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Table 1 Number and percentage of patients with torus palatinus and torus mandibularis by age
21 (1) dwau  fiheiwutdunszgniimaiuln dileiwuilunszgnitinnsslnsans
AU (%) MUY (%)
13-19 62 14 (3.6 %) 7 (3.3 %)
20-29 127 43 (109 % ) 23 (10.7 %)
30 -39 180 89 (22.6 %) 47 (22.0 %)
40 - 49 169 87 (22.1 %) 42 (19.6 %)
50 - 59 147 84 (21.4 %) 48 (22.4 %)
>= 60 166 76 (19.3 %) 47 (22.0 %)
Total 851 393 (100 %) 214 (100 %)
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Table 2 Comparison of average numbers of upper teeth between groups with and without torus palatinus in each sex

auaugtlae (%)

AUIUNULYN (X £ S.D.)

e WU Taiwu WU Taiwu P-Value
18l 122 (31.0%) 206 (45.0%) 11.71  4.10 11.56 + 4.80 0.773
‘WZDQ 271 (69.0%) 252 (55.0%) 11.72 £ 3.99 11.73£4.73 0.962
79U 393 (100%) 458 (100%) 11.72 £ 4.03 11.66 £ 4.76 0.849
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Table 3 Comparison of average numbers of lower teeth between groups with and without torus mandibularis
in each sex
gl (%) MUIUNUA (X% S.D.)

LA = ; . P-Value

Wy Tadwu Wy Tdwu
il 107 (50.0%) 221 (34.7%) 12.91 £ 3.39 10.97 £ 4.80 0.0002*%
‘Mﬂj\i 107 (560.0%) 416 (65.3%) 12.38 £ 2.96 11.71 +£3.88 0.096
794 214 (100%) 637 (100%) 12.65 £ 3.19 11.46 £ 4.23 0.00017*

* Significant difference at p < 0.05

B1599 4 1/FauiiguANRALa MIUTHLWIENINNguANLLaL [nut]unszgniimatutn Tuusias

ngueny

Table 4 Comparison of average numbers of upper teeth between groups with and without torus palatinus in

each age range

129018 Nuaukile AUUNULY (X £ S.D.)

(1) Wy Tainwy Wy Tainy PValue
13-19 14 48 14.00 £ 1.04 13.77 £ 0.83 0.395
20 -29 43 84 14.28 £ 1.37 13.23 £ 4.36 0.126
30-39 89 91 13.65 £ 2.04 13.09 £ 4.04 0.241
40 - 49 87 82 12.44 336 12.35  3.74 0.879
50 -69 84 63 10.08 £ 4.53 9.84 + 4.86 0.756
>= 60 76 90 8.6b + 4.46 8.26 = 5.57 0.709
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Table 5

in each age range

Comparison of average numbers of lower teeth between groups with and without torus mandibularis

199818 uaugils AUIUAURN (X S.D.)

) Wy Taiwu Wy Taiwu Value
13-19 7 55 13.86 = 0.38 13.78 £ 1.07 0.854
20 -29 23 104 14.96 = 0.93 13.23 £3.43 0.018*
30 - 39 47 133 13.70 £ 1.72 12.64 £ 357 0.051
40 - 49 42 127 13.43 £ 2.37 1211 + 3.24 0.016*
50 -69 48 99 11.88 = 3.01 9.68 £ 4.25 0.002*
>= 60 47 119 10.36 = 4.34 8.29 £5.02 0.014*

* Significant difference at p < 0.05
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Relationsnip between nummoers
of teeth and torus palatinus

and torus mandibularis
N the patients at
Nopparat Rajathanee Hospital

Karuna Taweesuksatian* D.D.S. Grad. Dip (Prosthodontics)
Chamiporn Thamaksorn* D.D.S. Grad. Dip (Endodontics)

Abstract

The objective of this study was to investigate the relationship between numbers of teeth and the
occurrence of torus palatinus (TP) and torus mandibularis (TM) in the patients at Nopparat Rajathanee Hospital.
Subjects, age 13 and over, were clinically examined during February-April 2011. Numbers of the present teeth,
gender and age were recorded. The subjects were divided into 6 age groups: 13-19, 20-29, 30-39, 40-49, 50-59
and 60 years and over. The differences between groups were analyzed by using Mann-Whitney U Test. Signifi-
cance of the differences was set at p< 0.05. The results showed 38.5% of subjects (851 patients) were male
and 61.5% were female. It was also found that the groups contain 46.2% TP, 25.1% TM and 14.5% both tori.
TP was more common in female than in male, while TM had no difference. The average number of upper teeth
in total subjects, whether had TP or not, was not different in both gender. Only in males with TM had
significantly more average number of lower teeth than those without TM (P = 0.0002). Average number of lower
teeth was higher in total subjects with TM than those without TM (P = 0.00017). When the age was concerned,
there was no different between average number of upper teeth in subjects with and without TP. However, there
was a relationship between the average number of lower teeth and the occurrence of TM in 4 age groups:
20-29, 40-49, 50-59 and 60 years and over (P < 0.05).

Keywords: numbers of teeth, torus palatinus, torus mandibularis

* Nopparat Rajathanee Hospital, Bangkok





