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THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TOOTH SIZE AND
CRANIAL SIZE

Wei Boyuan Zhang Wenguang
(Deparsment of Anatomy, Guangri Medical College)
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Abstract

Ninety male adult skulls from south Chinese and their 698 upper teeth (except M®) were
investigated, and the coefficients of correlation between tooth size of each upper tooth category
and each of six measured cranial items were computed. The coefficient tests denote that coef-
ficients of correlation between tooth size of each tooth category and the maxilloalveolar length,
and maxilloalveolar breadth, the right 1* and horizontal cranial circumference, the bilateral I*
and maximum cranial length, the left I, bilateral I?, right PM", bilateral M' and middle facial
bieadth, are significant, and the others not significant. On the basis of the significant coeffi-
cients 17 regression formulae of estimating cranial size from the tooth size were listed.



