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The purpose of this study was to examine subjective oral health perception of low socio-economic old

aged population, And the relationship of four categories (chewing ability, intraoral pain, intraoral other
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symptom, and communication ability and social relationship) with clinical index was tried to clarify, The

976 subjects of low socio-economic old aged was selected for oral examination and survey. The results are

as follows;

1,

72,9% of low socio-economic old aged recognized that their oral health is unwell, and there was not

statistically significant by age and dentation,

. 69.1% of total populatipn recognized that they have limitation about chewing function, Especially, 57.3%

of elderly feels chewing difficulty for standard foodstuffs as rice and rice cake,

. In intraoral pain, painful tooth was 34.6%, sensitive tooth was 43.2%, and temporomandiblular joint pain

was 15,2%,

. In intraoral other symptoms, tooth mobility was 32,2%, food impaction was 59,9%, gingival bleeding

was 22 8%, xerostomia was 62,8%, and halitosis was 37.3%,

. 39.2% of low socio-economic old aged has communication difficulty by teeth or denture problem, and

21.5% of them avoid relationship with other people,

. In the correlation analysis of subjective oral health perception with four associated subcategories, the

most items of subcategories have positive correlation, In the correlation analysis of subjective perception
with clinical index, residual tooth number shows positive correlation, and DMFS and oral hygiene index

show negative correlation,



