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Table 1. Number of Subject

Age 2 3 4 5 Total
Sex
M 54 63 62 64 243
F 54 67 60 54 235
Total 108 130 122 118 478
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Table 2. Prevalence of proximal caries in deciduous molar (%) - comparision between male and female

Tooth Mandibul ar Mandibular Maxillary Maxillary
Surface\ Ist Deciduous Molar | - 2nd Deciduous Molar | Ist Deciduous Molar 2nd Deciduous Molar
Age \Sex Mesial Distal Mesial Distal Mesial Distal Mesial Distal
].
2 M 6.4 +2.8(24.64+5.3(22.3+4.3 0 2.0+2.0 10,7+4.5 | 10.6144.2 | O
F 7.54+3.2122,7+£5.2(21.8+4.7 0 1.94+1.9 10.1+4.1 (10,143.7 | 0
3 M 9,242.6]43.245.0|32,0+3,5 1,040.7 3.1+42.1 13.6+2.0 {13.243.2 | O
-F 8.4 12,4148.444,5(28.4+4+3.3 0.710.6 2.74+1.8 12.5+4.0 | 12.343.3 | 0
s M 10.2 +2.9|48.645.8 (36.21+4.2 1,040.9 3.6+2.2 16.4+4.9 115.943.8 | 1.0 +1.0
F 9.7 +3.2148.615.9|35.2+4.4 1.0+0.9 3.442.4 15.3+5.0 {15.244.1 | 0
. M 1107 +3.4 [52.247.1 [41.544.6 | 2.04+1.3 | 4.242.8 | 19,045.5 |18.3:+4.7 | 0.
F 9.8 +3.7 [52.247.1 {40.9+5.5 .| 2.0-1.5 | 3.6+2.6 | 17.6-45.4 [17.445.2 | 0
* + SE
Table 3. Prevalence of proximal caries in deciduous molar (%)
Jeoth Mandibular Mandibular Maxillary Maxillary
Surface\ Ist Deciduous Molar | 2nd Deciduous Molar - | = 1st Deciduous Molar 2nd Deciduous Molar
Age Mesial Distal Mesial Distal Mesial Distal’ Mesial Distal
2 7,04+2.1 1| 23.74+3.7 | 22.1+3.2 | O 1.9+1.3 10.5+3.1 10.442.8 0
3 8.841.8 | 46.11+3.4 | 30.2+2.4 0.8+0.5 2.9+1.4 13.04:2.9 12.7+2.3 0
4 9.7+2.1 | 48,6+4.1 ] 35.913.0 1,03-0.6 3.5+1.6 15.81+3.5 15.71+2.8 0.51+0.5
5 10.34+2.5 | 52.215.0 | 41.0+3.5 2.0+1.0 3.9+1.9 18.3-+3.9 18.313.5 0
* + SE
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Table 4. Comparison with other studies
Tooth ~ Mandibular Mandjbular Maxillary Maxillary
Sur - Ist Deciduous Molar 2nd Deciduous Molar | Ist Deciduous Molar | 2nd Deciduous Molar
40, -
e\Author ¢ |Mesial’ l Distal MesialW Distal Mesial \ Distal Mesial | Distal
] ,
T KIM 7.0 23. 7 22.1 0 1.9 T10.5 10.4 0
2 NAKASAKA| 11.7 50. 0 32.0 0 3.9 16.4 14.8 0
| SIMADA 1.4 2.8 1.0 0.3 1.6 1.9 | 0.6 0
KIM 8.8 46. 1 30.2 0.8 2.9 13.0 12.7 0
3| NAKASAKA| 14.4 76. 5 61.4 0 8.3 45.1 37.0 0.8
SIMADA 5.9 18. 7 6.6 2.7 8.1 8.6 2.5 0.5
KIM 9.7 48. 6 36.9 1.0 3.5 15.8 ] 15.7 0.5
4 | NAKASAKA! 16.9 84. 5 66.9 0.7 8.8 60.1 54.7 0
SIMADA 1.9 | 40.7 21.7 10. 0 9.3 16.3 11.7 2.7
KIM 10.3 52. 2 41.0 2.0 3.9 18.3 17.8 0
5 | NAKASAKA| 22.0 87. 0 74.0 1.0 10.0 67.0 63.0 2.0
S IMADA 16.8 | 48.0 27.7 15. 2 12.6 4.4 22.4 5.6
-

NAKASAKA(1982, Japan)
SIMADA (1959, Japan)
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A STUDY ON THE PREVALENCE OF
PROXIMAL CARIES OF DECIDUOUS MOLARS

Kim, Jin-Tae D.D.S.

’ Dept. of Pedodontics, School of Dentistry,
Seoul National University

The author studied the prevalence of proximal dental caries of deciduous molar by observing

intraoral radiographies of 478 children aging from 2 to 5 who visited the Dep. of Pedodontics,
Seoul National University Hospital. E

w

The following results were obtained;

The prevalence of proximal caries of deciduous molar did not show significant difference
between male and female, right and left side.

Mandibular deciduous molar had higher prevalence than maxillary deciduous molar.

The prevalence was increased with age.

The prevalence was highest in the distal surface of lower 1st deciduous molar and lowest
in the distal surface of upper 2nd deciduous molar.



