest percentage with 68.

2%, the percentage for O type was about 21.4% and the V type 10.4%.
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