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ul 44 5(41.7) 7(58.3) 12(100.0)
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SM score Ch total
M F
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Mild 13(52.0) 12(48.0) 25(100.0)
Moderate 7(31.8) 15(68.2) 22(100.0)
Severe 16(57.1) 12(42.9) 28(100.0)

33 A HA HAdA SMZEFA @E index zto] Hl L

SMZA e wE index®] Aold HWluwdl] 2 ZA¥, dte} dmft indexoll Al TAA 22 Folgk xpol7h 9l
S5 ¢ g AoHDm<0.001), =2 Hito] M =A YERES & 4 9th Duncand AFFEEA Ay
dt indexol A+ &4, A=< 4 2 &
o dmft indexol e A A%, 5% 181 1%7do EAZCRE #9931 207t &S & F
ATF<IE 3>,

¥ 3.3 A WA SMZ o] whE index x}o] H]
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Mild(n=25) 1.48+1.45% : 0.36+0.81 1.84+1.38
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Severe(n=28) 5.50+2.62° 0.07£0.38 0.75+1.11 6.32+2.70¢
p-value 0.000"" 0.775 0.084 0.000*
wxx p<0.001
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SM score p-value
1st 2nd 3rd

Negative 0.12+0.44* 0.40+0.65" 0.56+0.82" 0.005™
Mild 0.36£0.81 0.52+0.87 0.76£1.13 0.055

Moderate 0.55+1.10° 2.05+1.96 3.09+1.95° 0.000"
Severe 0.75+1.11° 4.39+2.94P 5.75+2.44° 0.000™

% p<0.01, *** p<0.001
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Abstract

A study on the incremental oral health care of
C pediatric clinic using a Dentocult-SM test

Hee-Sun Woo
Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Suwon Women's College
Key words: caries activity, dentocult-SM test, dmft index, incremental oral health care

The research was conducted to 100 child patients selected by random sampling, which got a Dentocult—-SM test
in the first visit and then was being continuously managed, out of child patients of a pediatric clinic located in
Gyeonggi—do. The period of there search is one year from June 2007 to May 2008. Using Dentocult-SM test, we
analyzed the correlation between the distribution of dental plaque, a streptococcus nmutans in saliva and
condition of dental caries cavity in the teeth of child patients, then we measured the distribution of a
streptococcusmutans. According to SM score, we applied incremental oral heath care for child patients to

clinical and obtained the following results.

1. In terms of the age of child patients in research, the number of 3 years old patients was 29(1% ranked), the
number of 2 years old patients was 28(2™ ranked).

2. The result of SM score showed that female child patients(52.0%) was higher than male ones in negative, male
child patients(52.0%) was higher than female ones in mild, female child patients(68.2%) was higher than male
ones in moderate, male child patients(57.1%) was higher than female ones in severe.

3. At the first visit, the SM score showed statistically remarkable difference between dt and dmft. We can also
confirm the average of severe is the highest.

4. At the second visit, the SM score showed statistically remarkable difference among dt, ft, and dmft index. We
can also confirm the average of severe is the highest.

5. At the third visit, The SM score showed statistically remarkable difference among dt, ft, and dmft index. We
can also confirm the average of severe is the highest.

6. The comparison of dmft index differences to SM score showed statistically no remarkable difference in
incremental oral heath care for negative and mild. In addition to that, we can confirm that the incremental oral

heath care makes statistically remarkable differences in moderate and severe.

_13_



7. The comparison of dt index differences to SM score showed statistically no remarkable difference in
incremental oral heath care for negative, mild, and moderate. In addition to that, we can confirm that the
incremental oral heath care makes statistically remarkable differences in severe.

8. The comparison of mt index differences to SM score showed statistically no remarkable difference in
incremental oral heath care for mild and moderate. In addition to that, we can confirm that the incremental oral
heath care makes statistically remarkable differences in severe.

9. The comparison of ft index differences to SM score showed statistically no remarkable difference in
incremental oral heath care for mild. In addition to that, we can confirm that the incremental oral heath care
makes statistically remarkable differences in negative, moderate, and severe.

10. According to the comparison of dmft index to the age, the 4 years old patients showed the highest
number(5.50 in the first visit and 6.08 in the second one). In the third visit, the 6 years old patients showed the
highest number(7.00).

By the above results, we can find that the incremental oral heath care by SM score makes the results of oral

care better. Therefore, the improvement or maintenance in oral health of child patients needs continuing personal

oral health management and regular systematic management focused on prevention by the specialist .
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