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Aim
To elucidate and compare patients’ outcome preferences for
removal and retention of mandibular third molars in Sweden and
Wales.
Subjects and method
The subjects comprised patients referred and scheduled for
removal of one or both mandibular third molars in Sweden and
Wales. The multi-attribute utility (MAU) methodology was
applied to study patients’ preferences for outcomes of removal
and retention of the mandibular third molar.
Results
Relative weighting of domains was similar in the two countries.
‘Home and social life’ received the highest relative weighting in
Sweden and ‘general health and wellbeing’ in Wales. ‘Your
appearance’ received the lowest relative weighting in both coun-
tries. In both Sweden and Wales operative jaw fracture was con-
sidered to be the outcome with most impact and dentigerous cyst
and imbricated incisors the least impact. Outcome ranking was
similar in both countries and operative outcomes were consid-
ered by patients to be more detrimental to health than retention
outcomes.
Conclusions
This comparison showed that patients’ preferences in Sweden
and Wales were similar and that the outcomes of surgery were
considered worse after third molar removal than retention.
Patient-orientated treatment decisions were less subject to varia-
tion than clinician-orientated decisions.

COMMENT 
Despite the great amount of literature published in recent years on
the issue of retention versus removal of impacted third molars, the
controversy still remains and the fate of an impacted wisdom tooth
is still uncertain. This is a very interesting paper that looks at the
outcomes of retention and removal of impacted third molars from
the point of view of those who are most affected by the treatment
choice: the patients. It compares patient preferences between
Sweden and Wales and finds that despite major differences in the
provision of dental health services between both countries
patients’ preferences in Sweden and Wales were similar. The
authors use a methodology that assesses both medical and non-
medical factors. Patients who were referred for wisdom teeth
assessment in both countries were interviewed and asked how their
lives could be affected by either removal or retention of their
wisdom teeth. The findings considered most important were
categorised into different domains and different health states
within each domain. They were then weighted by patients in both
countries to compare what domains they thought to be most
important. Swedish patients thought that the most important
domain was ‘home and social life’ whereas Welsh patients
considered ‘general health and well-being’ to be the most
important. In a final stage, the authors presented a group of
patients with possible outcomes for retention or for removal of
wisdom teeth (for example pericoronitis, late lower incisor
crowding, etc) and asked patients to imagine experiencing these
outcomes, and then asked them to select which health state within
each of the domains better represented how they would feel. It was
not surprising that the authors found that the outcomes of
extraction had a higher impact on patients’ lives compared with
the outcomes of retention. Mandible fracture was the outcome
most feared by patients in both countries, followed by severe pain
after extraction and paraesthesia. The authors did not include,
however, one of the most common outcomes of retention which is
‘no symptoms at all’ and yet, despite that, patients still preferred
outcomes related to non-intervention. This study reinforces the
current trend that retention of asymptomatic impacted wisdom
teeth is the most appropriate approach particularly from the point
of view of patients. And in my opinion patients should always be
involved in the decision-making process over every course of
treatment.

Dr M. Fernandes, Section of Public Health and Dental Health
Services Research Unit, Health Informatics Centre, University of
Dundee
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R E S E A R C H  S U M M A R Y

 MAU methodology allows assessments of both medical and non-
medical factors including outcomes of removal and retention of
mandibular third molars.

 Patients' ranking of preferred outcomes was similar, regardless of
country. 

 Patients prefer outcomes of third molar non-removal as compared
to outcomes following removal.

 Patient treatment preferences are more stable across national
boundaries than dentist preferences.

I N  B R I E F


	What do patients think of impacted wisdom teeth treatment?
	Introduction
	Comment



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


