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(WE] BH HEHIEHR CT (CBCT) BAEMNRI AL AT T hA: )8 KA ) 7 fR 45 28
A XA R A R N . ik 28 2018 4F 3 J1 & 2019 4F 7 J] EFRBe 1 BHEAZ CBCT Rt iy
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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the application of cone-beam computerized tomography (CBCT) in
assessing gingival thickness in the maxillary anterior region of different teeth positions, gingival biotypes, and
gingival recession types. Methods 40 patients (225 teeth) subjected to CBCT examination in our institution
from March 2018 to July 2019 were selected as the research objects, and the gingival thickness of each affected
tooth 2 mm below the gingival margin in the maxillary anterior area was measured to compare the differences in
different tooth positions, gingival biotypes, and gingival recession types. Results The gingival thickness of the
central incisor (1.56+0.32) mm > the gingival thickness of the lateral incisor (1.34+0.28) mm > the gingival
thickness of the canine (1.133-0.24) mm; the thickness of the gingival without a recession (1.42+0.38) mm > the
retracted gingival thickness (1.19£0.37) mm; the more severe the recession, the smaller the gingival thickness,
the difference is statistically significant (£<0.05); the central incisors are mostly thick gingival type, and the lateral

incisors and canines are mostly thin gingival type. Most patients have a thin gingival biological type, and thin
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