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= Abstract =

A Measuring Study on Relationship between the Nasal Width and
Incisive Papilla for the Width of Maxillary Anterior Teeth

Woo Mock, Park, D.D.S.
Directed by Prof. Kwang Hee, Yoo.D.D.S. ,Ph.D.
Dept. of Dentistry, College of Medicine, Hanyang University

A total of 187 persons above 18 year old (male 81, female 106) who has

normally arranged maxillary anterior teeth were measured on the nasal width
and distance of the rime oris. Those were compared with the total and overall
width of the 4 incisors, intercanine distance and position of the midpoint of
incisive papilla measured from the artificial dental plaster cast of the subject,
and them ratio and discrepancies between them were calculated.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

1)

Following conclusion were obtained from this study.

There was no significant relationship between the nasal width (average
value 36.61 = 3.12mm) & the total width of the 4 incisors (average value
36.61 = 1.84mm).

There was no significant relationship between the nasal width (average
value 36.61+ 3.12mm) & the overall width of the 4 incisors (average value
(29.57 £ 1.94mm).

The ratio of the nasal width to the intercanine distance was 1.05: 1 (1.09:1
in male, 1.03:1 in female), the discrepancy between the nasal width & the
intercanine distance was 1.85 = 2.51mm (3.09 * 2.27mm in male, 0.92 *
2.26mm in female). R
The ratio of the distance of the rime oris to the intercanine distance was
1.37:1 (1.37:1 in male & female), the discrepancy between the distance
of the rime oris & the intercanine distance was 12.94 = 3.29mm (13.61 =
3.95mm in male, 12.43 = 2.67mm in female).

The midpoint of the incisive papilla appéared to lie closely to the inter-
canine line: in 86.6% of the subjects the discrepancy was found to be less
than 1.5mm & in 97.3% less than 2.0mm, and the midpoint of the incisive
papilla was located 0.27 + 1.06mm in rear of the intercanine line in male
& 0.19 = 0.66mm in front of the intercanine line in female.

The distance between the midpoint of the incisive papilla & the labial
surface of the central incisors was found to be 9.8 + 0.93mm.

The intercanine arc distance was longer 4mm in male than nasal width
& 6mm in female.
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