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Fig. 1. Age distribution.
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Fig. 2. The origin of chief complaints

Table 1. The origin of chief complaints
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chief complaints

Demanding new
prosthetic treatment
(41/18.3%)

Fixed prosthsis
(21/9.4%)

Crown&bridge (19/8.5%)
Implants (2/0.9%)

Removable prosthesis (20/8.9%)

Existing prosthesis
(71/31.7%)

Fixed prosthesis
(28/12.5%)

Fracture (2/0.9%)
Dislodgement(11/4.9%)
Food impaction (6/2.7%)
Discomfort (9/4.0%)

Removable prosthesis
(43/19.2%)

Fracture (1/0.4%)
Discomfort and pain (39/17.4%)
Extraction of abuments (3/1.3%)

Periodontal
(33/14.7%)

Ginigival recession (1/0.4%)
Anterior spacing (2/0.9%)
Tooth mobility (18/8.0%)
Gingival bleeding (12/5.4%)

Operative&
endodontic

(68/30.4%)

Endodontic (12/5.4%)
Dental caries (21/9.4%)
Toothache (33/14.7%)
Root rest (2/0.9%)

Others
(11/4.9%)

Foul mouth odour(3/1.3%)
Routine oral exam (8/3.6%)
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Table II. Number of remaining tooth at initial examination
0 1~5 6~10 11~15 16~20 21~25 26~
60~70 2/2% 6/5% 13/10% 17/13% 15/12% 38/30%  37/29%
71~80 4/1% 5/8% 7/12% 5/8% 13/22% 15/25% 10/17%
81~ 0/0% 4/27% 2/13% 3/20% 3/20% 1/7% 2/13%
Total 6/3% 15/7% 22/11% 25/12% 31/15% 54/21%  49/24%
Table I, Number of remaining tooth after the strategicl examination
0 1~5 6~10 11~15 16~20 21~25 26~
60~70 3/2% 6/5% 17/13% 18/14% 19/13% 31/24%  36/28%
71~80 6/10% 6/10% 6/10% 7/12% 12/20% 14/22% 9/15%
81~ 1/1% 4/21% 3/13% 2/13% 3/20% 1/7% 2/13%
Total 10/5% 16/8% 25/12% 27/13% 32/16% 45/22%  47/23%
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Fig. 3. Number of remaining tooth at initial ex-
amination
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Fig. 4. Number of remaining tooth after the strate-
gicl examination



Table IV. The average number of remaining maxillary teeth before and after the strategic extraction

Mx. incisor(4)

Mx. canine(2) Mx. premolar(4)

Mx. molar(4)

Mx. teeth(14)

60~70
71~80
81~
Total

2.99/2.71
2.39/2.28
1.73/1.60
2.72/2.53

1.69/1.56
1.56/1.42
1.33/1.27
1.63/1.50

2.83/2.68
2.19/1.95
1.60/1.53
2.54/2.38

2.26/2.09
1.62/1.47
1.73/1.33
2.04/1.85

9.71/9.10
7.76/7.12
6.39/5.73
8.93/8.26

Table V. The average number of remaining mandibular teeth before and after the strategic extraction

Mx. incisor(4)

Mx. canine(2)

Mx. premolar(4)

Mx. molar(4)

Mx. teeth(14)

60~70 3.12/2.91 1.84/1.78 3.29/3.10 2.26/2.13 10.51/9.92
71~80 2.98/2.76 1.68/1.56 2.59/2.49 1.55/1.41 8.80/8.22
81~ 1.73/1.66 1.60/1.40 1.53/1.53 1.06/1.00 5.92/5.59
Total 2.97/2.77 1.77/1.68 2.95/2.80 1.96/1.83 9.65/9.08
Table Vl. Satisfaction level in ifxed prosthesis
Excellent Good Poor Very poor
61~70 /1% 65/61% 30/28% 5/5%
71~80 - 8/16% 28/56% 11/22% 3/6%
81~ 2/4% 6/13% 38/81% 1/2%
Total 17/8% 99/49% 79/39% 9/4%
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Table VI. Satisfaction level in removable prosthesis

Use all the time Use only during meal time ~ Use only during social contact Do not use
61~70 52/55% 26/28% 6/6% 10/11%
71~80 25/52% 12/25% 5/10% 6/13%
81~ 15/44% . 6/18% 6/18% 7/21%
Total 92/52% 44/25% 17/10% 23/13%
Table VII. Masticatory satisfaction of existing prosthesis
Excellent Good Poor Very poor
61~70 9/7% 72/59% 29/24% 13/11%
71~80 9/16% 27/41% 17/29% 5/9%
81~ 2/14% 5/36% 6/43% 1/7%
Total 20/10% 110/53% 52/21% 19/10%
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Fig. 6. Satisfaction level in removable prosthesis

Very Poor

Excellent Good Poor

Fig. 7. Masticatory satisfaction of existing pros-

thesis
Table . Esthetic satisfaction of existing prosthesis
Excellent Good Poor Very poor
61~70 7/6% 68/55% 41/33% 8/6%
71~80 6/11% 32/58% 12/22% 5/9%
81~ 1/7% 8/57% 5/36% 0/0%
Total " 14/7% 108/56% 58/30% 13/7%
Table X. Demand for new prosthesis
Definitely not necessary Not necessary Necessary Absolutely necessary
61~70 4/3% 28/20% 43/30% 66/47%
71~80 6/10% 10/17% 22/38% 20/34%
81~ 1/7% 2/13% 7/47% 5/33%
Total 11/5% 40 /19% 72/34% 91/43%

329



50 B 6170 & 6170
% 40 @780 780
o s1-
30 o8- W Total
20 8 Toul
10 ;
0 f /
Excellent Good Poor Very poor Definitely Not necessary Necessary Absolutely
not necessary necessary
Fig. 8. Esthetic satisfaction of existing prosthe- Fig. 9. Demand for new prosthesis
sis
Table XI. Reasons for new prosthesis
Pain Masticatory difficulty Unesthetic Wear Others
61~70 30/28% 52/48% 7/6% 5/5% 15/14%
71~80 20/41% 20/41% 4/8% 2/4% 3/6%
81~ 3/21% 8/57% 0/0% 0/0% 3/21%
Total 53/31% 80/47% 11/6% 7/4% 21/12%
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Table XI. Number of patients weaning different removable prosthesis

Upper CD Lower CD Upper RPD Lower RPD
61~70 13/9% 7/5% 24/17% 24/17%
71~80 10/16% 5/8% 14/22% 24/38%
81~ 3/19% 1/6% 3/19% 5/31%
Total 29/13% 13/6% 79/19% 53/24%
Table II. Number of arches treated with removable prosthesis
none one arch Both arches

61~70 93/67% 22/16% 23/17%

71~80 31/49% 11/17% 21/34%

81~ 8/50% 4/25% 4/259

Total 132/61% 37/17% 48/22%

B61-70
@71-80
o8-

B Total

% 20

Lower CO

Upper RPD

Upper CD Lower RPD

Fig. 11. Number of patients weaning different re-
movable prosthesis
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ABSTRACT

ORAL STATUS OF GERIATRIC PATIENTS, AND THEIR DEMAND
AND SATISFACTION IN PROSTHODONTIC TREATMENT

Moon-Kyu Chung, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D., Chul-Young Lee, D.D.S., M.S.D.,
Hyuk-Jin Chang, D.D.S.

Department of Prosthodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei Untversity

In this study 240 geriatric patients, aged 60 year and over were evaluated using a questionnaire

and oral examination for their oral status, demand and satisfaction of prosthodontic treatment.

The followings are the findings :

1.

The single main complaint was regarding from the existing removable prosthesis. When the
complaints were categorized into larger groups, complaints regarding existing prosthesis were
32% and followed by 30% in caries and endodontic problems.

. Approximately half of the geriatric patients had 21 or more remaining dentition. This num-

ber however diminished with increase in age of the surveyed patient.

. According to the result from questionnaire, 48% of patients wearing removable prosthesis and

43% with fixed prosthesis were not satisfied with existing prosthesis. Thirty-seven percentages
of patients were not satisfied with aesthetics and unable to chew food properly.

. Seventy-seven percentages of patients requested for new prosthesis and the majority of these

patients had complaints of difficulties in chewing and discomfort.

. Thirty-nine percentages of patients were wearing removable prosthesis. More complete den-

tures were found on maxilla and partial dentures on mandible.

Key words : Geriatric people, Oral status, Demand, Satisfaction, Prosthodontic treatment
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