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Abstract

Purpose: To understand the oral health status of rural residents in X County, Shaanxi Province and
their knowledge of oral health care, and to investigate the incidence of dental caries and peri-
odontal disease among rural residents in X County, Shaanxi Province, and take this as a basis to
guide the oral prevention and health care of rural residents in this area. Method: According to the
survey method of the fourth National Epidemiological Survey of Oral Health, the subjects were di-
vided into four age groups: 35~44, 45~54, 55~64 and 65~74. The total sample size was 1258. The
survey was divided into oral health status survey and oral health questionnaire survey. The detec-
tion rate of gingival bleeding, dental calculus and periodontal pocket was used as statistical index
of periodontal disease. Result: The total incidence rate of dental caries was 92.2%, the number of
caries examined was 7.87, the detection rate of gingival bleeding was 88.8%, the detection rate of
dental calculi was 96.5%, the edentulous rate was 2.5%, and the restoration rate of denture was
29.8%. Conclusion: The incidence of dental caries, gingival bleeding, the detection rate of dental
calculus and the total edentulous rate were higher than those of the fourth National Oral Health
Epidemiological sampling Survey, the tooth loss rate was high and the restoration rate of denture
was also high. The prevention and treatment of oral health of rural residents should be streng-
thened, improving the oral medical conditions of rural residents.
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Table 1. Caries rate, caries average and caries supplementary filling ratio of permanent teeth in different age groups

F 1 BRERBRIETBIRER, B RIBHNTTEE

GHI P ke NEL BB (%) DMFT AN FIE EE (%)
5 166 88.2% 3.91 24.1%
35~44 % % 219 91.1% 5.09 22.3%
&t 385 89.9% 4.58 22.9%
5B 210 90.7% 7.19 17.8%
45~54 % % 253 94.2% 7.73 13.2%
At 463 92.6% 7.48 15.2%
5 127 92.3% 9.35 10.3%
55~64 % % 156 96.9% 10.75 11.0%
&it 283 94.8% 10.12 10.7%
5B 59 91.7% 13.67 7.9%
65~74 % % 68 92.9% 14.71 5.8%
&t 127 92.3% 14.23 6.8%
% 561 90.4% 7.38 14.7%
At % 697 93.7% 8.26 13.0%
it 1258 92.2% 7.87 13.7%
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Table 2. Periodontal health rate, gingival bleeding and calculus in different age groups

F2 BRERBRIFBEEEE. FiREM. FAER

i o ompoAy  ERCE R -
(%) K NEe RO RHEA KSHE%)

5 166 7.5% 152 91.6% 162 97.6%
35~44 % g’y 219 8.0% 190 86.8% 214 97.7%
it 385 7.8% 342 88.8% 376 97.7%
5 210 5.8% 186 88.6% 205 97.6%
45~54 % % 253 6.4% 229 90.5% 243 96.0%
it 463 6.1% 415 89.6% 448 96.8%
L 127 3.8% 112 88.2% 122 96.1%
55~64 % % 156 5.0% 141 90.4% 151 96.8%
it 283 4.5% 253 89.4% 273 96.5%
5 59 8.6% 49 83.1% 54 91.5%
65~74 % % 68 10.7% 58 85.3% 63 92.6%
&t 127 9.8% 107 84.3% 117 92.1%
5 561 6.1% 499 88.9% 543 96.8%
&1t & 697 7.0% 618 88.7% 671 96.3%
Gt 1258 6.6% 1117 88.8% 1214 96.5%

33. EEFYR T
B M B BCP A B P BON 26.11 1, B, ool 26.12 i, 26.10 B, EdAMN ERIEF SR
KN 2.T%. FrHFERE BB WK 3.

Table 3. The number of remaining teeth and edentulous jaws in each age group
3 BFRBGETRRITM

R il SR NHL SPIAE R A H T A FNEL T % (%)
5 166 28.50 0 0.0%
35~44 % % 219 28.22 0 0.0%
A 385 28.34 0 0.0%
L 210 27.26 0 0.0%
45~54 % g’y 253 27.23 0 0.0%
&t 463 27.24 0 0.0%
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5B 127 24.42 4 3.1%
55~64 % §ia 156 24.63 5 3.2%
&t 283 24.53 9 3.2%
% 59 19.00 9 15.3%
65~74 % 7 68 18.43 14 20.6%
it 127 18.69 23 18.1%
5B 561 26.12 13 2.3%
Ait 7 697 26.10 19 2.7%
it 1258 26.11 32 2.5%
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Table 4. Denture restoration in different age groups

® 4 BFRBXEEERR

L IEEIS & FFIEMN FEFRER

GRS 51 Pl Sk (%) 52 Sk (%) ) 421 XK (%) %) )
5 3% 6% 6% 0% 3% 18%

35~44 % g’y 2% 9% 7% 0% 2% 18%
&it 3% 8% 6% 0% 3% 18%

e 2% 16% 9% 0% 7% 23%

45~54 % % 2% 15% 10% 0% 8% 25%
&it 2% 16% 9% 0% 7% 24%

5 0% 15% 23% 4% 23% 31%

55~64 % % 0% 19% 25% 3% 22% 28%
&it 0% 17% 24% 3% 22% 29%

5 0% 8% 17% 17% 25% 25%

65~74 % % 0% 7% 21% 21% 29% 14%
&it 0% 8% 19% 19% 27% 19%

5 2% 12% 12% 3% 11% 23%

&it % 1% 13% 13% 3% 11% 22%
&it 2% 13% 13% 3% 11% 23%
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Table 5. Awareness rate of oral health knowledge in different age groups (%)

5. BEMER O RAIREBEER (%)

e awasie I g ey, PRI DR

P AR MELIE gy TETIE ERI ggoriy gy s

e 1 Fih Al
35~44 % 63.3% 75.9% 53.2% 69.6% 81.0% 22.8% 12.7% 79.7%
45~54 % 53.7% 68.4% 45.3% 64.2% 77.9% 13.7% 8.4% 75.8%
55~64 % 44.8% 62.1% 37.9% 60.3% 74.1% 6.9% 5.2% 72.4%
65~74 % 38.5% 53.8% 34.6% 53.8% 69.2% 7.7% 3.8% 69.2%
&t 53.1% 67.8% 45.0% 64.0% 77.1% 14.3% 8.5% 75.6%

YR ER 7 N AR ERF RS o 90.3% I NAART “ I RExt B CLRZAE TR R ED” o 77.1%H A
FE “EMH a2 0NE” . 57.0%M NN “FRFRARRAER” , 86.4%K NINF “Fips 4
HAREREAT” o DERBO MRS LA 1.
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Figure 1. Attitudes to oral health by age group
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Figure 2. Brushing frequency by age group
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