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A Patient’ s Satisfaction with Denture in the Old People

In-Kyu Lee, Yun-hee Song*

Dept. of Dental Technology, Wonkwang Pubulic Health Junior College
Dept. of Dental Biomaterials, College of Dentistry, Wonkwang University*

This experiment was to find out the complacency of wearing dentures and the linkage to the quality of
life style of oldsters 60 years old and over. 122 numbers of oldsters who came to aid to the health center
were put to survey. This was taken place within the areas of Deajun, Koonsan, Mooju and Jinahn , thus
procured the following result.

I. The length of edentulous period of 1-6years of oldsters aged around 60s showed 26.0%. The oldsters
with edentulous period of over 7years aged in the 70s showed 26.1% and 56.0% on oldsters aged in the
80s. This shows that as the age increases the edentulous period lengthens. (P <0.05)

The length of time of using the denture shows, 1lyears or over on women 41.9%, less than 6years on
men 71.4% as the highest rate. 11years or over on towns/subcounty show 57.5%, small and medium cities
more than lyear 63.6%, less than six years also 63.6% and Kwangyuk city 47.6%.

2. The complacency on medical treatment of dentures was highest in Kwangyuk city of 61.3%,
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compared to towns/subcounty of 50.8% and small and medium cities of 33.3%. (P <0.05)

3. The complacency on masticaticn and pronunciation appears, 2.74% in Kwangyuk city, 3.10% in
towns/ subcounty which is higher than the small and medium cities showing 1.09% on average. Satisfaction
rate tends to be higher as the length of time of using the denture is longer.

4. Inconvenience on eating habits caused by dentures were felt by women.
Wanting to get a new denture was 25.6% by women showing much higher rate than that of men which is

2.8% by men. (P <0.05)

5. The complacency of change in their life style after wearing the dentures were higher in Kwangyuk city of
64.5% whereas it showed 27.0% in towns/ subcounty and 16.7%in small and medium cities. (P <0.05)

* Key Words : dentures, patient s satisfaction, quality of life
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