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gl g el (Table 1.).
Criteria Scoring P.M.A. Index.
(Massler’ s method)

P. 0=Normal; Noinflammation.

1=Mild papillary engorgement; Slight incr-
ease in size.

2=0bvious increase in size of gingival
papilla; Hemorrhage on pressure.

3=Excessive increase in size with
spontaneous hemorrhage.

4=Necrotic papilla.

5=Atrophy and loss papllla

M. 0=Normal;

1= Engorgement; Slight increase in size.

No inf Iammatmn.

2=0bvious engorgement; Bleeding on
pressure.

3=Swollen collar; Spontanous hemorrhage

4= Necrotic gingivitis.

A. 0=Normal; Pale rose; Stippled.
1=Slight engorgement with loss of stippling.
2=0bvious engorgement of attached gingivae
with reddness.

3=Advanced periodontitis.

3) Oral Hygiene Index : % ##H#4 e
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(Table 2.).
Table 2. Criteria Scoring Orall Hygiene Index*
(Greene’ s method)

Debris Index.
0=No debris.
1 =Debris covering less than 1/3 of
the tooth surface.
2=Debris covering less than 2/3 of
the tooth surface.

=Debris covering more than 2/3 of
the tooth surface.



Calculus Index.

0=No calculus.

! =calculus covering less than 1/3 of
the tooth surface.

2=calculus covering less than 2/3 of
the tooth surface.

3=calculus covering more than 2/3 of
the tooth surface.

*(0.H.I. =Debris Index + Calculus Index.
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1) Crown Evaluation : 46459 crown &Yy
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o= Jebstoer 7 JAE = length,, crinp, contact,
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ol #EWPRE THE T Crown(B)el 27 o19ivh

Table 3. Number of Surfaces Exhibiting Specific

Defects.

Suraces Exhibiting Defects
Defects o R

Number Percent
Length 82 32.7%
Crimp 74 29.5%
Contour 30 12.0%
Contact 46 18.3%
Cement 19 7.6%

2) P.M.A. Index: GEAEEYS AR BE 3td
WAL A HBy Bt g vhgo] SR Zel
HEWERR-2 = E BT AA Score OF jehon
RSl 48% = P.M.A. Index»} Scre 02 jehy
g el(Table 4). Affald Crown Z:5wFE 1.53, %
M2 0.68¢13 3, BRfdlA Crown #EWTE 2.22

Table 4. Papillary, Marginal and Attached Gingivae Scores *

Teeth Satisfactory crowns (A) r
Index Crown

Unsatisfactory crowns (B)

control Crown Contol
Papillary G. 1.00:£0. 56 0.522-0. 49 1.33£0.47 | 0.5140.50
Marginal G. 0. 53::0. 60 0.16£0. 51 0.8940.62 | 0.19£0.46
|
Attached G. 0.00 0. 00 0. 00 ‘ 0.00

*Mean-+Standard Deviation.

Table 5. Debris Index and Calculus Index.*

Teeth Satisfactory crowns (A) \ Unsatisfactory crowns (B)
Index Crown ’ Control | Crown Control
Debris Index 1.4640. 45 ] 1.2440.54 ! 1.5840. 60 1.33+£0.43
Calculus Index 0.03£0.17 | 0.03:0. 15 [ 0. 04-£0. 19 0.060. 17
0. H. L 1.494+0. 48 J 1.2740. 56 | 1.62+0.52 1.3940. 56

*Mean+Standard Deviation.

A2 0.700]31 ¢} (Table 6).

Crown #2385 #7F sF Nt HUHERAY LBlAl AR
Be¢ 63 FEL BmE: ebi ok (P0.01)

3) Oral Mygienelndex: HSiE#RIgHE T
Bl et sha Sotont & BRE nolA G
o WiHe A FAEtA ek (Table 5).

Altell A Crown B = 1.49 HRELS 1.27019]
. Bfifella]l Crown #¥E WS = 1.62 ¥R 1.39¢)
ol v} (Table 6).

Crown#EwF oF WM HHENEREAA AR
Bt 363 AET 2RE e A @sket. (P)0.05)
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Table 6. P.M.A. Index. and Oral Hygiene Index.

\I‘eeth Satisfactory crown (A) ( Unsatisfisfactory crown (B)
Index \ Crown l Control ( Crown Control

P.M.A. Index 1. 530, 99* 0.6840.92 2.2240.87* 0.70+0.76

0O.H.1. 1.4940. 48x 1.274+0.56 ’ 1. 6240.52x 1.39+0.56

Mean=Standard Deviation.
Code; P-values of crowned teeth compare to controled teeth.
*; PC0.01 x; Nonsingnificant.
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CLINICAL STUDY OF THE GINGIVAL CONDITION FOLLOWING
PLACEMENT OF STAINLESSSTEEL CROWN IN PRIMARY TEETH.

Ji Tai Kim, D.D.S.
Department of Pedodontics, Graduate school, Seoul National University.

(Led by Prof. Moon Ho Cha, D.D.S., Ph.D)

The present study was undertaken to evaluate gingivitis and oral hygiene
status of the crowned teeth comparing to controlled teeth by use of P.M.A.
Index and Oral Hygiene. Index in children from 3% to 74 years old. The results
were as followings.
1. In P.M. A. Index, satisfactory crowned teeth (1.53) showed statistically
significant increment compare to the controlled teeth (0.68) (P{0.01).

2. In P.M. A. Index, unsatisfactory crowned teeth (2.22) showed statistically
significant increment compare to the controlled teeth (0.70) (P(0.01).

3. In Oral Hygiene Index, satisfactory crowned teeth (1.49) showed statistic-
ally nonsignificant increment compare to the controlled teeth (1.27).

4. In Oral Hygiene Index, unsatisfactory crowned teeth (1.62) showed statist-
ically nonsignicant increment compare to the controlled (1.39)

5. The severity of gingivitis following Oral Hygiene Index showed higher in

crowed teeth than the controlled teeth.

6. The severity of giginvitis showed the highest in the unsatisfactory crowned

teeth, the next was the satisfactory crowned teeth, and the controlled teeth

showed the lowest.
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