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Clinical analysis of impacted supernumerary teeth in 115 patients ZHAO Jun', LIU Na?, SHEN Mo-lun', GAO
Chao', HAO Xin-he'. (I. Department of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, Hefei Stomatology Hospital. Hefei 230001; 2.
Department of Stomatology, the First Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical University. Hefei 230022, Anhui Province, China)
[Abstract] PURPOSE: To retrospectively analyze the clinical characteristics of impacted supernumerary teeth in 115
patients. METHODS: One hundred and fifteen patients with im—pacted supernumerary teeth who were admitted to the
Department of Oral and Max —illofacial Surgery of Hefei Stomatological Hospital were selected randomly. The age, sex,
number of teeth, location, direction, clinical manifestation, anaes —thesia method and operation time were analyzed
retrospectively, T test and Chi-square test were used to determine the statistical differences with SPSS 19.0 software
package. RESULTS: Among 115 patients, there were 176 impacted supernu —merary, most of them were in mixed
dentition period (66.96%), the sex ratio was 2.29:1, and Most patients (59.1%) had one supernumerary tooth, followed by
two supernumerary teeth (33.9%). Most supernumerary teeth were located in the middle of the maxilla (68.2%). Inverted
ones were the most common (52.8%). The most common symptoms were delayed eruption, displacement, crowding, torsion
and space of the adjacent teeth. 92.2% of patients underwent general anesthesia. The dee—per the locations of impacted
supernumerary were, the longer the operation time was. CONCLUSIONS: There are regional characteristics of
supernumerary teeth in Hefei City, which can provide a reference for clinical diagnosis and treatment.
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Table 1 The analysis of age, number, location, direction of
impacted supernu—merary teeth

i H n H 51 (%)
AR (1))
14 1 0.87
4 77 66.96
meH 37 32.17
HH ()
1 68 59.10
2 i 39 33.90
3 W 8 7.00
{7 B ()
A 57 32.40
B % 59 33.50
M 60 34.10
5T ()
[l 93 52.80
AT 14 8.00

IK- 61 34.70
BH 8 450
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Table 2 The analysis of clinical manifestation of impacted supernumerary teeth
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Table 3 The age analysis of patients with different types of
impacted supernu—-merary teeth

2 M4 M4

AFEl 38(31.7%) 18(32.7%)
B %l 42(35.0%) 17(30.9%)
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. ¥=0.301,P=0.860
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Table 4 The type analysis of patients with different ages of
impacted supernu—-merary teeth
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Table 5 The operation time analysis of patients with different
types of im—pacted supernumerary teeth
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