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Bl - (A) Axial; (B) Panoramic; (C) 3D; (D) Cross-section - i}

Bl= #r3 ,&%‘@ﬁj TEF 2T Ho ) R E R E S B TR (U21, upper incisor
regions, U24, upper premolar regions, U26: upper molar reglons) (L31, lower incisor regions; L34;
lower premolar regions; L36: lower molar regions); M: L 321 ; SD: &% %
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Number %
Sex male 544 45%0
Female 669 55%
Age level 20-39y 199 16%
40-59y 722 60%
>=60y 292 24%
Jaw maxilla 499 41%
mandible 492 41%
Full mouth 222 18%
Total 1213

Ao AR TEF TRA ALY T TS AP HEFROLE(E R
# 70 ) [# % % & : MeanzStandard deviation (SD)]

Mean t SD P-value  significant pairs from
Tukey's pairwise comparison

Sex  Male 360.6 * 2736 <0.0001*

Female 305.7 T 2689
Site 1 351.2 T 2322 0.0005* Site 1=Site6

4 329 * 2703

6 311.7 T 2019
Jaw  maxilla 234.0 T 2466 <0.0001*

mandible 427.8 t 2624

Sitel=incisor,4=premolar,6=molar
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% (k¢ %) D1>1250 HU (Hounsfield unit); D2: 850-1250 HU, D3: 350-850

HU; D4: 150-350 HU

Anterior Posterior
Mandible Mandible
Level N % N % N % N %
D1 0 0 3 0% 0 0 5 1%
D2 11 2% 29 4% 12 2% 55 8%
D3 8 34 [N 18 2%
D4 460 64% 298 42% 549 76%
Total 719 100% 715 100% 719 100% 715 100%

Fobo Nipadu s #8279 = > G K F A R (P=0.4483
BEFHAS WAL BEY T P=0.0655); A RE T W T R L
FERTEE ERED T AT k7 HEF LR H(P=0.0008) H 438
WA E ”a”ﬁ%ﬁ—?kt%;ﬂ( otk E& R Y &£ R (P=0.0641 -
P=0.0239, P<0.0001) > @ ** F gf¢r=  P=0.3725 - P=0.067) (% =) -

e ip;%%ﬁ?ﬁw BTETE w9 g1 9 et EM%’?’;%%T—?'&
LB (87 47) At gD T R L EE TR 3;.«* PEHE AA)
Male Female
Site itle NumberMean  SD ;:Toel ;Iqliliel Prob>F NumbeMean + SD ;?;‘:1 gqliliel ?mb}
36 1 43 360.62% 251.05 283.35 437.38 0.0239 79 365391 231.73313.48 417.29 0.0641
2 109 481.30% 284.59 441.51 521.08 214 413201 286.64374.57 451.82
3 hit 498.03% 297.01 435.10 560.96 92 336.771 275.86279.64 393.90
31
1 43 274561 191.76 215.54 33357 <0001 79 375371 274.01313.80 43695 0.3725
2 199 442541 253.28 407.13 477.94 214 418.01% 253.38383.87 45216
3 it 479.02% 237.10 428.79 529.26 92 421.85% 205.56379.28 40442
16
1 37 226.341 293.00 128.65 324.03 04483 73 148361 230.8504.49 20222 0.067
2 195 230911 272.40 192.44 269.38 133 185.71% 246.66154.01 217.41
3 90 271.78% 23445 222.67 320.88 89 118.21% 231986935 167.08
11
1 37 217.66% 262.25 130.22 30510 0.0655 73 315.541% 28§3.73249.34 35174 0.0008
2 105 310641 233.34 277.68 343.60 235 282481 230.01252.92 312.04
3 90 314.62% 200.01 270.84 35839 89 185.65% 216.54140.03 23126

Site- 36: molar area ofthe mandible; 31: incigor area ofthemandible; 26: molar area ofthemaxilla; 21: incizor area of the
maxilla; Agelevel —1:20-39 years;2: 40-39 years; 3: =60 years: Prob: probability
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