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- ABSTRACT -

The Distribution of Malocclusion Types and Perception

of Malocclusion among Dental Hygiene Students

Gil-ho Lim

Department of Clinical Dentistry

The Graduate School of Clinical Dentistry, Ajou University

[Supervised by Professor Kyu-rhim Chung]

Malocclusion is one of the three major diseases in dentistry with dental
caries and periodontal disease, and occupies an important position In
nowaday’s public dental health. Accordingly many overseas surveys have
been conducted about frequency of occurrence and distribution of malocclusion
types among the general public, yet few domestic surveys have been done
and there is no specific population survey. Therefore the present survey
investigated 100 dental hygiene students(average age 21y 4m) from Dentistry
Department of Ajou University Hospital about the distribution of malocclusion
types through dental impression casts and about orthodontic treatment
experiences and the perception of malocclusion by questionnaire. 28 students
out of 100 had their orthodontic treatment finished or were under their
treatment. Among 65 students who had no orthodontic treatment experiences
and missing tooth, normal occlusion was 11 (16.9%) and malocclusion was 54

(83.1%6). 55 students out of 100 were satisfied with their tooth alignment, and
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satisfaction with tooth alignment was much higher in the group who had
orthodontic treatment experiences than in the group who had no experiences.

Irregular teeth alignment was found to be the biggest reason for orthodontic

treatment.

Key words : Malocclusion, Orthodontic treatment
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