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—— Abstract

VARIATION OF VALIDITY OF THE RESAZURIN DISC
CARIES ACTIVITY TEST BY SUBDIVISION OF SCALE

Young-Seok Jeong, Kwang-Hee Lee, Dae-Eop Kim

Department of Pediatric Dentistry, College of Dentistry, Wonkwang University

The purpose of study was to investigate the variation of validity of the Resazurin Disc
Caries Activity Test by subdivision of the measuring scale of the test. The 3-level color scale
of RD test was revised and 4- and 5-level scales were made. The subjects of study were
preschool children, 227 for 3-level group, 238 for 4-level group, and 256 for 5-level group.
The validity of the RD test using each scale was analyzed by using the caries experience
as criteria. The results were as follows:

Scales
Validity High Middle Low
Sensitivity 4 5 3
Specificity 5 3 4
False negative 4 5 3
False positivie 5 3 4
Positive predictability 5 3 4
Negative predictability 5 4 3
Hit rate 5 4 3

Positive :dt)mean; Negative :dt{mean
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Table 1. Distribution of scores of RD test scales

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores N % N % N %
1 91 401 b8 244 60 234
2 98 432 82 345 8 332
3 38 167 63 265 45 176
4 3B 147 49 191
5 17 66
Totals 227 1000 238 1000 256 1000
Mean 1.767 2.32 252
Median 2 2 2
Mode 2 2 2
Std dev 0.718 100 1.23
Kurtosis  -0.998 -1.010 -0.902
Skewness  0.380 0.226 0421
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Table 2. dft index

dt index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Mean 2436 2.382 1.969
Median 1 1 1
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 2984 3210 2.618
Kurtosis 2154 4240 2727
Skewness 1490 1.867 1.706
Maximum 14 18 12
ft index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Mean 2.150 1.782 2125
Median 1 05 1
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 2.628 2.303 2443
Kurtosis 0.891 0.066 -0.069
Skewness 1.198 1.100 0.950
Maximum 12 9 10
dft index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Mean 4581 4,164 4113
Median 4 3 3
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 3.830 4097 3673
Kurtosis 0,013 1.263 1575
Skewness 0.734 1.145 1147
Maximum 16 21 20
ft rate 46933 42795 51.665
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Table 3. dfs index

ds index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Mean 3.370 3.866 2.742
Median 2 15 1
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 4635 6.353 4392
Kurtosis 6.096 12,576 9.255
Skewness 2.178 3.085 2774
Maximum 28 46 26
fs index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Mean 3.229 2929 3.047
Median 2 1 1
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 4555 4515 3.961
Kurtosis 7.364 5072 234
Skewness 2.240 2.164 1570
Maximum 31 22 18
dfs index
3-scale 4-scale S-scale
Mean 6.555 6.794 5.781
Median 5 45 4
Mode 0 0 0
Std dev 6.327 8570 599
Kurtosis 1.881 8410 4911
Skewness 1335 2490 1.756
Maximum 31 56 41
fs rate 49260 43112 52707
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Table 4. dft index by RD test scores

dt index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores M SD M SO M SD
1 116 18 052 137 078 111
2 270 293 220 2656 133 193
3 479 377 300 352 193 243
4 480 409 351 337
5 500 324
Totals 243 298 238 321 197 262
ANOVA
F 247872 16.8212 181283
Sig 0.0000 0,0000 0.0000
ft index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores M SD M SD M SD
1 133 209 072 150 143 216
2 230 247 170 214 152 204
3 374 336 233 262 256 239
4 274 252 314 273
5 353 290
Totals 215 263 178 230 213 24
ANOVA
F 12,7037 8.0069 6.9975
Sig 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
dft index
3-scale 4-scale S-scale
Scores M SO M SD M SD
1 249 279 124 193 220 225
2 499 334 389 353 28 281
3 853 378 533 448 449 292
4 754 394 678 425
5 853 347
Totals 458 383 416 410 411 367
ANOVA
F 48,6548 257441 272359
Sig 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000




Table 5. dfs index by RD test scores

ds index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores M SD M Sb M SD
1 140 213 064 158 100 156
2 380 461 312 436 158 245
3 700 639 548 830 251 344
4 806 802 543 628
5 759 7.09
Totals 337 463 387 635 274 439
ANOVA
F 245632 13,6865 17.0889
Sig 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
fs index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores M SD M SD M SD
1 179 298 084 180 18 296
2 348 431 252 346 198 281
3 603 657 419 565 369 416
4 506 587 498 494
5 518 520
Totals 323 455 293 452 305 396
ANOVA
F 13.1210 9.4906 8.0541
Sig 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
dfs index
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scores M SD M SD M SD
1 319 366 148 231 288 311
2 717 561 565 608 356 382
3 1303 758 967 1145 620 499
4 1311 826 1037 760
5 1276 652
Totals 656 633 679 857 578 599
ANOVA
F 46.6817 20,7822 275490
Sig 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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Table 6. Correlations of RD test scores with

caries experience
dt ft  dft ds fs dfs

3-scale 04235 0.3163 05465 04221 03207 05378
4-scale 04155 0.2992 0.4936 0.3863 0.3262 0.4582
5-scale 04581 0.3039 05377 0.4400 0.3201 0.5329
Pearson correlation coefficient, P < 001 (all)
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Table 7. Mean RD test scores by absence or pres-

ence of dft
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
M sb M SO M SD
dd 0 148 059 18 091 201 094
21 194 073 268 091 289 128
F 249129 487326 36.8090
ft 0 151 064 201 095 216 112
1 197 071 262 096 280 124
F 246724 24.5806 18,1335
dt 0 120 041 160 076 160 049
21 190 071 257 095 271 125
F 390217 52.6035 325699
P<0.01(all)



Table 8. Mean RD test scores by absence or pres-
ence of dfs
3-scale 4-~scale 5-scale
M SD M SD M SD
ds 0 148 059 184 092 201 094
=21 194 073 267 091 289 128

249129 48.1060 36.8090
fs 0 151 064 200 095 216 110

=21 197 071 263 095 279 125

F 246724 256148 176716
dfs 0 119 039 160 076 165 053

=1 198 071 257 095 270 125

F 407271 52.6035 289890
P<0.01(all)

Table 3. Mean RD test scores by high or low dft
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
M SD M SD M SD
dt 0~2 157 065 209 099 219 106
23 211 070 273 090 338 122

F 339642 249483 59,2867

ft0~2 165 068 214 099 228 116
23 19 074 271 093 292 124
F 120073 17,0125 171321

dft 0~4 145 056 195 08 206 101
25 211 071 290 09 329 117
F 597227 65.6906 794391
P<0.01(all)
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Table 10. Mean RD test scores by high or low dfs
3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
M Sb M SD M SD
ds 0~3 155 064 205 094 223 111
=24 218 068 280 092 330 120
F 473209 355646 453018

fs 0~3 165 068 212 097 227 115
=24 200 074 276 083 300 122
F 129610 22.8401 23.1517

dfs 0~6 153 062 195 087 210 1.00
=7 211 071 292 088 331 122
F 419311 68.4089 726774

P<0.01(all)

Table 11. Distribution of RD test scores by absence
or presence of caries experience

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale

Scae 0 21 0 =21 0 21
d 1 0 0 0 0 3% 25
2 3 65 31 51 46 39
3 4 34 21 42 17 28
4 5 30 8 41
5 1 16
Chi-square 2267691 4907829 3442786
P 0.00001 0.00000 0.00000
ft 1 57 H 4 14 4 26
2 36 62 39 43 47 38
3 8 30 21 36 13 32
4 9 2 12 37
5 5 12
Chi-square 2297333 25.25522 21.54367
P 0.00001 0.00001 0.00025

aft 1 3B 56 b 23 17 43

2 9 89 17 65 26 59

3 0 38 10 53 0 45

4 0 35 0 49

5 0 17
Chi-square 36.85766 52.33092 34.42786
P 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

FARFAEET 7R3
ANAM 4-F 58 E, 382 €22 I, fte} dit



Table 12. Distribution of RD test scores by high or
low caries experience

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Scale Low High Low High Low High

dt 716 5 5 5 4
2 5 42 48 H 67 18

3 13 25 38 25 A 11

4 14 21 24 25

5 3 14
Chi-square 29.80222 29.14776 5343516
P 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

ft 1 69 22 51 7 446 14
2 62 36 59 23 59 26

3 17 21 37 2 24 21

4 19 16 23 26

5 7 10
Chi-square 11.70131 1686704 16.75888
P 0.00288 0.00075 0.00215

dit 1 69 22 5 5 54 6
2 46 52 5 27 62 23

3 4 A 31 32 25 20

4 7 28 16 33

5 2 15
Chi-square 4790574 52.34350 61.26677
P 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
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Table 13. Evaluation of validity of RD tests by the
highest and lowest RD scores according
to absence or presence of caries expe-

rience

dt

3-scale  4-scale 5-scale
Sensitivity 04474 07317 03902
Specificity 09245 09038 09831
False negative 05526 02683 06098
False positive 00755 00962 00278
Positive predictability 08947 08571 09412
Negative predictability 05385 08103 05833
Hit rate 06434 08280 06623
dft

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Sensitivity 04043 06034 02833
Specificity 1.0000 10000 1.0000
False negative 05957 03966 07166
False positive 0.0000  0.0000 0.0000
Positive predictability 1.0000  1.0000 1.0000
Negative predictability 03846 06034 0.2833
Hit rate 05659 07527 04416
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Table 14. Evaluation of validity of RD tests by the
highest and lowest RD scores according
to high or low caries experience

dt

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Sensitivity 06098 08077 07778
Specificity 08523 07910 09492
False negative 03902 01923 02222
False positive 01477 02090 00508
Positive predictability 06579 06000 08235
Negative predictability 08242 09138 09333
Hit rate 07752 07957 09091
dft

3-scale 4-scale 5-scale
Sensitivity 06071 03485 07143
Specificity 09452 08833 09643
False negative 03529 01515 02857
False positive 00548 01167 00357
Positive predictability 08947 08000 08824
Negative predictability 07582 09138  0.9000
Hit rate 07984 08710 08961
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