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' As the result of clinico-statistical studies on postextraction pain of 317 persons
hospitalized for teeth-extraction during the January-September period of 1972 at the
Department of Oral Surgery, Infirmary of School of Dentistry, Seoul National
University, the author came to following conclusions:

1) Postextraction pain complaints were made by 162 cases out of 317 cases, representing

51.142.8% of the total cases.

Of the 51.1+2.8%, 45.6=+4.1% were males and 54.4+4.1% females.
2) The under 20-year-olds topped the list of pain complalnts with 69.3+%5.8%, and the
" over 40’s registered the least complaints.

3) Complaints were registered by 80.05.6% of those who were suffering from impacted
teeth with inflammation or surgic‘al trauma during the extraction, by 77.9%5.4% of
those who were suffering from pericoronitis, and by 32.0%6.6% and 35.0%4.5% of
periodontitis and periapical lesions respectively.

4) Postextraction pain was usually accompamed by = inflammation, and in the case of
difficult extraction the pains were stronger and complaints more frequent.

5) Using of analgesics after extraction was performed in 124 cases, 39.1%2.7% of the
total.

6) There was a 3.2%0.9% incidence of dry socket after extractlon ‘
7) 80 percent of the dry sockets occured in the lower bicuspid and molar teeth.

8) In 80 percent of dry sockets, the onset of symptoms were begun on the second and
third day.

9) There was a definite correlation between the mechanical difficulty of tooth removal
and dry socket incidence.
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Fig. 1
Case No:
Address:
Present illness: (pain, percussion reaction)
Gingiva:

Name:
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Chart for Pain Complaints after Extraction

Age: Sex:
Admission date:

(normal, redness, swelling, abscess)

Alveolar)bone: (normal, resorption-slight, moderate, severe)

Radiograph: Apical lesion , Periodontal disease s

Tooth Caries , Pulp vitality s

Diagnosis: , Location:

Anesthesia: Infiltration: cc. Conduction: cc

Used instruments: Rongeur Chisel___ Bur_____ Forceps Elevator____

Extraction: Difficult
Medications:

Easy

Do you have pain after extraction?

(Yes., No.)

How much do you have bleeding after extraction?

First complaint of dry socket: days.
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(minimal, moderate, severe)



Table 1 Pain complaints showing sex after
extraction
[S§
\ex Male Female I Total
No

Pain~ N (%£m(%)) [N(% £m (%)) | N(%£m(%))

67(45.6::4.1)] 95(55.9+3.8)
80(54. 42:4. 1)| 75(44.1:£3.8)

162(51, 122. 8)
155(48. 9:£2. 8)

Total] 147(100) 170(100) | 317(100)

6. Bt dry sockete] Bisyaps

7. #fre] v} dry socket Fhi:gEpE

8. dry socket EIES] TETERN
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dry socketd]

BETE PR R B
1) R0l T2 K EE RIEE (Table 127)
PBER # S17TBI(B147H, & 170() %ﬁﬁﬁ:——ﬂa’—nﬁ
T He 16200 (B676l, £ISH) =%l 51,1+2.8%,
FEIRSA B2 #1550 80f, £ T5MI)E 48.9
+2.8%% ‘IR ok
2) FER0l R PRk B RIEE (Table 22W)

?l 69.3+5.8% % 17 F1 618L ko] 5@ 14f12]
82.2:£6.9% 2 7} vk, R¥=2 BHS A o
Ple GLELL ol A 67.856.9%5), 41~60g%0] A=
56.5::5.3%, 21~403%o] A= 40, 4+5.2%, zo%mr{—
30.7+5.8%9] IHe2 BHS WEIEskA @oby

3 RBRHIZ 2 HE% EH UIUAE  (Table 32M)

BIBR Bulite e BHRAES sk e
%9 BB &% 50, 5% 40(80.0-5. 6%)61, 46
(T7.9£5.4%) I AF% e BHEEHEL vo| o g
AL IR, BESE 50, 1128 1641 (32,
0£6.6%),42 (35.04.5%) fil= smpun} SMEmEEL
Ak "A e EETTRES WET 4 99

4) RERT JEQ HES B %50 02 &

EIURE (Table 4 21R)

PR JHEC] FAESIAL WiHEY A 74.644.0%
7h S WWHST 25,444, 0% %k0] HES EFEEIA]
okt

S0l FIEstAl B3 MRS 7S BRIPRE 54.2
+5.3%, S 45.8+5.3%F ng o, g o)
FAESEL B Aol BT 39.9+6.42%,
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Table 2 Pain complaints showing age group after extraction
\\\ff‘ge under 20 age l 21—40 age 41—60 age over 61 age
No.
T NmEm(n) | NwEm) N(%=m(%)) N(%+m(%))
+ 44(69.3+5.8) 54(59. 615, 2) 51(43.5+5.3) 14(32.2+6.9)

19(30.7+5. 8)

37(40. 45, 2)

67(56.5+%5, 3)

31(67.846.9)

Total 63(100) 91(100) 118(100) 45(100)
Table 3 Incidence of pain complaints showing disease after extraction
N + f - Total
No.

- Dsease ——__ - N(%+m(%)) ] N(% =m(%)) N(%+m(%))
Pericoronitis 46(77.945.4) 13(22,145.4) 59(100)
Impacted teeth 40(80. 0 5. 6) 10(20.05. 6) 50(100)
Periodontitis 16(32.046.6) 34(68.06.6) 50(100)
Periapical lesion 42(35.04-4.5) 70(65.0+4.5) 112(100)
Others 18(39.1+7.2) 28(60.9+7.2) 46(100)
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Table 4

Pain complaints showing inflammation and degree of trauma during extraction

1 non-inflammation

Extraction ‘1

‘ Inflammation |
T - T
Nzm(%) | N=Em) | NGEm)) | N =mO))

difficult
easy

84(74.6:£4.0)
23(39. 946. 4)

29(25. 44.0)
35(60. 126, 4)

48(54.245.3)
23(41.76.5)

40(45. 825, 3)
35(58. 3::6. 5)

difficult: rongeur, bur, chisel technic

easy: elevator, forceps technic

Table 5 Relation-ships showing pain and used analgesics after extraction
@gesics use non-use
D " - " -
ex N N(%=m(%) N(% £m(%)) N(% +m(%)) N(% +m(%))
Male 42(13.241.9) 14(4.440,9) 30(9.5%1.7) 61(19.242. 2)
Female 45(14.2+1.9) 23(7.341.5) 45(14.221.9) 57(18.0%2.1)
Total 124(39.1£2.7) 193(60.9:£2,7)
Table 6 Incidence of dry socket after extraction
% Male Female Total
No.
Incidenoe~—— (N%+m(%)) N(% +m(%)) N(%£m(%))
+-- 4(1.3+0.6) 6(1.84:0.7) 10(3.240.9)
- 143(45. 1+2. 5) 164(52. 1::2.8) 307(96.8+0.9)
Total | 147 170 317(100)
, motaTh RMMCE UM DURES 12401239.1
Table 7 Incidence of dry sockets along +2.7%% Jen 2 gk
location
Location No.dry socket Total % 6) 3tk dry socketo] HMIARE (Table 6 Z/H)
Upper 2nd bicuspid L Pt dry sockets] &S R 3170k BF
ist molar T 20 A, FF 661 HEI06 (3.2£0.9%)F 2o
7 3 s d t
omer — : ) B8R0 o2 dry socket F4HEE (Table 7 2B)
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ond molar 1 80 o ek TEd 80%=2 O FaEg xold #F
3rd molar 4 i AR BECE o A8 TEESAEED

R By A% 13.2+1.9%, XF 14.2+1.9%7F
RS EAStT EEE wRste R, 5T 9.5+1.7%,
ZF 14.2£1.9%7F @RS RS dn

EfE ¥
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Table 8 Day of onset of symptoms of dry
socket
Onset day No. dry socket %
2nd 4 40
3rd 4 40
4th 1 10
5th 1 10
“Table 9 Incidence of dry socket along
trauma during extraction
Extraction No. dry socket ] %
easy 2 20
difficult 8 80
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