Labial Alveolar Bone Thickness and Its Correlation with
Buccolingual Maxillary Incisors Angulation: A CBCT
Based Study
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CBCT-based measurements:

. The labial alveolar bone thickness
evaluated in three points:

( )There was no significant differences (P >.05) between the sexes. These

( )The labial alveolar bone thickness at the apical level had a moderate positive
linear connection with the inclination of the maxillary incisors (Point C). This

*Statistical significance set at 0.05; R: Pearson Correlation coefficient; N: Number of samples
<5

DISCUSSION

findings are consistent with prior reports. (ecetat, 2019

" Point (A) .
research supports a previous study. (xong et al, 2019).
= Point (B)
(Lee et al reported that in a study done in Korean participants the labial bone
= Point (C) thickness was less than 2 mm. (eetal, 2019)

Three points to measure the labial alveolar bone thickness

. Also, the buccolingual angulation of the teeth is evaluated based on the
relationship between two lines, first line bisect the tooth, and the second
line connect between anterior nasal spine (ANS) and posterior nasal spine
(PNS).

PNS Maxillary Plane

The buccolingual tooth angulation

CONCLUSION

The majority of the cases in the present study had less than 2 mm of labial bony

wall thickness at Point A, B, and C among central and lateral incisors.

Buccolingual angulation of the maxillary incisors and labial alveolar bone thickness

are correlated.

This is vital to know when performing dental procedures such as tooth extraction or

immediate implantation in the anterior regions.
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