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Figure 1. Distribution of hopeless teeth
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Table 1, Comparison of PD(mm) between anterior and posterior teeth

Experimental Control Significance
Anterior teeth
41£1 27%1 1
(080 pairs) 8, .56 0.27£1.68 p<0.0
Posterior tc?eth 9.17+1.07 717£1.73 p(0.01
(n=276 pairs)
Total 9.00+1.23 6.96+1.76 p¢0.01

(n=356 pairs)




Table 2, Comparison of MO(degree) between anterior and posterior teeth

Experimental Control Significance
Anterior teeth
+ +
(n=80 pairs) 2.38£0.80 1.4810.90 p(0.01
Posterior tecth 2.50+0.87 1.20+1.03 (0.01
(n=276 pairs) 500, 201, p0.
Total
2.47%0.8 1.26+1.01 0.01
(n=356 pairs) ’ 8 ’ ’ pC0.
Table 3, Comparison of BL(%) between anterior and posterior teeth
Experimental Control Significance
Anterior teeth - c
. 80.00£18.28 59.18£19.59 p<0.01
(n=80 pairs)
Posterior teeth 77.53+18,37 53.02417.90 .01
(n=276 pairs) T 220022 P
Total
8.08+18 4.411+18.4 0.01
(n=356 pais) 78. .35 54. .45 pA0.
Table 4, Pearson correlation(r) according to tooth number
Tooth number Number .Of cases PD(r) MO(r) BL(r)
(pairs)
17/27 66 0,42% 0,26 0.17
16/26 69 0,44* 0.42% 0,42%
15/25 30 0.42* 0.37* 0.29
14/24 26 0.17 0.25 0.00
13/23 3 0.98 0.94 0.98
12/22 20 -0.04 0.43 0.58**
11/21 16 0.29 0.10 0.20
31/41 22 0.17 0.21 -0.22
32/42 13 0.05 -0.26 -0.30
33/43 6 0.01 -0.17 -0.69
34/44 6 0.17 0.51 0.35
35/45 14 0.03 0.18 0.10
36/46 26 0.32 0,45 0.65*
37/47 39 0.15 0.21 0.37*
Anterior teeth 80 0.09 0.41* 0.39**
Posterior teeth 276 0.33* 0.33* 0.34*
Total 356 0.30** 0.34* 0.35™
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-Abstract-

A comparative study of periodontal conditions around
mesially tipped molars by a tipping degree

Young-Hwa Kang, Sung-Ho Kim, Yong-Seon Jeon, Moon-Taek Chang, Hyung-seop Kim

Department of Dentistry, Graduate School Chonbuk National University

The aim of the present study was to investigate the distribution of periodontally hopeless teeth in patients
who had not been treated.

Five hundred nineteen teeth of 163 patients who had visited at the Department of Periodontology, Chonbuk
National University Hospital during the period from January 1999 to July 2001 were selected as a periodontally
hopeless tooth, Selection criteria were as follows: 1) probing pocket depth more than 8mm, 2) tooth mobility
of degree 111, 3) radiographic bone loss more than 75%. The contralateral tooth to a hopeless tooth (experi-
mental tooth) was designated as a control tooth, Between the experimental and control tooth, differences in
probing pocket depth, tooth mobility and amount of radiographic bone loss were examined as well as correla-
tion.

The results showed that hopeless teeth were most frequently found in the maxillary first molar position and
least frequently in the maxillary canine position, Differences between experimental and control teeth were
2mm in probing depth, 1 degree in tooth mobility, and 20% in amount of bone loss (p<0.01). The periodontal
conditions between the experimental and control teeth showed correlation in general, however, statistical sig-
nificances were found in posterior teeth positions,

Within limitations of this study, it can be concluded that local factors may play a role in deterioration of peri-

odontal disease along with symmetrical character of periodontal disease.

Key words : hopeless teeth, periodontal disease, pocket depth, bone loss
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