Journal of Korean Academy of Oral Health 2013 December 37(4):253-256
http://dx.doi.org/10.11149/jkaoh.2013.37.4.253

Prevalence of dentine hypersensitivity in a dental hospital
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Objectives: The purpose of this study was to develop a dentine hypersensitivity (DH) manual for a den-
tal hospital,

Methods: The records of all DH patients who presented between 2005 to 2010 were analyzed to de-
termine their age group, awareness of DH, and DH distribution before and after dental treatment,
Results: Out of 953,272 patients, data of 4,646 were analyzed, The male to female ratio of DH patients
was found to be 1:1:1, The prevalence of DH was highest in patients in the age group of 40-49 years,
The DH awareness rate was high to time, temperature and after dental treatment factor in the middle-
age group,

Conclusions: Since DH is widely prevalent and common, systematic screening is essential to ensure
good oral health,
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Table 1. Prevalence of dentine hypersensivitity by age group Unit: N (%)
Male Female Total
Age group
Sub total DH Sub total DH Sub total DH
20s 208,706 572 226,321 604 435,027 (45.64) 1,176 (0.27)
30s 51,128 302 44,576 346 95.704 (10.04) 648 (0.68)
40s 67,863 503 58,485 524 126,348 (13.25) 1,027 (0.81)
50s 77,711 484 66,367 533 144,078 (15.11) 1,017 (0.71)
60s 74,203 406 77,912 372 152,115 (15.96) 778 (0.51)
Total 479,611 2,267 473,661 2,379 953,272 (100.0) 4,646 (0.49)

DH, patient number of dentine hypersensitivity.
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Table 3. DH distribution of before & after dental treatment by age group Unit: N (%)
Age Before After Total
group Male Female Sub total Male Female Sub total Before After Total
20s 523 (13,.34) 557 (14.21) 1,080 (27.55) 49 (6.74) 47 (6.46) 96 (13.20) 1,080 (23.24) 96 (2.06) 1,176 (25.31)
30s 259 (6.60) 281 (7.17) 540 (13.77) 43 (5.91) 65 (8.94) 108 (14.85) 540 (11.62) 108 (2.32) 648 (13.95)
40s 425 (10.84) 400 (10.20) 825 (21.05) 78 (10.72) 124 (17.05) 202 (27.78) 825 (17.75) 202 (4.34) 1,027 (22.10)
50s 404 (10.30) 420 (10.71) 824 (21.02) 80 (11.00) 113 (15.54) 193 (26.54) 824 (17.73) 193 (4.15) 1,017 (21.89)
60s 355 (9.05) 295 (7.52) 650 (16.58) 51 (7.01) 77 (10.59) 128 (17.60) 650 (13.99) 128 (2.75) 778 (16.75)
Total 1,966 (50.16) 1,953 (49.83) 3,919 (100.0) 301 (41.40) 426 (58.59) 727 (100.0) 3,919 (84.35) 727 (15.65) 4,646 (100.0)

DH, dentine hypersensitivity.
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