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Table 1. Demographic table of 111 TMD patients

Duration of

Severity of Sympts
Present Iliness y ymptom

Secondary CNS

excitatory effect Contributing factor

Macro-  Micro-

Acute  Chronic Minimal Moderate Severe Present Abhsent Both
trauma {rauma
M 9 17 7 14 5 14 12 4 16 6
F 30 5 21 49 15 8 47 6 63 16

History of treatment Treatment modility

Response to therapy Treatment outcome

Conservative Conservative

Present  Absent with splint  without splint Discharged Discontinued Improved  Unimproved
8 18 21 5 6 20 14 12
F 28 57 50 B 27 53 38 47
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F22 74 F8ago] o8 duE4R52 7]
AL ag A - mAFY AgHe
AsYHE 298 Y/E=E HF YA
8, X gue-& A 8ds £E AE25Y, A5
BE AT 2 2 qae 4 Uy
tHTable 1).

2. o

Zk YRR e F ol F ARG A} 0028}
< 9m e9aA stgon F9d Tk a9
o2 Whed A5 AAHA ALt 7]
AL og 9348 Adse 538 7
Z¥xo| A, AASFHAT(SOM), FiE I=
(0-C), el HE(1-8), $&3 %(DEP),
B = (ANX), Azt A=MHOS), HAF 3
Z(PAR) ¥ HAZF A (PSY)E 9l 3439
ol TH4+% A&atd' HEF A7t T
2 F 2 t-AAF 3 v zaisich

1. SHZ0l Hil

A7 19 & 71Fo 237 wa
T 938 HFTS vng 2o A Fol
BT vl8) 9 A4S T2 TH 59
BFgkol B gton 53] tlduaa sl
AR e FAHeE foAF Aoj(p<
0.05)8& ERAtHTable 2).

2. BRI [IE bl

EFE, BARE, 5ol 4T £ AEE &
$H E(NAS)Y we BR(0-2)FFE(3-6), 3L
E(7-1008 EF34PFER THSE vad
A4y, AERGE 255, FEERTUE 15T
A 2z folstA FUtHp<0.01, Table 3).

3. CIZEN [IE Hlw
FE 715805 Ay REE F3474A

o o)W FEAFLOR sk YEe A
2499 430 wel BATE Uirol ¥me



Table 2. Comparison of T-scores hetween the acute and chronic group.

SOM 0-C I-5 DEP ANX HOS PHOB PAR PSY
ACUTE(40) MEAN 50.45 4555 43.48 45.68 4118 46.68 46.18 4340 46.10
SD 8.80 802 8.3 832 7.83 8.26 9.84 712 890
CHRONIC(71) MEAN 50.80 48.09 47,01 4790 4783 50.66 46.73 45.15 4753
SD 10.01 9.64 9.04 9.45 10.99 11.09 12.08 395 10.73
P 04275 | 00812 | 00226 | 01099 | 03713 | 00358 | 04020 | 01470 | 0.1328

Table 3. Comparison of T-scores among the patients according to severity of symptoms
SOM 0-C | DEP ANX HOS | PHOB | PAR PSY
MINIMAL(28) MEAN 45.79 4423 4397 4279 43.04 46.07 4450 41.29 42.32
S.D 6.07 6.89 192 6.00 9.66 6.96 11.36 954 9
MODERATE(63) MEAN | 50.19 46.46 4567 47.10 47.44 4881 4565 44.43 444
SD| 836 833 7.83 8.18 737 899 10.18 723 849
SEVERE(20) MEAN | 59.05 53.30 4845 53.15 54.45 55,55 52.15 4935 54.00
SD 11.87 11.46 12.20 11.69 13.28 14.60 13.00 715 11.68
F 136610 | 6.4286" | 14788 | 85005™ | 8.6012™ | 54872 | 3.1860" | 5.8265™ | 8.759%6"

* P<0.05, *+ P<0.01

Table 4. Comparison of T-scores between the patients with associated symptoms due to secondary
CNS excitatory effect

SOM 0-C I-5 DEP ANX HOS | PHOB | PAR PSY

PRESENT(52) MEAN 5332 | 4971 4.7 49.21 50.61 5171 8% | 4619 20.17
S.D 10.33 942 9.16 962 10.33 11.23 10.39 763 962

ABSENT(59) MEAN 4834 | 495 4359 | 4524 | 4493 41.24 44.39 43.05 4419
SD 8.34 830 812 819 8388 891 1171 8.73 9.1

P 00031 | 0.0030 | 00002 | 0.0108 | 00012 | 00112 | 00172 | 00247 | 0.0010
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Table 5. Comparison of T-scores among the patients according to contributing factors

SOM 0-C -5 DEP ANX | HOS | PHOB | PAR PSY
MICRO- MEAN | 4991 4672 46532 | 4675 | 4970 | 4967 4529 | 4432 46.39
TRAUMA (79) SD | 911 912 854 896 9.79 10.37 10.44 8040 971

MACRO- MEAN | 5020 | 4750 | 4850 | 4940 | 4960 | 4910 | 5320 | 4390 | 499
TRAUMA (10) 5D | 89 5.78 953 885 6.67 965 1290 5.28 6.61

BOTH (22) MEAN | 5364 | 4868 | 4600 | 4732 | 4991 4823 | 479 | 4554 | 4810
SD | 1117 10.35 9.71 9.%9 1154 10.30 12.43 935 1227
F 12905 | 03815 | 05672 | 03769 | 1.0263 | 01985 | 22866 | 0.1918 | 06217

Table 6. Comparison of T-scores between patients according to past history of treatment

SOM 0-C I-5 DEP ANX HOS | PHOB | PAR PSY
PRESENT(36) MEAN 5111 4811 4547 4794 4858 | 5033 4639 | 4511 4783
S.D 10.17 9.24 9.55 961 887 11.52 12.96 761 1050

ABSENT (75) MEAN | 5047 | 4673 | 4587 | 4670 | 4712 | 488 | 4660 | 4424 | 4667
SD 9.38 9.10 860 883 1046 964 10.48 872 9.9
p 03723 | 02315 | 04146 | 02512 | 02374 | 02417 | 04638 | 03061 | 02872

Table 7. Comparison of T-scores between patients according to treatment modality

SOM 0-C I-S DEP ANX | HOS | PHOB | PAR PSY
Conservative MEAN| 5069 4704 | 46.03 4711 4728 | 4939 4670 | 4406 4711
without- splint(71) ~ SD| 10.06 9.10 9.39 9.21 10.89 10.28 12.69 8M 11.00

Conservative =~ MEAN| 5056 | 4742 | 4522 | 4708 | 4815 | 492 | 423 | 635 | 469
with splint(40) sp| 767 | 9271 | 800 | 89 813 | 1035 | 84 | 72 8.40
P 04917 | 04173 | 03262 | 04917 | 03319 | 04673 | 04163 | 02199 | 04631
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Table 8. Comparison of T-scores between the patients according to response to therapy

SOM 0-C -5 DEP ANX HOS PHOB | PAR PSY
DISCHARGED(33) MEAN 49.58 45.70 4551 4670 47.30 4921 44.60 44.00 46.00
SD 857 8.62 755 9,02 912 918 | 1368 8.01 9.29
DISCONTINIUED(78) MEAN 51.14 47.80 4583 | 4127 411 4938 47.35 4474 47.49
SD 10.04 931 944 914 10.34 10.75 10.08 853 10.45
P 02197 | 0.1358 | 04326 | 0.3824 | 04216 | 04683 | 0.1243 | 0.3364 | 0.2423

Tahle 9. Comparison of T-scores betwsen the patients according to treatment outcome.
SOM | O-C IS DEP | ANX | HOS | PHOB | PAR | PSY
IMPROVED(87) MEAN | 4922 46.11 44.89 46.37 47.09 4357 4590 44.16 46.24
SD| 855 828 822 863 74 971 10.04 04 842
UNIMPROVED(24) MEAN | 5591 51.04 48.83 49,75 4942 52.04 4883 4583 4996
SD | 1142 11.01 1055 1023 15.13 11.83 1492 11.79 1441
P 0.0012 | 00098 | 0.0278 | 0.0546 | 0.1587 | 0.0743 | 01328 | 0.1958 | 0.0569
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- ABSTRACT -

Psychological Analysis of TMD Patients through the SCL-80-R

Myung-Yun Ko, D.D.S.. M.S.D.., Ph.D.

Dept. of Oral Medicine, College of Dentistry, Pusan National University

Personality characteristics of TMD patients was studied through the SCL-90-R. Il patients were subjected
at the Orofacial Pain Clinic, Dept. of Oral Medicine, PNUH, from 1991 to 1996.

All the TMD patients were divided and analyzied comparatively by the ways of duration of present illness,
severity of symptoms, associated symptoms, traumatic contributing factor, history of treatment, treatment
modality, response to therapy and treatment outcomes.

The obtained results were as follows;

1. Mean value of T-scores on 9 basic scales in all the groups was within normal range.

2. There showed higher levels of T-scores in the chronic group, the unimproved group and the discontinued
group.

3, T-scores in the patients with severe symptom, associated symptoms, and history of treatment revealed
higher.
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