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Abstract

In forensic dental sciences, age estimation frequently relies on teeth, which persist long after
death. This report investigates the feasibility of non-specialists using tooth count for age estimation.
Dental charts were analyzed from cadavers aged 20 to 90 years that underwent autopsy between 2022
and 2024. Teeth were categorized as healthy, lost/unerupted, or treated/decayed, and were counted
accordingly. Comparative analysis of means and regression analysis revealed a decrease in healthy
teeth and an increase in lost or unerupted teeth with advancing age (R®=0.54 and 0.49, respectively).
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However, the number of treated/carious teeth did not show a consistent trend (R*=0.09). These
results suggest that age estimation based on tooth count is feasible within a specific age range.
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