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no root resorption
questionable root shortening
definite root shortening
very severe resorption
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Table 1. Tabulation of all teeth: Incidence and degree of apical root loss

Number Degree of Resorption e
Teeth of 0 | 1 ) 2 | 3 Il Total affected | =
. % % % % % B
materiall No  of No of No of No of No o SR
— total total total ) total total
1)1 176 18.0 | 46 4.7 | 9 60.6| 162 166 | 799 - 819 |1
1 TS 19 | 3.5 | 16 168 6 00 | 204 2.9 |6
2l2 197 20,2 | 22 2.2 | 668 68.5| 94 9.6 | 784  s0.4 |2
2lz2 975 | 81 sa2 | 48 4.3 | 106 09| o0 0.0 | 154 168 |10
3138 790 81.0 | 161 16.4 24 2.4 0.0 185 19.0 |8
313 75 1 843 865 | 132 13.5 0 0.0 o0 00 | 132 135 |n
414 209  21.4 | 80 8.2 | 643 65.9 | 43 4.4 || 766  78.6
414 75 | 560 s7.4 | 93 9.5 | 318 32.6| 4 0.4 || 415 426
515 227 23.3 | 47 4.8 668 68.5 33 3.3 748 76.7 | 4
515 75 | 786 0.6 | 36 3.7 | 153 15.7] 0 0.0 | 18  19.4 |7
616 799 81.9 | 94 9.6 82 8.4 0 0.0 176 18.0 |9
616 75 | g9 92.2 | 53 5.4 | 23 23| o0 0.0 | 76 0.1 |13
717 866  88.8 | 109 N2 0 0.0 0 0.0 || 109 L2 |12
717 75 | 975 1000 | o 0.0 0 0.0l o 0.0 0 0.0 |14
M};ﬁfgry 6825 | 3264  47.8 | 589 8.2 | 276  39.2| 332 49 |3561 522
Total
Mandibalar| 6825 | 5655  82.9 |39 5.8 | 764 1m.2) 10 0.1 |1z 7
(,I’{)‘i‘;? 13650 | 8919 65.3 | 965 7.0 | 3440 25.2| 342 2,5 | 4731 347
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Fig. 2 Distribution of root resorption according
to Newman’s classification.
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Table 2. Distribution of root resorption in Mx.
and Mn. teeth.

Type and 9% of teeth affected

degree of

Resorption Maxillary mandibular
class 0 47.8 82,9
class 1 8.2 5.8
class 2 39.2 1.2
class 3 4,9 0.1

Total affected‘ 52.2 17.1

Table 3. Sex ratio of root resorption

et ] ] Male Female
zAH Al Y 3204 655%
ATEFE 884 2304
% of affected 27.5% 35. %
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A ROENTGENOGRAPHIC STUDY ON APICAL ROOT RESORPTION OF HUMAN
PERMANENT TEETH

Bong Ki Kang, D.D.S.

Dept.of Orthodontics, Graduate School, Seou! National University.

(Directed by Assoc. Prof. Cheong Hoon Suh, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph. D.)

The purpose of this study was to investigate the resorption potential in human
permanent teeth by analyzing the frequency and the degree of root resorption
as revealed by routine intraoral roentgenograms.

The following conclusions were obtained:

1) The distribution of root resorptions was as follows;

a) 65.3 per cent were no root resorption.

b) 7.0 per cent showed questionable root shortening.
c) 25.2 per cent were definite root shortening.

d) 2.5 per cent showed very severe resorption.

2) The order of susceptibility of teeth to resorption in this study was consistent

with other studies.

3) The maxillary teeth showed a much higher incidence (52.2 per cent) than

the mandibular teeth (17.1 per cent)

4) The sex ratio of the sample in this study was 1.3 female to 1 male.
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