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O ABSTRACT 0O

The aim of this study is to evaluate the current patterns of the third molar impactions
in a selected sample in Daraa. The sample collected from 980 patients who have attended
Faculty of Dentistry clinics at the International University for Science and Technology, as
age groups between 20 to 60 years old. Only 519 patients were accepted to determine the
frequency of impacted third molars, their levels of eruption, and their angulations, divided
according to gender to 218 males and 251 females, who were evaluated. The result of this
study shows that 235 individuals (54.28%) show at least one impacted third molar, with no
significant difference between males (117; 49.787%) and females (118; 50.213 %). The
impacted third molars were 1.64 times more likely to occur in the mandible than in the
maxilla. The most common angulations of impaction in the mandible was the mesial
(33.4%), while the most common angulations in the maxilla, was the vertical (49.6%).
Level B impaction was the most common in both maxilla (48.2%) and mandible (67.7%).

The pattern of third molar impaction in the southern region of Syria is characterized
by a high prevalence of impaction that is greater in the mandibles irrespective of the
patient's sex.
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