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Table 1. Distribution of sample

No. of children ‘ No. of teeth

Male |Female| Total | D [E [ D | E | Total

2% | 20 | 46 | 5 12‘24(19’ 60

— 15 —



Table 2. Distribution of teeth and relapse after

treatment
Months after] ' '
tx.| 4—6 ‘ 7—9 110_12 13—
Part
DN N
Distribu- { 2 3 l 6 ] 1
tion of
teeth B\ 5 4 7 ] 7
E, 5] 4 3 7
" Total No. P
of teeth ( , 18 16
BEFEe] X
L ERghiEC B [Kehe) $F 5.0 pmsl WO
2. EF, FTHIE, B ) R3he  SiEmEE
e Y
3. HEERE YRR AN S Hime A 3= Wy

4. Amalgam %2 Crowno] THERE WY

Hgsh e Ak R4t
FaRiy o=

L Ag B#%E volt Wy

2. felRo.= I AR MRS RE T

X-epo

Lom 22 A:mme s R 1/3L ko] sl @&

20 B BBV RS sH 7k R 1/380 kel
2

2. WEHE

BEL#H

WA kel e by 9 X-gesyy piEs
AHEHA T WSS AR ek, &
R —E W S TR A My =
X-FRE0Y DTS sk o,

@ MR FIH

Ehiel @8, BN, B, REREY e
(IR, #4L), FHE Amalgam 5 Crowne) yN ]

@ X-Hesny

BHIS) RAE, MRS Wk, #R S KRS roentg-
enolucency, #RKe Hill

KEADE HHER

RIGILEM W69 A BR9) /%) mRe 4
WS VIR sl o

A) H—k ks

WREIEA B 5029 kel explorerz.A BE
BAA . dolgl = WMEE RrEstq), H,0,24 o
ol Yeksli ibRA7) # Formocresole g /NE

=8 BT MG 23
flol e WiFE vEilEes
B) #k, =k 4R
R bRl AL Jiko® & % I RERA) =izt
Cotton 5-¢- Z.0.E. 24 #fstd ).

C) ik 32 At Abin

B, WA Bt slolA L T atkoR
Hedl] vt} Formocresolz} Zinc Oxide Eugenols B4
% paste® subbase, Zinc Phosphate Cement® base

i Cottono. 2 gietdch. ¥
stol Phiet s,

g #% Amalgam &2 Crown$ szt

BLES] 2B 2~3A Mgz ?ﬂ“" # T
TBoll ol 22JEo olont ZHy sieps 4, T A
B 9~10Hol FizEs L},

BEE R K&

1. EERsY W
o] Wzl A Eigel B 604 Wb FRIRRY B
Bl #ealed =% 13(HY) wFr RRE REE VebR
o H2REDT 9 WF UE, WEEED Jds %
0 5ME, HBKES Bi%E sl WY S5HE, T2K
€, MFEEsL <A IBILe) 9= W47t 2@k 13
8] WX BT B EEE GBS 1Bikel A
#iel g om TRE B B 9 WF
& BE BRY & Jdeh. B Hile 99 W
08 =T RO R RLE FRE kR o
(@S W= R ORIl #iEla sk R
o2 TR wFd T 451 LE%E T oEE 71 &
ok 68.4%9] WMIyEHES »ol Wl LI B15EES
5@4 B WMF 2T TS MRSRE o Foich M
Makmes TR RS vl #F =5 X-#80Y
28 TR HiRE woagle(Table 3. 2,

2. X-#&8a FR

X-iREBHY 7 WA #estel =T 19 T4
TR FRe 259 we 4] Wb wiRes mE,
28] VEFAE RSl AR, I3 T IR
Hifell roentgenolucency§ 2 39w o] th 5HS #
Fe AW A9 =l g (Table 4. 2R).

B EE M ohE BFENA R 2
A3 BFAFE ¥ e Ko el B B
R¥ 4 g4k

Plidl BRE fashd MKive s 78.39%, st
Bnor 68.3%4 RIFH #FEE A} (Table 5.
2

—16 —



Table 3. Clinically Dissatisfactory Cases

Pain History before Tx.| Percussion Mobility Swelling &
Name Tooth Bt 5 Fistular
Acute | Chronic] Asymp. %}?re Recall %f)?re Recall B}Ie{?re Recall
1. Kim S. El * # * %
2, Han J. IE * %*
3. Kim Y. DI #* * %
4. Park B. DI * * *
5. Ku S. E * : * * * 3 %
6. Yun J. IE *
7. Yun J. El * *
8. Park J. D % * % %
9, Park J. e * #* % * %
10. Wang H. [E * * * % *
11. Kim M. El * %
12. Lee K. DI * L3 *® ® s *
13. Lee S. Di * % %
Table 4. Roentgenographically Dissatisfactory Cases
Relapse | A Widening of Root Furcation Erupting
Name af;er ﬁth:xh Periodontal Mem. | Resorption Roentgenolucency p:g;:a'
Mont eca Before Before Befor 1
(Months) T Recall T Recall Tx C | Recall (::ga?’r)
1. Kim. S. 5 |9YsM . * .
2, Han J. 5 |9.6 % * %
5. Kim Y. 5 |9.2 % % -
4. Kim J. 6 6.8 % *
5. Park B. 8 |7.3 % *
6. Mun Y. 8 58 S *
7. Ku S. 9 6.3 % *®
8 YuS. 10 4.6 L
9. Jung J. 10 6.4 * *
10. Yun J. 11 |82 * % "
1L. Yun J. 1|82 * * "
12. Park J. 1| 7.4 * %
13. Park J. 11| 7.4 % %
14. Wang H. 12 5.5 * *
15. Kim M. 13 5.2 *®
16. Lee K. 13 8.1 % *
17. Lee S. 14 7.6 % *
18. Kim B. 14 6.1 %
19. Kim B. 14 6.1 E3




Table 5. Total satisfactory and dissatisfactory percentages

I l(ecall({r{ontns) 4—6 7—9 10—12 13—
Evaluation Satisfaction Total
Total Teeth Dissatisfaction.
Clinical evaluation ; 76.9 84.6 72.2 81.3 78.3
60
(%) ‘( 23.1 15.4 28.8 18.7 21.7
Roentgenographical evaluation ‘ 69.2 76.9 61.1 68.8 68.3
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THE CLINICAL AND ROENTGENOGRAPHICAL STUDY OF NON-VITAL
THERAPY OF PRIMARY MOLAR

Bong tk, Cha. D.D.S.

Dept. of Pedodontics, Graduate School, Seoul National University

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

TP SRTTPH S ADSEIACE v crermrr i e s e e b st s s s e s s see e -
Sixty non-vital primary molars of forty six children who were patients at the
Pedoddntic Department of Seoul University Hospital, aged from 2 years 7 months
to 9 years 1 month were performed for coronal pulp therapy.
For the evaluation of non-vital pulp therapy, the author observed those teeth
both clinically and roentgenographically.
The results were as follows:
1. Coronal therapy of non-vital tooth can be accepted as one of the ordinary
methods at the view of the save of tooth, time and simplicity
2. The results were satisfactory 78.3% clinically and 68. 3% roentgenographically.
3. The dissatisfactory signs were
a) Clinical view
There were dissatisfactory signs on 13 cases.
(D 2 teeth had fistulous opening.
@ 11 teeth reacted to purcussion and mobility.
b) Roentgenographical view
There were dissatisfactory signs on 19 cases.
(1 13 teeth showed roentgenolucency at bifurcation area.
(@ 2 teeth showed pathological root resorption.
® 4 teeth showed periodontal thickening.
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