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Fl. SHBEF -~ NEAELKRETHSHER
(N=1671)
Numbers and percentages of primary and junior high

school students in Kaohsiung County examined in this
study (N = 1671)

HH 53 N /() (%)
PR 5 814 48.71
s 857 51.29
R Jh— 185 11.07
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INE 137 8.20
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105% 160 9.58
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1275% 224 13.40
135% 224 13.40
14 R A 269 16.10
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2., ZHBEF NS A KA T LA IR S HN=1671)

Numbers and percentages of primary and junior high school students in this study according to location in Kaohsiung County

(N =1671)
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R 3. BB T - G S RO B IR R (N=1671)
Caries status of the permanent dentition of primary and junior high school students in this study according to location in
Kaohsiung County (N =1671)
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p-valueEHANOVA J% Chi-square test E 15 > FF L Tukey HSDiETTH & GE -
DT: Mean number of decayed teeth ; MT: Mean number of missing teeth
FT: Mean number of filled teeth : DMFT: Mean number of decayed, missing or filled teeth
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Caries status of the permanent dentition of 12-year-old students in this study according to location in Kaohsiung County (N =
223)
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il 61 0.97+1.46 0.02+0.13 1.31£1.66 2.30+1.86 55.43+44.07 75.41
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p-valueEHANOVA J% Chi-square test 1 E 15 » FFL Tukey HSDETTH R GIE -
DT: Mean number of decayed teeth ; MT: Mean number of missing teeth
FT: Mean number of filled teeth ;. DMFT: Mean number of decayed, missing or filled teeth
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X5, HHELAF N EAEE - KGESBERABEBRBZH%G N=1671)

Caries status of the first molars of primary and junior high school students according to location in Kaohsiung County (N =

1671)
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EE Z£(%) BRI TR
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p-valueEHANOVA J% Chi-square test E 15 » FFL Tukey HSDiETTH R G E -

DT: Mean number of decayed teeth ; MT: Mean number of missing teeth

FT: Mean number of filled teeth ; DMFT: Mean number of decayed, missing or filled teeth
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1
2
3
4
5
To evaluate the dental health status of children in primary and junior high schools of
Kaohsiung County and analyze disparities between rural and urban areas, 1671 children
aged 7 to 15 years participated in this study. They were sampled using a stratified cluster
sampling design and a probability proportional to size. There were statistically significant
differences noted among the DMFT index and filling rates of urban, rural, and aboriginal
areas. Values of the DMFT index of 12-year-old school children in the urban, rural, and
aboriginal areas were 2.30, 2.67, 4.59, respectively. For the first molar, values of the DMFT
index of the urban, rural, and aboriginal areas were 1.68, 1.24, and 2.27, while the caries
prevalence rates were 66.67%, 52.38%, and 82.13%, respectively. Disparities in the dental
health statuses of the primary and junior high schools in the urban, rural, and aboriginal
areas in Kaohsiung County were evident. The dental health status, especially for the first
molars, of children in the aboriginal area was very poor, and high dental treatment needs
exist there.

Key words: DMFT index, filling rate, caries prevalence, rural and urban.
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