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A Study of Caries and Its Affecting Factors of Kinder-
garten Children in Yen Chau Village

I-Tsun Chiang', Yi-Hsin Yang?, Tien-Yu Shieh?

! Yanchao Township Public Health Center, Kaohsiung County

?Graduate Institute of Oral Sciences Kaohsiung Medical University

This study was conducted to understand the caries status of the children in the nursery schools
and kindergarten in Yen Chau Village. Five schools with a total of 317 children were selected
using a stratified cluster sampling with PPS design. A total of 311 young children participated in
the study, with completion rates of 98.1%.

Study results revealed that the average dental caries prevalence rate was 82.6%. The most
significant percentage difference appeared between the group aged 4-and-below and the group
aged 5, which was as high as 21.9%. The mean deft of the all children subjects was 5.5+4.5. The
bigger the sibling number and the birth ranking of the young children, the higher the deft index.
The mean filling rate was a little bit low: only 21.3%. The sex of the children, location of the
school, and public or private ownership made no difference in the filling rates.

A high as 54% of the teachers still deemed that " no special attention should be paid to
children's decayed teeth, because the permanent teeth will replace the decayed teeth in the future.
" This revealed that the teachers neither took seriously the issue of children's dental caries nor did
they play the due role of helping to prevent the children's dental caries. Hence, we should improve
the teachers' oral health education and practical promotion techniques. In addition, schools, com-
munity dentists and parents should assume together the responsibility of young children's oral

health care so as to really promote young children's oral health.

Key words : Prevalence Rate of Caries, Filling Rate of Caries.
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