rlr rul-r:

i

(1) eApchet

3 9ol Wik Bz} 5,226 % Wz}l 2,8129, o
42 41442 dq4es sksivk

— o gtso} 2] #EHE A [ Vol 10, No.1, 1983 —

el obEe| fagAlol Wat FATA of T

Vo alerm A shensr 4ob2 st

o] A 2ol F 2

I. M ) (L) AeHy

W) #2572 e £5 b abz g p-

dHAoL fAAL P
4= 9le}l, Menczer!'® = ]

Saolog Aoat A o FUdaE
25}412 ™ Brook* Lewitas"; Main® Pindborg
! Shafer® 52 1A= WA st ol 4 1A=
T8z o) el Pell Ysked  fratslctm
K sl gic},

Brook 2 Clayton®, Grahnen & Granath® Hitch-
in & Morris” Pindborg® W7 42820, G14-%)
o WA w o] wiled B 13}gi e, Crollt Lev-
itas", McDonald4! Munro'! $-& o732 u

Frx 2ol 4] 8] w5 ol Ay o] whadl o st

= anoramic WA AF21-8-(J. Morita) 2 o3
éoﬂxq o2 g 2,3,4) 3 AsE c}oa 2wy

3aked (4hA1 1,

A,

dhed R ashgleh el ZuRE-glel alsle] = I 7
Munro”, Grahnen & Granath® 852 W s} ¢ 7 e

o Grahnen & Granath®, ¥ %0 $3k§-2] 7}

ol A oz §efe| o4yl AL A A Fig. 1. Radiograph of the fused toothb_a].
ol abale] Wmahod o Brook' AL o4 —

o WaAale] dae) wwaskelel,
o] 2h7ko] fal-faloll ko] of el k) 1A} Qe

v A olake] Wk XA Aol H a4kl
o] gk =iyl 71011 Holsled ghaal olg it
A2} LAl TA o elAL dakEel whste

v

7474} 8 Panoramicul4bAl Abzl4F o @ 9] 8}
Al AL wh chae] 2 A-E gl gl slel ofel] R ais)
= o],

I. H7cied o Wy

B A FuAt oFE-S odaluldam 2| Fe)E 4-o)) L ]

-123-

Fig. 2. Radiograph of the fused tooth [bc.



Table 1. Case Histories

Case Sex Primary teeth Permanent dentition
No. Involved anomalies
1| F cb]
2 F [bc [Z°  missing
30 M [ab
4 | F [ab
5 M @ ll missing
6 M a] 2] missing
Fig.3. Radiograph of the fused tooth ba.| 7 F [ab [2  microdontia
= 8 F [ve
9 M EF] —2-| missing
10 | F bal T| missing
11 M Tb_l 2] missing
12y M "ba]
13| F |ab |2 missing
delayed
eruption
14 F _b—c—| “3] missing
15 | F foe
16 | F [ab
Fig. 4. Panoramic radiograph shows the fused 17 M [be [2  missing
tooth on the lower right decidious 18 M [bc [2 missing
lateral incisor and canine, 19 F [be [2  missing
20 F ﬁ)T 2|2 missing
1. Aal 2ld ahabol agt fahA 0§ e e
2 fqirz% 7 VL]~°}%i] 4y :‘105 2 | F bl 2| missing
3 Tor?_sJTrZI o 4 6“?1“ +E ‘;-!‘—r—‘%]“é L= ) Y Dalab
LORERASE A e 9T A 8 A% w | w | W ST g
o Al A 5| M ba 2| missing
I 01_?_ éﬂl- delayed
= eruption
FAAlE bl obEel T4 A4 % Panoramic %M ol 2 mising
WAL LA AshE able 13h 20w S4B delayed
A obE0] u e % 5,206% T SdelZ 1.03 % eruption
o)), whal 2,812 ol 4 & 25412 0.89%, I}k 2,4 M Bafab 2] conical shape
4ol 4L 290l 2 1.2% 24 of ol 4] obah b ol
042 R ool (table 2 A2 ) 29 F m _2—| missing
FRRA 2] Absrel r s aelol 4= 7o, spet 0 F b} 21 missing
ol 4 506l . afeboll 412 §ah712] kA vl ol pE Joe 27 missing
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Case Sex Primary teeth Permanent dentition

No. involved anomalies
32 M Ta] delayed eruption
33 M —ba—' delayed eruption
34 M El 7] missing
35 F |ab. |2 conical shape
36 | M “ba

37 M c—b[ —2—l missing
38 | M “ba

39 | F “ba

40 M _ba ij missing”
41 M .!EI 2] missing
42 F c—b] 2| missing
43 F “bal 2] missing
44 M —bﬂ 7‘ missing
45 F m ’7 missing
46 F [oc [2  missing
47 F m ’3_ missing
48 | F [be

49 | M [ab_ |2 missing
S0 I —?b—[ -2—1 missing
51 F ba |ab

52 M _ba]

53 | F “cb] 2| missing
54 M —m 7] missing

s; Supernumerary teeth

Table 2. Prevalence of the fused teeth

Table 3. Location of the fused teeth in both

jaws.
ab be
Tatal
Right Left | Right |Left
Upper jaw 3 4 - - 7(12.9%)

Lower jaw| 17 7+1| 12 13 | 50 (92.5%)

* 3 bilateral cases involved
* 1 Supernumerary ([as )

Table 4. Congenital tooth missing in

permanent dentition

Upper jaw | Lower jaw | Total

Missing in the

permanent 4 29 33 (61.1%)
dentition

No. of examinee

No. of fused teeth

Male 2812 25 (0.89%)
Female 2414 29 (1.2%)
Total 5226 54 (1.03%)
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Table V.Prevalence of the fused teeth in other

countries.
No. of No, [ Percentage Authors
Country | case Studied| prevaleuce
U.S.A. 3557 0.5 Clayton
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~ ABSTRACT ~

STATISTICAL STUDY OF THE FUSED TEETH IN THE PRIMARY
DENTITION IN KOREAN CHILDREM

Ji Fwa Lee Jong Gap Lee D.D.S

Dept. of Pedodontics, School of Dentistry, Yon Sei University

This study was designed to find out the prevalence of the fused teeth in the primary dentition
and their successors. The clinical and panoramic radiographic examination was undertaken of
5226 children (male 2812, female 2414) attended department of Pedodontics, College of Denti-
stry, Yon Sei University, Seoul, Korea.

The results were as follows;

1. The prevalence of the fused teecth in the primary dentition was 1.03 percent and female

(1.2%) affected more frequently than male (0.89%).

2. Compare with the maxilla and mandible, the prevalence of the fused teeth were higher in the
mandible than in the maxilla.

3. The fusion of the primary teeth were occured between central with lateral incisor in the
maxilla, and central with lateral and lateral with canine in the mandible.

4. There were 33 cases (61%) of succeding tecth missing among 54 case of the tused teeth,
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