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ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Impact of Educational Background on Srinakharinwirot
University Student’s Perception on Facial and Dental
Attractiveness

Sorasun Rungsitanont* Itt Assoratgoon** Thanop Jumpatip** Tarin Anuraklekha**
Pawat Sripodok**

Abstract

At present, esthetics plays a major role in dentistry. Besides the optimal function of the
structures in the oral cavity, patients do have concerns about their appearance as well. Therefore,
the balance between dentist’s opinion and patient’s perspective would be the key to the success of
dental treatment.

Objective: To evaluate the perception differences among Srinakharinwirot university’s
students from various faculties on facial and dental attractiveness.

Materials and Methods: Data were collected from 520 Srinakharinwirot university’s
students, which were equally divided into 4 groups (1) Science students (2) Art students (3) Preclinical
dental students and (4) Clinical dental students. Structural questionnaires were used to determine
the preferences in facial attractiveness in 3 categories ie. facial profiles, visible gingival smile lines
and tooth shapes. Each group was given 130 surveys by stratified random sampling method.
Participants would indicate the level of attractiveness of each image on a visual analogue scale
(VAS). The collected data were statistically analyzed using One-way ANOVA test at statistically
significant (p<0.05).

Results: Among the 4 test groups, the rankings of preference from each category of facial
attractiveness were in the same direction. Straight facial profile showed the highest score and
followed by convex and concave profile respectively. For visible gingival smile line, 0 mm visible was
highly preferred over 2 mm and 4 mm respectively. In terms of tooth shapes, the participants chose
tapered shape teeth rather than square or ovoid shape respectively. Interestingly, clinical dental
students showed significantly higher preferences on straight facial profile, 2 mm and 4 mm visible
gingival smile line when compared to the other groups (p<0.05).

Conclusion: clinical dental students have different perception on some esthetic features
which are straight facial profile and 2 mm gingival smile line when compared with other groups of

educational background.

Key word: perception, facial attractiveness, dental attractiveness

*Associate professor, Department of Oral Surgery and Oral Medicine, Faculty of dentistry, Srinakharinwirot University Sukhumvit 23,
Wattana, Bangkok 10110, Thailand.
**Undergraduate student, Faculty of dentistry, Srinakharinwirot University Sukhumvit 23, Wattana, Bangkok 10110, Thailand.
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Fig 1. show lateral facial profile 3 types which are (A) straight profile (B) concave profile and

(C) convex profile respectively.
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Fig 2. show visible gingival smile line which are (A) 0 mm (B) 2 mm and

(C) 4 mm respectively.
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Fig 3. show shape of tooth which are (A) ovoid shape (B) square shape and
(C) taper shape respectively.
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Table 1. show percentage of studied population classified by educational background.
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et 520 AU 100
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Table 2. show studied population classified by sex.
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Fig 4. graph show mean number of studied population to the facial profile preferences.
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Table 3. show mean number of studied population to the facial profile preferences.
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Fig 5. graph show mean number of studied population to the visible gingival smile line.
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Table 4. show mean number of studied population to the visible gingival smile line.
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Fig 6. graph show mean number of studied population to the shape of tooth.
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Table 5 show mean number of studied population to the shape of tooth.
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