unansga: 198158
ﬂaqnuﬂuﬂmmLwamwmmﬂumun"lmumwmu'lfnmnw HINUA
e &0 a o A oo =~ a 1 «
wandinazldduusiuaznsinsuialdldansuzuaugauad aghelandluainu
[ & o ) [ 2 et Ao '3
NN IREI AT UALNNETLAZAUNI 121932 UANANINY nsfinmiiiianuszad .
A ~ s b ‘5 =l - Qs s b‘ )
Wa (1) ﬂs:mumﬁugﬂfnummn:u“uaaqﬂﬂam"llltﬂsuumnununummnzz R
svddsznauzaanienuasiufitdouwlyl (2) wasdlszneundnansznusdeanualisnu
Tunnsu ‘I,mgwawaow“’umtwmfua:qﬂﬂaﬁ'ﬂﬂ Tﬂm‘hn’xsﬁnmlugﬂunmmﬁé’uw‘m
AnevarrasmIsunisal wisununslsnindsznay néuﬂs:mnsﬁ%zﬁ']miﬁnmﬁ
. o . 0 o X4
2 ngy fa qﬂﬂam‘lﬂ 150 A UAT NUWALNNE 80  au awnltidunwsasdund
aaﬂ‘ﬂs:naumaoWuuasz‘ianmuqﬂuﬂal,ﬂuﬁmmv 2 I nwnlTrauRIaaT
% s ' I RY | o Py
nrAnlumsUsuudandazasddsznaulwidasuulaslidnesantann avddsznavi
Uivudshe anugizesnnaa anunivreauas dunisisnaanuwnlsoufisuiy
o ] A L% ar v 3 »
dguniafanarslunit anuBasvasaanny ﬂ'nugwaom%‘anmumﬁuulwﬁann
whaii dunisveszaumian stunuvenuan uaz Usinmeamieniviuleilaby
‘lﬁﬁgné’umwniﬁmsm'hmwLwia:mw guunnasisla laslsimaswsanans
(visual analogue scale) TayanswTwld handiemd lasmadiadaanuamsnuyes
Lwia:mw‘lmgwawaoﬂuueia:ng;u WU BUANNLANANITER I A LWUANURILNY
‘lmwia:aaefﬂs:nawaaﬂu‘l,un@:uL(?»'mﬁ'uua:vmnsju HANITANIWUI TUauwn
mmsné’ammmuﬂﬁsmuﬂawaomwqwaawuﬁ’ﬂnawvl@'fﬁﬂ'imuﬁavlﬂ adalsnd
lasvnldauns 2 ﬂq'ummsmzqmmmumuﬁamm"lﬁl,ﬁaa‘jmﬂ.ﬂﬁﬂuuﬂmmﬁﬂiznau
dagldiRsadntias ﬁ‘oﬁmmqomaowué’ﬂnmaﬁmmL@iwﬁ’ﬂniwmwn%waawuﬁﬂ ’
Y a & & = Py = o A
dslusnoanuaunng nsduiumian 244 wu. waznndasundasszauasunian
Yaanuaat I linansznudaanunulnananilussaiiuaunngduasaunaly
ar Lo ~ A ar -~ Qv ., []
agﬂﬂuﬂuwnzl‘mmmaommmumstﬂanuuﬂmquwaomwumnmﬂmﬁm'\ﬂu
& & X ¢ P ' A o A ¥ e
Ml nitasdsenaufi bilnasdaanusisnuluniniiy fstzautaumianvasniuea
L3 3 ar H H I AJ 1 : s 2
79 ua:‘lumy@mlaanqumamoﬁmmsﬁnmuwmwmmumﬁ'an 4 yy. e ndany
1 1] 97 H v k2 - L7 H L = W ﬂv :
mzmu"l:uumnmamnmwmuuuuﬁﬁaﬂumﬂnaLﬁmqmuﬂm ma;&aﬁ"lmmmwmw’nuu
ﬂ:mmsnﬁwm'ﬁtﬂwﬁay‘aw‘iuLﬁulﬁﬁ’umtwwﬂ'lumﬂﬁ’ﬁmu:ﬁ'\ uazaafulalvins
ar g ! [ % { as + A ° v A A [V
inmgﬂfm TumsUsuilasuaneazvasnuuazinianiiamdiAaanusisny tWald
L 9/ ] o a'
g«lﬂmvlmnm’luﬁowa‘tamawamﬁnmmanﬂ

o Qv ar

adran: anumny M aunaly Ba



Abstract: 198158

Esthetic has gradually become one of the major concerns of dental patients.
Several dentai materials and procedures including periodontal surgeries have been
introduced to enhance esthetic outcomes using ideal smile as a guideline. However,
beauty in dentists and lay people’s perception may be different. The objéctives of this
study were (1) to compare Thai lay people’s and Thai dentists’ perception of beautiful
smile, and (2) to identify the factors influencing overall beautiful smile.
Materials and methods: The study was a repeat of Kokich et al.’s study performed in
different population sample, i.e. Asians in Chiang Mai, Thailand. The raters were
grouped into 2 categories, i.e. dentist (n=80) and lay person (n=150). Two original
smiles, one male and one female, were used. The original smiles were altered with one
of the eight characteristics, including (1) incisor crown length, (2) incisor crown width,
(3) midline position, (4) incisor crown angulation, (5) height of interdental papilla, (6)
gingival margin, (7) incisal plane, and (8) gingival-to-lip distance. Each of these esthetic
variables was modified into 4 progressiVe variations of the original photograph, using
Adobe photoshop 6.0. Pictures were then »mixed ra'ndomly and showed to the raters.
The subjects rated each pictures using visual analog scale. Mean scores from each
group were compared within the group and between groups.
Results: Dentists were more sensitive to slight alteration of incisor crown length than
lay people. However, in more than half of all categories, both dentists and lay people
felt that the smiles were significantly less attractive when they were slightly altered. For
dentists, changes in incisor crown length were more obvious than changes in crown
width. Gummy smile (2-4 mm) and changes in gingival margin levels did not affect
overall beauty for both dentists and lay people.
Conclusions: Dentists were more sensitive to changes in incisor crown length than lay
people. Up to 4 mm of gingival display and changes in gingival margin level had no
effect in overall smiles for both groups. Dentists should be aware of these differences
and communicate with patients about the expected final outcomes before esthetic

treatment to increase patient’s satisfaction.





