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2.2.1 XA PUE A

AP ARSI A A ARZZ 7 A8
%’—7‘1747151*}714‘?301] At AR A
A 5 L A o B S e B P S A S ol }% Zagds
AAs $-A g FA A 4(DT index), *
XA 4=(FT index), AAed F2]x]4=(MT index),
A A F A A 4 (DMFT index) ¢} $-217 3
°§ 728 (DMFT rate) 55 AME3}% o

2.2.2. Dentocult LB 4A

Dentocult LB kit(Orion Diagnostica Co.
Espoo. Finland)W¢] paraffing %7+ 27
B ¥ ool Ao =24 g Aue
slide(w]z]) ZHeo] e}g FH3) L
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2.2.3 Dentocult screening strip ZA
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of 158 X9l &3A7l
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A2 F 37 2 wfFrlolAM 48X 7F wlj oF3tc
o].Q_—g}o:] 0/\1%}/\ T2 oA
(negative:0), A=A = (mild:1), F5= A
S (moderate:2) ¥ I% ZA] = (severe:3)=
A4} sty 2).

F 250 ¥aA.
_‘_[3‘_

screening stripS

bl el A

=7} '77(4 3} 1:]-.__
=
=

Wep F BYEE

T12! 1. Dentocult LB Z4A} THH =

T2l 2. screening strip ZAl ZHEH
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WA ko] =ahEl 4709 siteo] wE 77
negative(0), mild(1), moderate(2), severe(3)
= 43 selon YHALE 3 AUge
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A (negative:0), A= FA = (mild:1), F%
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3 A = (moderate:2) %
= H43 s

T =34 = (severe:3)

2.2.5 Dentobuff strip @A}
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E 1. AR XIORAZEE

DMFT DT FT MT DMFT
rate index index index index
N 84 84 84 84 84
Mean 28.40 2.48 5.38 0.10 7.95
SD 15.63 3.40 4.21 0.33 4.37
Min 0 0 0 0 0
Max 64.29 16 17 2 18

3.2. Dentocult LB Al W2 A
J AR X5 U EfHRHIE

Dentocult LB ZHAFE 3} -4 (negative:0)2
2 vebd A2 557 (65%) o] o
(mild:1) 17%(20%), &%= (moderate:2) 10
H(12%), J831 Ix(severe:3)e FA=E
7bA gAY o] 27 (2%) o2 el 7 1§
A7 F A A5 (DMFT index) &= &4 el
M 7454433, AELS 841+4.06, 5=
10.00+4.66, 1%+ 5.00+7.712 Dentocult LB
ZAAkeE 9217 3 g 7A A4 (DMFT  index) 7be]
= fola Aolsh hehtAl ek w3t el
&= SAlTolA 8254381, AxF 7.87+
380, 55+ 648+3.02, I1xF 7.96+3.695
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Aol 7k SIRAEKE 2

I, A=

rl

E 2. Dentocult LB ZAtZ D0 ME SAMAEPT
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Dentocult LB ZA} EfHEH|&

(DMFT index)

SM(n=55) 7.44+4.33 8.25+3.81
A= (n=17) 8.41+4.06 7.87+3.80
ZEZ(n=10) 10.00+4.66 6.48+3.02
D= (n=2) 5.00+7.71 7.96+3.69
p-2k 0.265 0.587
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SAARATHAIS

(DMFT index)

screening strip Z4A} ElHEH|E

SM(n=43) 6.88+4.29 7.76+3.77
A= (n=25) 8.36+3.54 8.70+3.75
ZEZ(n=15) 9.53+5.39 7.47+3.45
d=(n=1) 14.00+0.00 5.00-0.00
p-2k 0.08 0.572

3.4. Dentocult SM AAl(site strip)
Aol wE AEALA K|

o EfHIS
(Z 4)= Dentocult SM ZA}H¥ ZFoj|A] site
strip HAMAZo] w2 $A] P T A
(DMFT index) 3 e} En]&e] xo]E e}
W Zelct. site strip AR S 02 vehd
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201

(17%), 5= 7L 189Q21%), 1% 84
> 49 (5%)e2 et site strip HAME I
ohe Fo3 Aol 2 By TH(pED.05).

T} e Eu g SAZo A= 819+
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site strip ZA} ElHEH| &

(DMFT index)

SM(n=4) 7.23+4.07 8.19+3.86
A= (n=14) 7.07+4.26 8.05+3.76
ZEZ(n=18) 10.33+4.47 7.39+3.59
Dd=(n=4) 6.25+4.50 7.3742.29
p-2k 0.026 0.873

3.5. Dentobuff strip Al U2
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MZ=(n=2) 9.00+4.24 7.75+0.35
ZET(n=26) 8.54+4.75 5.91+2.72
= (n=56) 7.54+4.26 8.91+3.78
p-2k 0.595 0.002
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Abstract

The correlationbetweendental cariesexperience
and improved dental cariesactivity testsfor the
studentsof dentalhygiene
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This study was implemented for 84 students of dental hygiene to show the correlation
between dental caries experience and improved caries activity test.

Dental caries experience for the sample groups was examined and stimulative saliva secret-
ed for 5 minutes was collected into the tube to check saliva secretion rate.

Dentocult LB test was executed to observe Lactobacilli colonies after 96 hour cultivation of
culture slides moistened with stimulative saliva.

Dentocult SM test(screening strip, site strip) was done to measure SM colonies distribution
after 48 hour cultivation of culture strips applied with collected saliva and dental plaque
respectively, and salivary buffering capacity was checked by means of Dentobuff strip kit.

Following conclusions are obtained after examining the relation between Dentocult LB,
Dentocult SM, Dentobuff strip test results and DMFT index, salivary secretion rate.

1. Showed no significant difference between Dentocult LB test results and DMFT index, sali-

vary secretion rate.

2. Showed no significant difference between Dentocult SM(screening strip) test results and

DMFT index, salivary secretion rate.

3. Showed significant difference between Dentocult SM(site strip) test results and DMFT

index(pED0.05), but showed no significant difference between Dentocult SM(site strip)
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test results and salivary secretion rate.
4. Showed no significant difference between Dentobuff strip test results and DMFT index,
but showed a very wide difference between Dentobuff strip test results and salivary

secretion rate(pE0.01).



