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| have been reading the Journal of Dental Hygiene for almost 30 years. The Journal was initiated in 1926 so that means
| have been reading it for almost a third of its existence! When | started out as a dental hygiene student, the Journal was
called "Dental Hygiene." Later onin my career, it was changed to reflect itstrue stature as The Journal of Dental Hygiene.
As adental hygiene student, | did not think too much about what it all meant. After all, | was unsure about research and
certainly had no idea about what it meant to be a peer reviewed publication. As | went through my graduate program in
dental hygiene education, | began to see the value in a peer reviewed journal. It became clearer to me the importance of
having my work appear in a publication that had been reviewed, critiqued, applauded, and yes-criticized by my peers.
When my graduate class completed our thesiswork-all of uswanted to publish our work in the Journal of Dental Hygiene.
After al-it was our Journal and we wanted to support it and contribute to the dental hygiene research base. Numerous
publications later and several years older-1 still feel that way. | am aways proud to see my work appear in the JDH.

Why isthis Journal important to our profession? Research molds a profession. It adds to the scientific body of knowledge
through the process of scientific inquiry. It means that we have unique information worth reporting to over a 120 000
dental hygienists and millions of health care professionals throughout the world. Although we have several publications
in our profession, this one isthe most important in my opinion because it is what sets us apart and elevates dental hygiene
and hopefully what will take usto the next level. It is my intent to continue to do the work of my predecessors and make
this Journal atrue contribution to members of ADHA and to all who have avested interest in oral health. It ismy personal
goal to have every member of our profession read every issue of the Journal of Dental Hygiene.

| am so honored to be the new Editor-in-Chief of the Journal of Dental Hygiene. | am in awe of those who have been in
this position before me and have worked diligently to make the Journal what it is today-a well respected, peer reviewed
research publication that is read by thousands of health professionals and held in high esteem by academic institutions
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throughout the world. | want to personally and publicly thank Mary Alice Gaston, RDH, MS, for the time and energy she
put into making the Journal what it istoday. Sheworked tirelessly to bring usahigh quality scientific publication. | intend
to follow in her footsteps and maintain the integrity of the Journal.

The Journal will continue to focus on publishing first rate original research publications of basic, applied, clinical, health
services, and educational research. Wewill continue to accept high quality literature reviews and seek to publish systematic
reviews of interest to our profession. We will also continue to publish book reviews-which have been very popular over
the years. However, it isa"new day" for the Journal of Dental Hygiene. Changes will come about with the Journal in the
monthsto follow. Look out for some exciting additions starting with the fall edition. Whilethe Journal is" Tried and True"
my desire isto seeit expand and grow as our profession is growing and changing.

| appreciate all the well wishes | have received from dental hygienists from all over the world and want to express my
hope that you will always fedl free to email me or contact me with any comments or suggestions you might have for our
Journal. | will strive to make it the most professional publication in our profession and one that you will be proud to read
and share with your colleagues. Thank you for the warm welcome as your new Editor-in-Chief of the Journal of Dental
Hygiene.

Sincerely
RebeccaWilder, RDH, BS, MS
Editor-in-Chief, Journal of Dental Hygiene
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HPV Test Best for Detecting Cervical Cancer

A test to detect the human papillomavirus (HPV), the virus that causes cervical cancer, is more sensitive, more effective,
and easier to conduct than the traditional Pap smear. Thistest should be adopted as the worldwide standard for detecting
HPV, reported the authors of a study appearing in the April 3, 2006, issue of the International Journal of Cancer.

"We are reporting many studies here, which are being brought together," said study author Jack Cuzick, the John Snow
professor of epidemiology at the Centre of Epidemiology, Mathematics and Statistics at Cancer Research UK, Queen
Mary School of Medicine, in London. "Hopefully, seeing the overwhelming effect of all results together will change
practice."

Cervical cancer causes 300 000 or more deaths worldwide each year, with the most deaths occurring in areas where there
is currently no screening at al. In the United States alone, some 10 400 women will be diagnosed with cervical cancer
this year, and 3700 will die from the disease.

According to Cuzick, international implementation of the HPV test would greatly reduce the number of deaths caused by
cervical cancer. He estimated a reduction of 50% above and beyond that achieved by the conventional Pap test in the
United Kingdom. Cuzick believes the impact in the developing world would be even greater. "If thistest could be applied
there as well, 80% to 90% of cancers and deaths might be prevented."

HPV is one of the most common sexually transmitted diseases. An estimated 20 million men and women in the United
States are infected with at least one type of HPV. According to the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases,
there are high-risk and low-risk types of HPV. High-risk HPV may cause abnormal Pap smear results, and could lead to
cancers of the cervix, vulva, vagina, anus, or penis. Low-risk HPV may a so cause abnormal Pap results or genital warts.

Currently, early detection isthe only way to prevent cervical cancer. However, researchers are close to finalizing avaccine
against HPV. "We are learning the viral implications of female genital tract malignancies," said Dr. Jay Brooks, chairman
of hematol ogy/oncology at the Ochsner Clinic Foundation in Baton Rouge, La. "In the future, this will be the way that
individuals will be screened for the risk of many genital malignancies.”

At this time, the gold standard test for cervical cancer involves collecting cells from the cervix via a Pap smear, then
examining the cells under a microscope for abnormalities. In the study, this technique, which is known has cytology, had
a sensitivity rate of 53%; HPV testing had a sensitivity rate of 96%. HPV testing was less specific for women under the
age of 35, which lead to an increased number of false-positive readings for this age group.

The authors of the study feel it is"very realistic" to adopt this test worldwide. "Cheap forms of HPV testing are well into
development to deal with cost issues in the devel oping world," said Cuzick. "In the devel oping world, the main barrier is
inertia and an unfounded belief in the accuracy of cytology, which hopefully this paper will put to bed."
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For more information about cervica cancer, please visit the American Cancer Society's Website at
http://www.cancer.org/docroot/CRI/content/CRI_2 4 1X What_is cervical_cancer_8.asp or the Nationa Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases Web site at http://www.niaid.nih.gov/factsheets/stdhpv.htm.

AnActive Teen May Be a Safer Teen

Parents who have been looking for an alternative way to keep their teenager out of trouble may be in luck. Researchers at
the University of North Carolinaat Chapel Hill (UNC) found that teens who take part in many different kinds of physical
activity - particularly with their parents - are less likely to get involved in high-risk activities, including drinking, drugs,
and violence than teens who spend alot of time in front of the television.

"Adolescentswho spend alot of timewatching TV or playing computer video gamestend to be at higher risk for engaging
inall of theserisky behaviors," said study co-author Dr. Penny Gordon-L arsen, assistant professor of nutrition, adepartment
housed jointly in UNC's schools of public health and medicine, and afellow at the Carolina Population Center.

The study, which was published in the April issue of the journal Pediatrics, compared 7 distinct clusters of adolescents,
defined according to the types of physical or sedentary activities they participated in on a day-to-day basis.

Examples of clustersinclude:
¢ Adolescents who frequently played sports with their parents, who also spent alot of time playing sports overall;

e Skaters/gamers, who did alot of skating, skateboarding, bicycling and playing video games,

¢ High TV/video viewers, who made their own decisions about TV viewing and did alot of it;

«  Teenswho often use neighborhood recreation centers; and

¢ Adolescents who often participated in school activities, including sports, clubs and physical education.

The study also asked questions about self-esteem, finding that the teens who were less physically active tended to have
lower self-esteem. The remaining clusters were groups of adolescents who often used community recreation centers, as
well as the group who participated frequently in school activities. Both also tended to have high self-esteem, compared to
adolescents who watched alot of TV.

This study revealed that kids who focused on fitness and activity were less likely to take up drinking, illicit drug use,
violent behavior, sex and delinquency. On the other hand, the researchers found that adolescents who spend alot of time
watching TV or playing computer video games tend to be at higher risk for engaging in risky, unsafe behavior.

"Anything we can do to get kids to be physically active will help them in terms of their physical health, but this research
suggests that engaging in avariety of activities may aso have social, emotional, and cognitive benefits, including reduced
likelihood of engaging in risky behaviors such asdrinking, drugs, violence, smoking, sex, and delinquency," Gordon-Larsen
added.

The current study also asked questions about self-esteem, finding that the teens who were less physically active tended to
have lower self-esteem. The remaining clusters were groups of adolescents who often used community recreation centers,
aswell asthe group who participated frequently in school activities. Both of these groups tended to have high self-esteem
in comparison to the adolescents who watched alot of TV.

The study aso found the skaters/gamers to be at a relatively low risk, which may seem surprising given the bad rap
skateboarding generally receives because schools don't generally sponsor it, many public places ban it, and not alot of
adults participatein it. "But we found that adol escents who skateboard actually fared well in terms of self-esteem and were
less likely to engage in risky behaviors compared to teens who watch alot of TV," Gordon-Larsen said.

"| think that parents should find ways to participate in sports and physica activities with their children," Gordon-Larsen
said. " So, instead of having family TV time, build in time that the family istogether and active. It's al so extremely important
for communities and schools to provide safe and affordable recreation facilities and opportunities for physical activity."
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Although activity patterns among teens have been studied in the past, this study focused on the many benefits of physical
activity. "Our previous research revealed physical activity and sedentary behavior patterns that vary among teens, and
these activity patterns go beyond highly active and not active," said first author Dr. Melissa C. Nelson, who received her
doctoral degree from UNC and now is assistant professor of epidemiology and community health at the University of
Minnesota.

Researchers are still trying to understand all of the benefits of being active, according to Nelson. "This research leads us
to believe that those benefits extend well beyond physical fitness. It could be that active teens are being exposed to more
opportunities for team-building, engaging in more social interactions with others, or seeing the benefits of hard work and
practice."

"We also suspect that all teens might not benefit similarly from the same kind of activity - it's not a one-size-fits-all kind
of thing. Helping to provide kids with the opportunity to get involved in any number of physical activities, instead of
staying at home and watching TV, may provide akind of resilience against engaging in these other risky behaviors."

Cocoa I ntake Associated with Lower BP and Cardiovascular Mortality

Althoughit has often been said that the key to awoman's heart is chocolate, Dutch researchers recently found that chocol ate
may also be the key to a healthy heart.

Sipping a cup of hot chocolate, or eating a candy bar, has been associated with reduced blood pressure for older menin
Holland and a reduced risk of cardiovascular and all-cause mortality, reported the researchers in the February 27, 2006,
issue of Archives of Internal Medicine.

Cocoa, which isrich in flavanols, has been associated with heart health since the 1700s; however, scientific evidence is
now availableto back thisclaim. "To our knowledge, thisisthefirst epidemiological study to report an inverse relationship
of cocoa intake with blood pressure and cardiovascular and all-cause mortality,” said Brian Buijsse, MSc, and colleagues
at the National Institute for Public Health and the Environment, Bilthoven.

The research team examined links between cocoa and cardiovascular health in 470 men ranging from 65 to 84 years of
age. The men had physical examinations and were interviewed about their diet at the start of the study in 1985, and then
again in 1990 and 1995. The researchers concluded that over a 15-year period, men who ate cocoa regularly - including
chocolate - had significantly lower blood pressure compared with those who did not consume cocoa on aregular basis.

The delectable treat might even help ward off death. Over the course of the study, 314 men died, with 152 of those deaths
blamed on heart disease. The men who consumed the highest amount of cocoawere half aslikely to diefrom cardiovascular
disease as those who ate little or no cocoa. Furthermore, men who ate the most cocoa were less likely to die from any
causes.

The Dutch team said that the decrease in cardiovascular deaths could not be attributed to lower blood pressure. The decrease
in cardiovascular mortality could perhaps be related to the improvement in endothelial function by flavan-3-olsin cocoa.
Cocoa products may also inhibit platelet function and low-density lipoprotein oxidation, which could also account for the
decrease in cardiovascul ar-related desths.

"Cocoaisthe most concentrated source of bioflavonoid antioxidantsreadily availablein our diets," said Dr. David L. Katz,
an associate professor of public health, and director of the Prevention Research Center at Yale University School of
Medicine. However, moderation is vital, warned Katz. "Cocoa comes in foods that tend to be energy-dense, and the harm
of excess calories could readily offset the benefit of antioxidants.”

Katz also stressed that cocoa's heart-healthy benefits only come from bittersweet dark chocolate and in concentrated cocoa
beverages, which contain an effective dose of antioxidants, along with magnesium, arginine, and fiber.
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Thetreatment of periodontal diseaseisamajor focusin the practice of dental hygiene. Approximately 80% of all American
adults show evidence of some degree of periodontitis. Chronic periodontitis affects approximately 30% of the popul ation;
10% of the population experience severe chronic periodontitis. Periodontal disease is responsible for 40% of all tooth
extractions and is the major cause of tooth loss for individuals over 45 years of age. As such, it is imperative that dental
hygiene students and practicing dental hygienists be aware of current classifications for periodontal disease, current
evidenced-based treatment methodol ogies, individual risk factorsfor periodontal disease, and behavioral modelsthat effect
change.
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Clinical Success in Management of Advanced Periodontitis by Roger Detienville, DDS, is an English transglation of his
2002 French text. In it, he outlines the severity, prevalence, pathogenesis, diagnosis, infection control, and treatment
strategies of periodontal disease. In his opening chapter, Detienville clearly lays out hisintent; "Currently, thereisastrong
incentive toward the application of evidence-based solutions and techniques. However, statistical analysisis more difficult
to carry out in the clinical setting than in the context of pure research. Clinical practice can therefore demonstrate its
efficacy and ultimately point out elements of scientific truth through interpretation of scientific information." Detienville
goes on to define "clinical proof" indicators that support the success or failure in the treatment of periodontal disease.
Positiveindicatorsinclude"durable elimination of clinical signsof inflammation and long-term maintenance of periodontal
support structures...[as well as] attachment gain and reduced probing depths." Negative indicators include "continuous,
progressive loss of periodontal support.”

| chose to evaluate this text not on a chapter-by-chapter basis, but rather by how it succeeded or failed relative to the
following criteria
¢ Istheinformation technically and factually correct?

¢ Do references support the text?
«  Doesthe book cover each topic adequately and clearly?
e Isthelevel of writing appropriate for dental hygienists?

e Doesthe book succeed in its goals?

I stheinformation technically and factually correct? Do references support the text?

Throughout the text Detienville makes statements that are not supported by citations. In particular, | found concern with
his discussion regarding the prevalence of periodontal disease, infection control in periodontics, and in his discussion of
aggressive periodontitis. Regarding prevalence, the chapter only makes reference to 4 studies but then generalizes the
findings of these very different and geographically diverse studies to conclude that "8% to 15% are likely to develop an
aggressive form of periodontal disease..." In addition, he states "low socioeconomic indices...seem to increase the risk for
developing an aggressive form of periodontitis' but provides no citations or references to studies that had these findings.

Regarding infection control in periodontics, Detienville makes absolute statements about the survival rate of Actinobacillus
actinomycetemcomitans, the use of local anesthesia only in the second phase of scaling and root planing, and the effects
on biofilm to brief exposure to chlorhexidine, all without citation. In his discussion of aggressive periodontics he, again,
makes absol ute statements regarding etiology without citation and states " aggressive treatment [of aggressive periodontitis]
under local anesthesia should be avoided because it may hinder cellular and tissue reorganization during tissue response
and repair." | was unable to find support for this statement in the literature. A statement such as this should be supported
with references.

Does The Book Cover Each Topic Adequately And Clearly?

Overadll, | found thistext to be confusing and poorly formatted. In his chapter on clinical signs and symptoms he states"a
treatment is considered successful when it changestheintensity of all features of disease. Some signsaretotally reversible,
othersare not,” yet the very next line states " treatment is considered successful when all reversible signs of disease have
disappeared.” | would suppose that the intensity of an indicator could change without it having disappeared.

In hisphoto presentation of an individual with chronic periodontitis having a positive culture for Fusobacterium nucleatum
his treatment regimen does not include the Metronidazol e regimen that he suggests, "effectively suppressesthese bacterial
species’ in his discussion of biofilms and bacterial complexes. Further, in his initial discussion of the use of the
Amoxicillin/Metronidazole regimens, he discusses 2 different protocols within the same paragraph and then discusses a
third protocol in a conclusion statement.

In addition, while he references the new classification system for periodontal disease, throughout the text he continues to
use old terminology (eg, table of microbiology of healthy and pathol ogic periodontal tissueincludesrefractory periodontits).
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Hissection oninfection control in periodonticsfocuses mainly on the use of scaling and root planing, surgical intervention,
antibiotic therapy (Amoxicillin/Metronidazole), and chlorhexidine. His chapter on adjunctive therapy focuses mainly on
guided tissue regeneration, bone grafting, and splinting. Thereis no discussion about the local delivery of antimicrobials,
the use of other systemic antibiotics, or the use of other agents such as NSAIDS, as adjunctive therapies.

Isthelevel of writing appropriate for dental hygienists?

| believe that overall, this text lacks detail in many areas, in particular the discussion of the pathogenesis of periodontal
disease. | am confident that today's dental hygiene student (and yesterday's) will want a more comprehensive discussion
of host response than what is contained in this book. In addition, he dedicates only 2 paragraphs to the discussion of
periodontitis and systemic disease, and notes only the association of bacterial load and bacteremias as etiologic risk factors.

His statement, "in terms of efficacy, there is no difference between manual instrumentation and ultrasound devices,"
deserved more discussion, as well. While he referenced Sherman et al (1990) in his statement, "best results are obtained
when both methods are combined,” | believe the student or practicing dental hygienist would be better served by a more
comprehensive discussion that referenced current literature regarding this matter (eg, American Academy of Periodontology
position paper on Sonic and Ultrasonic Scalers in Periodontics, 2000).

His discussion of high-risk individuals covers only 2 and a half pages and dedicates only 1 paragraph to diabetes and 2
sentences to stress. He offers very little in his discussion of periodontal maintenance and includes tooth polishing as a
procedure in periodontal maintenance. His discussion on daily maintenance therapy is very simple, and suggests that
patients acquire new daily oral hygiene habits (eg, brushing 3 times daily, the use of interdental brushes) but provides no
detail or direction regarding patient education methodologies or behavior change models. Finally the glossary in this text
isvery inadequate and provides only 1 page with 17 entries.

Does the book succeed in its goals?

Overadll, | believe the goal of any dental hygiene text can be two-fold:
1. Furthering an understanding of the biology and current treatment methodol ogies regarding periodontal disease.

2. Furthering knowledge of methodol ogies and strategies that will foster behavior change in patients.

| don't believethat thistext will benefit either the dental hygiene student or the practicing dental hygienist in accomplishing
the aforementioned goals.
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This volume is the 24th in the Quintessentials for General Dental Practitioners Series and is dedicated to dental trauma
acrossthelife span, but most specifically targetsthe pediatric patient and asit states, the older patient. Thiswell-organized
book begins with a one-page table of contents describing the chapter contents and ends with an index as well as future
editionsin the series.

Managing Dental Trauma in Practiceis published in London and references numerous British and Scandinavian professional
journalsand thereforeitsinformation is based on those popul ations, including sports and cultural activities of thoseregions.
It does, however, make a general reference to global trauma seen in boys and girls. Dental trauma, including injuries to
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the primary and permanent dentitions, issimply and clearly stated, with chapters often including before and after treatments.
Each chapter is structured in an easy-to-read format, beginning with Aim, Objective, and Introduction to the topic, and
ending with Prevention, Key Points, and Further Reading sections. Chapter topicsinclude: History, Examination, Diagnosis,
Treatment Planning, Primary and Permanent Dentition Injuries, Soft Tissue Injuries, Complicated Crown Fractures, Root
Fractures, and Dento-alveolar Fractures.

The photographs complement the text and aid in the comprehension of the trauma and treatment prescribed. In addition,
film representation is used to inform the reader about the extent and location of the traumatized area. The book expresses
aclear defining linewhere treatment can be provided in the dental office or would requirereferral to asecondary treatment
center. Trauma both intra- and extraorally is discussed and a special section is devoted to the identification of child abuse
along with the role of the dental professional in child protection.

Managing Dental Trauma in Practice is an invaluable reference tool for all dental professionals aswell an important read
for parents and patients in the waiting room. There are multiple prevention strategies discussed that can serve to educate
the staff aswell as all patients. Sports trauma photographs, while graphic, are worthy of being shown to all parents who
feel mouthguards are unnecessary. In addition, specific predispositions to trauma are mentioned, which can be used to
alert patients to potential dental injury. Dental hygienists play a key role in educating patients about the prevention of
dental trauma and this book will be an important asset in the teaching process.
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The study of dental materials presents ever changing information due to constant improvementsin techniques and material
composition. Gladwin and Bagby's second edition of Clinical Aspects of Dental Materials: Theory, Practice, and Cases
includes 5 new chapters, a new section of case studies, and edited former chapters to bring the dental hygiene profession
up to date on the latest in dental material usage.

The text is divided into 3 sections followed by 2 appendices. The first 3 sections include 35 total chapters and 4 case
studies. Part | has 22 chapters dealing with theoretical perspectives. Part 11 has 13 chapters covering laboratory and clinical
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applications. Part 111 introduces 4 individual case studies examining aspects of dental materials through patient charting,
photos, radiographs, and questions. Appendix 1 consists of answers and justifications to review questions found in each
of the theoretical chaptersfound in Part | and the case studiesin Part 111. Appendix Il consists of 35 skill evaluations that
may be used in alaboratory/clinical setting.

Part |, with its 22 chapters, is written in an easy-to-follow outline form beginning with an introduction and concluding
with asummary. Materials science and physical and mechanical properties are discussed in thefirst 2 chapters. Subsequent
chapters include information on adhesives, direct polymeric restorative materials, analgam, direct metalic restorative
material, dental cements, impression materials, gypsums, removable and fixed prostheses, dental implants, specialty
materials, polishing materials, tooth whitening, and oral appliances. In addition, chaptersareincluded on clinical detection
of restorative materials during scaling and polishing, infection control, disinfection of impression materials, dentures, and
oral appliances, as well as general rules for handling dental materials. Each chapter includes behavioral objectives and a
list of key words and phrases. Throughout the chapters the key words and phrases are highlighted in bold for the reader.
Chapters conclude with a list of learning activities, review questions, and supplemental readings. Most supplemental
readings are current (within thelast 5 years). Some of the readings are reference materials (such asdictionaries) or respected
texts that are somewhat older. Each of the 22 theoretical chapters covers the materials, their components, their history,
and their correct usage. Photos, diagrams, illustrations, and charts further enhance comprehension of the subject matter.
Black and white photos are of good to excellent quality. The chapters are written at an appropriate level for the dental
hygiene student.

Part 11 follows with 13 chapters presenting laboratory and clinical applications of 13 different materials and procedures.
This section is the cookbook of the text. Using the text as a "how to" guide can easily be accomplished through this lab
and clinical application section. Each chapter is preceded by objectives and keywords and phrases. Throughout the chapters,
those keywords and phrases are highlighted in bold. The chapters are written in an outlined format just as the theoretical
chapters were organized Subjects include how to handle mixing liners, bases, cements, applying rubber dams, removing
rubber dams, pit and fissure sealants, amalgam finishing, amalgam polishing, taking alginate impressions, fabricating
study modelss, trimming study models, fabricating custom trays, elastomeric impressions, vital tooth whitening, debonding
orthodontic resins, placing periodontal dressings, removing periodontal dressings, removing sutures, and temporary crowns.
Photos and diagrams enhance the reader's comprehension of how to manipulate the dental materials. In each chapter there
are handy boxed in areastitled "Tips for the Clinician," "Armamentarium," "Precautions,” and "Summary." In the boxed
section of "Tips for the Clinician," the authors review important hints that aid in properly handling the chapter's dental
material. Armamentarium sections list the needed equipment and materials needed for each procedure. Precaution sections
heed warnings about the vulnerabilities of materials. Summary sections review the manipulations and procedures discussed
in the chapter. The chapters are easy to follow and give enough information to easily follow the steps for manipulating a
material or completing a procedure. Laboratory and clinical application chapters conclude with supplemental readings
that include many sources that are less than 5 years old.

Part |11 includes 4 patient case studies. The section is an excellent review for dental hygiene board case study questions.
Each case asks a number of questions regarding restorations, appliances, or other elements dealing with dental materials.
Questions are multiple choice and in aformat similar to the dental hygiene board exam. Cases include a brief description
of the patient, intraoral photos, charting, and/or study models. Each of the cases includes 5-7 questions. All answers and
justifications for those answers can be found in Appendix 1 of the text.

Appendix 1 contains answers and justifications to the review questions at the end of the theoretical chaptersin Part I.
Appendix 1 also contains answers and justification to the case study questionsin Part I11. Questionsin both of these parts
are set up in dental hygiene board format. The questions in the chapters and the answers found in the Appendix will be a
valuable study tool.

Appendix Il will be a bonus for dental materials instructors. The Appendix contains 15 skill evaluations that can be
implemented into a laboratory or clinical setting. Each page is perforated for ease of removal and use. Skills evaluated
include mixing glass ionomer, mixing zinc-oxide eugenol, applying/removing rubber dams, pit and fissure sealants,
amalgam finishing/polishing, alginate impressions, trimming/finishing study models, custom impression trays, elastomeric
impressions, constructing bleaching trays, debonding orthodontic resins, placing/removing periodontal dressings, removing
sutures, and constructing temporary crowns. The evaluations are set up asgrids that include criteria, instructor, and student
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evaluation. Each skill lists criteria needed for satisfactory manipulation of material or completion of procedure. The
instructor and student may then choose to evaluate according to satisfactory or unsatisfactory performance, accordingly.
Both lab and clinical competency levels can be identified on the form. Forms include areas for comments and instructor's
signatures.

Clinical Aspects of Dental Materials. Theory, Practice, and Cases will be a valuable asset to both the dental hygiene
student and faculty. Studentswill find the text easy to follow and comprehend. The educator will find the skills evaluations
valuable for use in lab and clinical settings. The information provided by the review and case study questions will be of
great help in preparing for the dental hygiene board exam. Gladwin and Bagby have presented this material in away that
can be easily digested for learning.
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Thisisthe sixth edition of Dentistry, Dental Practice, and the Community. Thetext providesthe reader with acomprehensive
overview of community oral health. Its purposeisto "present dentistry and dental practice against the backdrop of social
events. economic, technological, and demographic trends, as well as the distribution of the oral diseases that dental
professionals treat and prevent." The text is written for both dental hygienists and dentists. Like the previous edition, the
authors' guiding principleisto lay out the facts on al matters discussed and interpret them as they see them. As aresult,
many changes have been made in the book to provide the reader with a comprehensive array of subject matter in dentistry.
An exceptional feature of the book is its extensive references that provide the readers a chance to pursue further issues
that interest them. The references become the basis for an interpretation of the more controversial issues.
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The book has 30 chapters and is divided into 5 parts: Dentistry and the Community, Dental Practice, the Methods of Oral
Epidemiology, the Distribution of Oral Diseases and Conditions, and Prevention of Oral Diseasesin Public Health.

Part | includes 5 chapters and provides content about the dental professions and the public they serve while discussing
such topics as ethics, the public-private partnership, public health practice, and health promotion. In Chapter 4, the authors
do an excellent job of setting the stage for defining public health , the development of public health in the United States,
dental public health, and differences between personal and community health care. Chapter 5, Oral Health Promoation,
discusses oral health in the community and among individual patients. Furthermore, the chapter explains what is meant
by health promotion and differentiates it from health education.

Part Il includes 7 chapters and deals with the structure and financing of dental practices, types of personnel in the dental
workforce, infection control and mercury safety, and a new chapter on access to dental care. The chapter on "Reading the
Literature," is now attached to a new chapter on "Evidence-based Dentistry." Of interest in chapter 6, is the discussion of
quality assurance, its evolution, the recent emphasis on increasing the quality of patient care, and cost control.

Part 111 includes 6 chapterson oral epidemiology, including information on research designs and survey methodsfor dental
caries, periodontal diseases, dental fluorosis, other conditions and the variousindexes used to measure oral disease. Chapter
13, Research Designs in Oral Epidemiology, provides a basic presentation of the essentials of valid research reports to
prepare the reader to interpret epidemiological studies, particularly clinical trias, and of other studies involving human
subjects.

Part 1V, includes 5 chapters and presents content on the distribution of the oral disease in the population along with
information on various risk factors. Thefirst chapter in Part 1V discusses |oss of teeth, the end product of oral disease, the
issues and trends in tooth loss, and the reasons why people lose teeth. Other chapters include content on dental caries,
periodontal diseases, dental fluorosis, oral cancer, and other oral conditions. Each disease is extensively covered and
provides a historical perspective aswell as future trends in the area.

Part V of the book covers the prevention of oral diseases and conditions. It includes chapters on fluoride, fluoridation of
drinking water, other uses of fluoridein caries prevention, fissure sealants, diet and plagque control, prevention of periodontal
diseases, and restricting the use of tobacco. Each chapter comprehensively discusses the background and all the issues
surrounding prevention of oral disease in public health.

Burt and Eklund have successfully fulfilled their purpose and their guiding principle in this new edition. Thistext is an
important resource and has practical value for all dental hygienistsinvolved in the dental field. The book is very readable
and should be of interest to all dental professionals practicing in this complex environment we now livein.
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/

Purpose.This pilot study investigated if scaling and root planing (S&RP) was an effective intervention in reducing
levels of inflammatory markers TNF-o and |L-6 in a type 2 diabetic population

Methods. Twenty-five patientswith type 2 diabetes, 18-64 years of age were enrolled having 4 or more siteswith pocket
depths = 5mm and 2 or more sites with attachment loss = 3mm. Participants received S& RP following collection of
gingival crevicular fluid and serum which were analyzed for TNF-a and IL-6. After 3 months post-treatment levels
were collected. Serum pre-and post-treatment levels were analyzed using a paired t test at a significance level of p<

0.05. Mean TNF-a was 1.7pg/ml at baseline and post-treatment was 4.0pg/ml. Mean | L-6 was 2.8pg/ml at baselineand
post-treatment 6.0pg/ml.

Results. Both mean TNF-a and IL-6 were increased following S&RP ; however, the observed increases were not
statistically significant. While participants improved on periodontal measures following therapy, systemic measures of

inflammation (TNF-a and I L-6) did not show the hypothesized reductions.

Conclusion. Further studiesare needed to deter mine effectiveness of S& RP on inflammatory mediatorsin a population
with type 2 diabetes.

Keywords: type 2 diabetes, periodontitis, periodontal therapy, scaling and root planing, inflammatory mediators
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I ntroduction

Diabetes is a metabolic disorder resulting in chronic hyperglycemia and hyperlipidemia that ultimately induces diverse
multiple system pathologies, increasing the risk for atherosclerosis, coronary heart disease, stroke, myocardial infarction,
renal disease and periodontitis.® Diabetes has become the fifth leading cause of death affecting approximately 17 million
individuals or 6.2% of the population in the United States.>® If left untreated or uncontrolled, diabetes will lead to heart
disease, stroke, blindness, amputations, kidney failure, periodontal disease and death.’

Periodontitis is an infection caused by the gram-negative organisms in the plague biofilm that affects 7% to 15% of the
adult population.2® An abnormal inflammatory response that is a hyper-inflammatory trait has been linked to diabetes
where there is an increased susceptibility to infections such as periodontal disease.’®™* The hyper-inflammatory trait is

associ ated with an exaggerated secretion of inflammatory mediators (TNF-a and I L-6) and systemic markers of inflammation.
It is suggested that this process mechanistically contributes to the pathology associated with this chronic disease

process 2-4,8,12,13

Diabetes and chronic periodontitis are both common chronic diseases observed in a significant proportion of the adult US
population.®* 1t is well established that diabetesis arisk factor for poor periodontal health; however, recent studies have

also suggested that periodontal disease adversely affects glycemic control in diabetics.">** Diabetic complications have
been attributed to the hyperglycemic state, which over timeresultsin theirreversible covalent modification (glycosylation)
of structural proteins and lipids that comprise the extracellular matrix and connective tissues, as well as the vascular
tissues."**® These structural changes result in impaired capillary function, poor blood perfusion of tissues and organs, and
the release of reactive oxygen species (oxidative stress) triggering a systemic inflammatory process.**’ The activation of

inflammation at asystemic level resultsin the chronic elevation of inflammatory mediators (IL-1, TNF-a, IL-6, and PGEz)
and acute phase reactants such as C-reactive protein, elevated fibrinogen, and lowered albumin, all hallmarks of the acute

phase reaction (APR) observed in diabetes and periodontitis." ™ Thus, a hyper-inflammatory trait may predispose an
individual to a more severe systemic disease that may occur as aresult of over expression of inflammatory mediators and
may ultimately lead to metabolic dysregulation.

The purpose of this study isto determineif periodontitis serves as a stimulus for a systemic-based inflammatory response
that may represent a previously underestimated metabolic stressor, enhancing insulin resistance and impairing insulin
secretion. Further, looking at the effect of non-surgical periodontal therapy (scaling and root planing (S&RP)) in patients

with type 2 diabetes on the inflammatory mediators TNF-a and IL-6 and the relationship of these mediators to markers
of insulin resistance may provide evidence of the importance to a successful periodontal treatment outcome on oral-as
well as systemic-health.

Review of theLiterature

Diabetes

Diabetes is a metabolic disease due to disturbances in insulin production resulting in abnormal fat, sugar, and protein

metabolism producing a hyperglycemic state.” Insulin, ahormone produced by the pancreas, normally isreleased in small
amounts on a constant basis. When a meal is consumed, insulin is then released in greater amounts. The body has the
ability to remove the excess glucose and stores it in the liver and muscle or convertsit to fat. , When needed, this stored
glucose is released back into the blood stream, where insulin ushers the glucose back into the cells. In a patient with
diabetes, this process changes; excess glucose builds up in the bloodstream because of insufficient insulin released by the

pancreas or cells resistant to insulin.” Type 2 diabetes usually develops over time and typically involves reduced

responsiveness of tissues to circulating insulin. Diabetes is often controlled by diet or hypoglycemic agents.**#* If not
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controlled through blood sugar monitoring, healthy eating, and weight control, type 2 diabetes can contribute to an increased
susceptibility to infection and inflammation such as that seen in periodontal disease.**
Prolonged exposure to hyperglycemiaisthe primary factor for the development of diabetic complications. The biochemical

basis is Advanced Glycation Endproducts (AGEs). AGEs are chemically irreversible, glucose derived compounds that
form slowly and continuously as a function of blood glucose concentration. AGES accumulate in plasma and tissues of

diabetic patients.*% Macrophages have an affinity for AGE and usually help normal tissue turnover by binding to receptor
advanced glycation endproducts (RAGE (a macrophage receptor)) activating the synthesis of TNF-a and IL-1. If the
synthesis and secretion isincreased, asin hyperglycemia, then connective tissue degradation occurs.®

The Centers for Disease Control (CDC) has stated that the number of Americans with diabetesison therise.® It isthefifth
leading cause of death in America with approximately 800,000 new cases annually.® Global estimates by Zimmet and
McCarty predict diagnosis of non-insulin dependent diabetes (NIDDM) at 216 million by 2010.** In 1986, Huse et a
estimated the economic burden of NIDDM to be 19.8 billion dollars in the United States.” Other studies have estimated

costs for al diabeticsin the U.S. (NIDDM and IDDM) at 100 billion.®*%? Qverall, there are enormous costs related to
the treatment and control of diabetesin this country.

It is estimated that there are 5.5 million type 2 diabetic cases that may remain undiagnosed until symptoms prevail.*®
Women, American Indians, Asians, Hispanics, and African Americans have shown an increased prevalence of type 2

diabetes.” Most cases of newly diagnosed diabetes may have had the disease for four to seven years, suggesting that
undiagnosed diabetes may have adverse effects even though in a quiescent state.”® There are risk factors for diabetes,
including, gender, race, family history, and a sedentary lifestyle.

Type 2 diabeteswas previously described as non-insulin dependent diabetes and was once considered alate-onset disease.
Currently it isincreasingly found in amuch younger population.®

Biofilm
Plague formation is the primary etiology for inflammation in periodontal disease. Plague is comprised of several hundred

bacterial species.®* Dental plaque is amicrobial biofilm that is formed by organisms tightly bound to one another and to

the solid substratum by means of an exopolymer matrix into which they are embedded.* The bacteriumin biofilm consists
of gram-positive coccoid cells that divide and form microcolonies. Periodontal bacterial pathogens such as B.forsythus,
Pgingivalis, T. denticola, C.rectus, Pintermedia cause the tissue to breakdown and hinder the healing response, thus

increasing probing depths, bleeding, and bone loss*" After a few days of dental plague growth, filamentous bacteria
coaggregate to the initial colonizers and become embedded in a matrix composed of salivary components and high

proportions of exopolysaccharides of bacterial origin.* To maintain the ecosystem, anaerobes anchor to each other by
forming an aggregated bacterial mass.® Biofilms are complex and yield achallengein understanding the many interactions
between bacteria and substrate, and the bacterial components found in mature plaque.* Biofilms occurring in nature are
firm clusters of bacteria adhering in layers to some kind of substrate.®

Bacteriaare anchored to the tooth surface viaathree-dimensional plague matrix where more bacteriacluster and infiltrate,
damaging tissue and destroying bone. The pellicle, a condensate of salivary proteins, forms first and then the bacteria

adhere to that |layer.* The bacteria then proliferate and communicate with each other.*” Biofilm can form on restorations,
implants, and hard and soft tissues soon after tooth debridement. Biofilm is difficult to remove with regular saliva flow,

tongue movement, and antimicrobia agents.®

Supragingival plaqueisdistinct from subgingival plague becauseit starts supragingivally and then progresses subgingivally.*
Subgingival plague repopul ates rapidly and has been hypothesi zed to cause periodontal disease.® With the plaque growing

-3-



Journal of Dental Hygiene, Vol. 80, No. 2, April 2006
Copyright by the American Dental Hygienists' Association

subgingivally and the bacteria disrupting the health of the tissues, deciding the course of effective treatment is of prime
importance.

Understanding the makeup of the bacteriain plague may provide abroader ook at how periodontal disease can be stopped
or controlled. There are at least 4 different approaches that can be taken: preventing biofilm formation, disrupting existing

biofilms, preventing further biofilm growth, and killing specific organisms in the biofilm.** With this knowledge, planning
a course of treatment for patients with type 2 diabetes may enhance their oral health and help to control the effect of
diabetes on periodontal disease.

Periodontal Disease

Periodontal disease is a chronic inflammatory condition of gingival tissues causing destruction of periodontal tissues and

loss of alveolar bone by P. gingivalis, and other anagerobic gram-negative pathogens.'®* These pathogens produce endotoxin
lipopolysaccharide (L PS), acomponent of the outer membrane of bacteria. Periodontopathic organisms exhibit a number
of virulence factors that enable them to evade neutrophil clearance and establish themselves as chronic subgingival

inhabitants. Among these is LPS.* It is believed that when increased amounts of LPS are released it causes macrophages

and fibroblasts to over-produce the inflammatory cytokines IL-6, IL-1, and TNF-a. This leads to the progression of
periodontitis, which includes destruction of periodontal tissues, inflammation, and bone resorption, causing an immune

response.***° Once the bacteria has invaded the host clearance system, the host becomes exposed to an array of bacterial
toxins. The interaction of the bacterial toxins with mononuclear phagocytic cells results in activation of an inflammatory

cascade, with synthesis and secretion of TNF-a, IL-6, IL-1, and PGE2.*" Even though NIDDM and IDDM have different
originsof disease (environmental versus genetic), chronic hyperglycemiain the presence of LPSisadequate for monocytic
hypersecretion of cytokines and periodontal disease progression. The breakdown of connective tissue and alveolar bone

in periodontal disease result mainly from an infection mediated pathway of cytokine upregulation.*
Hyperglycemia and hyperlipidemia have been pathologically implicated in complications of diabetes and periodontal
disease. It has been shown that advanced glycation endproducts, which have formed as a result of

hyperglycemialhyperlipidemia, can ater the phenotype of cell types by receptor advanced glycation endproducts, a cell
surface receptor. AGE then bindsto RAGE and transforms macrophagesinto cells with a destructive phenotype producing

inflammatory cytokines IL-1, IL-6, and TNF-a.2* ® 2 Periodontal infection-mediated cytokine synthesis and secretion
may amplify the magnitude of the AGE-mediated cytokine response. As a result of the AGE/RAGE complex, thereis a

two-way relationship between diabetes mellitus and the infection caused by periodontal disease.®

Cytokines (IL-1, IL-6, and TNF-a) are soluble, biologically-active glycoproteins secreted by host immuno-inflammatory
cells.® They have a role in the inflammatory process and are produced by lymphocytes, monocytes, macrophages,
granulocytes, epithelial cells, endothelial cells, adipose tissue and fibroblasts.* Elevation of inflammatory mediators|L-6,
IL-1, and TNF-a causes dysregulation of lipid metabolism and insulin resistance, thus breaking down gingival tissue,
enhancing bone resorption by signaling osteoclasts and adding to long-term complications in the patient with diabetes.®

Acute infection results in the systemic challenge of pyrogenic cytokines, such as IL-1, TNF-a, and IL-6, which block
lipoprotein lipase activity, resulting in decreased transportation of blood lipids from the circulating cells, €eliciting

hyperlipemia.'*** TNF-a promotes glycogenolysis and impairs glucose uptake by cellsin the periphery, presumably by
an effect on glucose transport receptor expression leading to hyperglycemia.”* TNF-a and |L-6 target the hepatocyte to

induce acute phase response (APR).!#4

be heightened by the onset of diabetes.

It is believed that these cytokines are detected in a periodontal lesion and can
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Diabetes and Periodontal Disease

Historically, patients with diabetes have been shown to be at increased risk for infections. Increased periodontal risk is
often related to the duration and adequacy of control of the diabetic state. It has been noted that individuals with type 2
diabetes have athree-fold increased risk of developing periodontal disease that can not otherwise be explained on the basis

of age, sex, or oral hygiene.*’ Past and present studies have reported periodontal disease to be one of the most prevalent

complications of diabetes.***® The classic presentation of periodontal disease progression has been associated with
accumulation of plague and calculus on the tooth surfaces, and potent virulence factors produced by bacteria, causing

destruction of periodontal tissues and resorption of alveolar bone.™® Patients with diabetes have a compromised host
response and ability to respond to bacterial infections, which in part, may increase their risk of periodontal disease. The

reverse of this theory is that periodontal infections may exacerbate the diabetic condition.” Studies demonstrating the
relationship between diabetes and the association of microbial organismsin prevalence and severity of periodontal disease

show that the flora associated with diabetes does not appear to differ from patients without diabetes.” Patients who poorly
control their diabetes and have periodontitis show an increase in progression of periodontitis. Patients who control their
diabetes, receive timely care and control their blood sugar, are no more likely to develop severe periodontal disease than

patients without diabetes.** The literature clearly supports that diabetes increases the risk for severe periodontitis and an
increased incidence of periodontal disease progression by approximately 2 to 3 times than that observed in healthy

patients.”*'>**>! Traditionally, these complications have been attributed to the hyperglycemic state, which over time, results
in glycosylation of structural proteins and lipids that comprise the extracellular matrix and connective tissues, as well as
the vascular tissues. These structural changes result in impaired capillary function and poor blood profusion, triggering a
systemic inflammatory process. The activation of inflammation at a systemic level results in the chronic elevation of

C-reactive protein (CRP), a hallmark of APR.*"* Studies of patients with diabetes typically demonstrate an elevation
of APRs, which tend to correlate with the degree of glycemic control.**#434 Thus, it has been generally hypothesized that

elevated APR markersin type 2 diabetes are adirect consequence of diabetic metabolic dysregulation.” This suggests that
periodontal disease may actually contribute to the development of metabolic imbalance, which may result in insulin

resistance or impair insulin secretion and type 2 diabetes.” In alongitudinal study, participants with type 2 diabetes and
severe periodontal disease at baseline demonstrated significantly worse glycemic control than participants with diabetes

who have minimal periodontal destruction.”

Studies have shown that the Pima Indians, a population who have a high incidence of type 2 diabetes, rank as one of the
highest populations in the world with this systemic disease.> They also have a high prevalence of periodontal disease.

Current Therapies for Treatment

Preventing dental plaque (biofilms), which holds the bacteria and causes destruction of the periodontal tissues, can be
achieved by inhibiting the attachment of bacteria, altering the structure of deposit, or interfering with the pattern of plaque

development.>** Once the plague deposits have formed, primary prevention could be accomplished through reducing
existing plague, preventing the formation of new plague, selectively inhibiting particular bacteria associated with disease,

or inhibiting the expression of virulence determinants.® Periodontal disease is a plaque-induced infection. Patients are
generaly not skilled at removing the plaque and are unable to remove subgingival deposits of plaque and calculus; thus,

professional debridement and scaling is needed to maintain the health of the periodontium.> Not everyone responds to
therapies or is ableto maintain the health of the periodontium after S& RP. There are many reasonswhy traditional therapies
do not control disease such as poor compliance with home care, patients not returning for regular maintenance visits,
insufficient debridement by the clinician or reinfection by the bacteria, and above all, systemic diseases such as type 2

diabetes.*>*% By maintaining regular visits for oral care and proper home care, the microbiota can be kept under control
and damage to the periodontium will be decreased. Studies show that areduction ininflammation after periodontal treatment

will reduce the insulin a patient requires.®* By including a therapeutic approach to reducing the bacteria the health of the
diabetic patient may improve and reduce blood sugar levels.
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Anti-infective therapy includes both mechanical and chemotherapeutics to eliminate or decrease biofilms. Mechanical
therapy, supra- and subgingival scaling and root planing, consists of debridment of the roots by hand or power-driven

scalers to remove plaque, endotoxin, calculus, and other plague-retentive local factors.”? Mechanical S&RP to remove
plaque and calculusisessential to decreasing the inflammatory response. Thistherapy isincreasingly important for patients

with type 2 diabetes who have an increased susceptibility to inflanmation.®® Non-surgical periodontal therapies, such as
S& RP and S& RP with antimicrobial therapies, have been shown to decrease periodontal disease progression.*** By using

manual or sonic driven scalersin subgingival pockets there is a profound shift in the composition of microbial flora.%®
By effectively removing the endotoxinsin the subgingival areas, healing of the tissues can occur and areductionin probing
and attachment levels can be attained.

To date, no one treatment has been truly successful. In a study by Christgau et al, HbA1c levels were measured prior to
and after S& RP. The treatment group received S& RP and gingival curettage while the control group did not receive any
treatment. In the treatment group the level s of HbA 1¢c were measured pre- and post- treatment and then again at 9 months;
HbA1c levelsimproved by 6.7% in the control group and 17.1% in the treatment group. This study reported that mechanical
therapy had no effect overall on levels of HbA1c.® A study by Westfelt et al looked at the maintenance of patients with
diabetes 5 years after S& RP and found no alterations in HbA1c levels.® Rodrigues et al found that S& RP and S& RPin
combination with amoxicillin/clavulanic acid reduced HbA 1c levels, especially in patients who had an increased severity
of diabetes and periodontal disease. The HbA1c levels were taken at baseline and after 3 months following therapy. Both
groups improved but the group with antimicrobial therapy had a greater reduction in HbA1c values. Thus, the use of
antimicrobial therapy along with S& RP was found to improve the levels of glycemic control in patients with type 2
diabetes.* Stewart et al did aretrospective study and found that there was an improvement in glycemic control in participants
with type 2 diabetes mellitus following S& RP%® Antimicrobial therapy, minocycline gel, when introduced along with
S& RP, decreased TNF-a, subgingival bacteria, and HbA1c levels; probing and attachment levels were also reduced.®

Thereareno studieswherethelevelsof TNF-a and IL-6 have been assessed following S& RP. Most studiesthat investigated
S& RP and itseffect on patientswith type 2 diabetes oral health did show that S& RP a oneimproved probing and attachment

levels but they did not assess inflammatory mediator levels. ¢ Many of the studies that investigated TNF-a and I1L-6
levels studied adjunctive therapies with antimicrobials.**®™ Thus, there is a need to look at the effect S& RP has on
decreasing the levels of inflammatory mediators.

Investigators are also taking a closer look at the role of glycemic control. While it is well established that S& RP can
influence levels of HbA1lc, what is not clear is how S&RP influences levels of inflammatory mediators. For example,
TNF-a has been identified as a strong antagonist to the cell surface insulin substrate.™ This activity, by TNF-a blocking
of theinsulin receptors, can contribute to the level of insulin resistance by inhibiting glucose transport and insulin action.*

Recent evidence has suggested that chronic infection via periodontitis can influence insulin resistance.® " Therefore, it is
hypothesized that toxins from subgingival bacteria can produce chronic increases in inflammatory mediators such as

TNF-a, which have been implicated in patients with type 2 diabetes and inflammation. This increase in inflammatory
mediatorsis believed to increase the severity of diabetes and negatively influence diabetic control.

Theoverall objective of this pilot study wasto improve the understanding of the mechanisms by which infection contributes
to the metabolic dysregulation associated with the diabetic state and to provide primary prevention strategies. The magnitude
for additional researchinitiativesand clinical interventionsfor diabetesisvery apparent with expenditures climbing higher
and higher and no cure available. Years of research has produced evidence about the increased frequency and severity of

periodontal disease in patients with type 2 diabetes.”**"** Recent studies have reported that a controlled periodontal

condition may positively influence a patient with diabetes glucose level 232 If thisis the case, it is of great interest to
explore the inflammatory response in the patient with diabetes, mechanismsto control it, and the possibility that reduction
of periodontal disease through mechanical therapy might lead to a better control of blood glucose. This research will
contribute to the body of knowledge within the national dental hygiene research agendafor promoting health in apopulation
with type 2 diabetes. It will a so enhance the knowledge of how inflammation affects diabetes, specifically insulin resistance
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and inflammatory mediators TNF-a and IL-6, and the long term effects that this plays on total body health. In obtaining
agreater understanding of diabetes and periodontal disease, dentists and hygienists can better inform patients with type 2
diabetes about nonsurgical periodontal therapies.

Methods and M aterials

Twenty-five participants with type 2 diabetes were recruited through advertisements and e-mail messages. All participants

had to have type 11-1V periodontal disease as defined by the American Academy of Periodontology (AAP).” Participants
could not have had periodontal therapy (scaling and root planing or periodontal surgery) within 6 months prior to enrollment
in the study.

Participants were first appointed for a screening visit to determine eligibility in the study. If eligible, a full-mouth series
of x-rays (FMX) were taken to determine bone loss. Participants were then appointed for three additional visits. Inclusion
and exclusion criteriawere as follows.

Inclusion Criteria:

1. 4 0r more siteswith probing pocket depths = 5mm.

2. 2 or more sites with attachment loss > 3mm.
3. 18-64 yearsof age.

Exclusion Criteria:
1. < 20teeth.
Systemic disease (systemic lupus erythematosis, HIV, AIDS).
Immunosuppressive Therapy (Cortisone, steroids, cancer chemotherapy).
Recent periodontal surgery or scaling and root planing (S& RP) within the past 6 months.
Chronic liver disease including Hepatitis.

BMI = 40.
Pregnant.

O N o 0 &~ W D

Current abuse of acohal or drugs.

Procedures

Medical and dental information was collected at the screening visit and updated at each subsegquent appointment. At visit

1 and visit 2, participants fasted for a minimum of 6 hours. Blood was collected for serum to analyze TNF-a and IL-6,
HbA 1c, fasting insulin, and glucose. Gingival crevicular fluid (GCF) was collected to assess TNF-aand IL-6. The periodontal
evaluation consisted of plaqueindex (P1),74 gingival index (Gl),74 probing depths (PD), bleeding on probing (BOP), and
clinical attachment level (CAL) measured from cementoenamel junction (CEJ) to gingival margin (Figure 1). After visit
1, participants were reappointed for the treatment visit (S& RP) in which anesthetic was administered by the dentist, if the
patient requested it. After treatment was completed, participants were reappointed for visit 2; this occurred 3 months after
treatment (S& RP) was completed. Visit 2 consisted of the same treatment asin visit 1. Oral hygiene instructions were not
provided and compliance with home care was not followed. Thefollowingisalist of al the proceduresthat were conducted
during each appointment (Figure 2).
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Figure 1.

Clinical Indices Performed on each
Participant

1. Plaque Index (PI): supragingival plaquc

recorded on an ordinal scale of 0-3™

2. Gingival Index (GI): the degree of buccal
inflammation recorded on an ordinal
T4
scale 0-1

3. Probing Depth (PD): the distance from
the free gingival margin to the base of the
pocket measured in millimeters

4. Bleeding on Probing (BOP): the presence
or absence ofbleeding recorded as 0 (no
bleeding) or 1 (bleeding present)

5. Clinical Artachment Loss (CAL):
measurement from the cementoenamel
Junction to the gingival margin

6. Gingival Crevicular Fluid (GCF):
a fluid that is found in small amounts in
the gmgival crevice.

Figure 2
| 1 | Three Months |
I | | |
Screening Visit 1 Treatment Visit 2
EBaseline S&RP Post-Treatment
Screening
1. Determined if patient was eligible for the study through probing depths and CAL

2. Informed consent, HIPPA
3. FMX
Visit 1*
1. Fasting blood draw for serum TNF-aand IL-6, HbA 1c, fasting insulin and glucose
2. Probing Depths (PD)
3. Clinical Attachment Loss (CAL)
4. Gingiva Index (GI)74
5. Bleeding Index
6. PlagueIndex74
7. Oral Examination (caries, ora lesions, missing teeth)
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*Collected by examiners

Treatment
1. 1. Treatment (S&RP) with or without anesthetic

* Registered dental hygienist completed S& RP
Visit 2*

1. Sameasvisit 1.
*Collected by examiners

This study utilized three examinerswho were all calibrated to the gold standard and to each other as set forth by University

of North Carolina-Chapel Hill School of Dentistry and based on the kappa statistic.” Two examinerswere research dentists
(examiner 1 and examiner 2). A dental hygienist with 7 years of clinical experience performed all scaling and root planing
procedures. Thedental hygienist (clinician) and examiner 2 performed all treatment (S& RP). The examinerswere calibrated
to themselves (intra-rater) as well as to a gold standard and to each other (inter-rater), and percent agreement and kappa
scores were determined.

Gingival Crevicular Fluid

GCF was taken at visit 1 and visit 2 in 4 quadrants starting with the distal of the second premolar, then the mesial and
distal of the first molar and then the mesial of the second molar. If these teeth were unavailable, the teeth in succession

with each other were utilized (the next more mesial tooth in proximity). Each site was assayed for TNF-a and IL-6. Each
sitewas sampled using sterile cotton forceps and astrip of PerioPaper (OraFlow, Inc. Plainview, New York). The PerioPaper
was grasped by the orange strip and inserted into the gingival sulcus until aresistance was felt. Care was taken to ensure
that contamination by food or blood was limited. The PerioPaper remained in the sulcus for approximately 10 seconds or
until the paper was beginning to look saturated. The PerioPaper was removed from the sulcus and inserted between the
calibrated Periotron (Ora Flow, Inc., Plainview, New York) sensors. The sensors were closed and a reading was obtained
after a 16-second measuring cycle. The reading obtained was between 30 and 180. Any readings that were below 30 or
over 180 were thrown out and a new reading was obtained. After the proper reading was obtained, the PerioPaper was
wrapped in aluminum foil to prevent evaporation. The wrapped aluminum foil was placed in a cryovial, which had been
labeled for each patient enrolled in the study and then immediately placed in a canister containing liquid nitrogen. The
canister of liquid nitrogen was used to transport the GCF samples to the Center for Oral and Systemic Disease, where the
samples were stored at -80°C until they were analyzed.

Results

Patient Population

Upon approval by the University of North Carolina School of Dentistry Institutional Review Board, 28 participants were
enrolled in the study. However, 2 participants did not return for post-evaluation, one subject did not complete the initial
clinical evaluation and collection (visit 2), and one patient did not fast for visit 2; thus, compl ete data was collected on 23
participants. Nevertheless, because some data was collected on 25 participants, some variables will have an N =25. See
Table 1.
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Table |. Demographics of Participants

il Percent | Mean/SD
Male 12 4806
Gender
Female 13 5204
African Am. 14 60.87%
Race
Whate 9 39.13%
BMI 24 33.05+£7.03
Age (years) 25 49.02+8.41

Clinical Measurements

A paired t test was used to determine significance in the mean change between the baseline and post-treatment values for
all clinical parameters. Significant improvements were found in al clinical parameters. Mean probing depths at baseline
were 3.1 and post-treatment was 2.4 (p=0.02). Mean attachment |oss at baseline was 3.0 and post-treatment 2.4 (p=0.05).
Mean plaque index was 0.77 at baseline and 0.44 at post-treatment (p=0.01). Mean gingival index was 1.1 at baseline and
0.85 at post-treatment (p=0.04). Mean bleeding on probing was 0.57 at baseline and 0.42 at post-treatment (p=0.0005).
(See Table Il and Figure 3.)

Figure 3.
Change in Probing Depths Between Baseline and 3 Months
8
7
8
S Baseline
m 3 Months

Mean Probing Depths mm
——

“Indicates SE, p=0.02
Data was analyzed using a paired t-fest
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Table Il. Baseline and Post Treatment Values
For Outcome Variables

Baseline and Post-Treatment Values For Outcome Variables
n Baseline 3 Months 3
Mean/5D Mean/SD value

TNF-u 21 1.7=4.34 4.0=13.6 p=0.32
IL-6 23 2.7+3.9 6.0£9.0 p=0.06
HbAlc 25 B.2+1.8 8.3=19 p=0.66
[Fasting Insulin 25 18.5=18.6 21.2x16.1 p=0.33
[Fasting Glucose 25 177=66.9 193=70.0 p=0.24
Homa 25 134=126 161+128 p=0.34
IAttachment Loss 24 3.0=1.6 2.4=1.1 p=0.05%
Plaque Index 24 0.77+0.55 0.44+0.35 p=0.01*%
Gingival Index 24 1.10£0.58 0.85+0.63 p=0.04*
Bleeding on Probing | 24 0.57=0.30 0.42=0.25 p=0.0005%
Probing Depth 24 3.1=1.5 2.40=0.90 p=0.02%

*alpha=0.05; Data was analyzed using a paired t-test

Serum TNF-a and IL-6

Mean IL-6 levels at baseline were 2.8 pg/ml and post-treatment levels were 6.0 pg/ml. Statistical analysis using a paired
t test was used to look at the change in serum IL-6 levels from baseline to post-treatment. The observed increasein IL-6
was not significant (p=0.06). (See Figure 4.)

-11-
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Figure 4.

Change in Serum IL-6 Between Baseline and 3 Months

T =

th o =~ o

m Baseline
| 3 Months

Mean IL-6 in pg/ml
s

[

" Indicates SE; p=0.06
Data was analyzed using a paired {-test

TNF-a mean levels at baseline were 1.8 pg/ml and post-treatment 4.2 pg/ml. Statistical analysis was done using a paired

t test to look at the change in serum TNF-a levels from baseline to post-treatment. No significance was shown p=0.32.
(SeeFigure5.)

Figure 5.
Change in Serum TNF alpha Between Baseline and 3 Months
a
? - =
6
m Baseline
P m 3 Months

Mean TNF in pg/mi
E=

‘indicates SE; p=0.32
Data was analyzed using a paired t-test

Discussion

This study attempted to assess the effect non-surgical periodontal therapy (scaling and root planing (S& RP)) would have
on inflammatory mediators TNF-a and 1L-6 and the relationship of these mediators to markers of insulin resistance. The

results of this pilot study showed non-significant increasesin TNF-a or IL-6 pre- and post-treatment. Statistical significance
was shown in reduction of pocket depth, gingival index, attachment loss, plague index, and bleeding on probing.

-12-
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Patients with uncontrolled type 2 diabetes with periodontal disease are systemically stressed by the bacteriain plaque, the
increase in circulating inflammatory mediators, and an increase in insulin resistance. In this study the clinical periodontal
parameters improved, while the patients did not show improvement in measures of systemic inflammation (IL-6 and

TNF-a). One plausible explanation for this apparent contradiction isthat S& RP produced systemic stress because bacteria
were released into the blood stream. As aresult, the patient's systemic inflammatory system may have tried to combat the
inflammatory process. The aternative explanation for theimprovement in periodontal clinical parameterswhilethe systemic
mediators appeared to be increasing is that the observed results occurred purely by chance.

In this study the mean Body Mass Index (BMI) for participants was 33. Because TNF-a and IL-6 are produced in the
adiposetissue, the higher BMI may haveincreased the participants metabolic stress, which could have caused the el evation

in TNF-a and IL-6. Visceral obesity is quite common in patients with type 2 diabetes and could be a contributing factor
to why there was not areduction in these mediators nor HbA 1c levels. Nishimuraet al studied levelsof TNF-a in correlation
to obesity levels of participants and found that there was a correlation between weight and mediator levels.®

The addition of an adjunctive antimicrobial agent to the S& RP regimen may have produced a different effect on the
bacteremiatheory. Previous studies of patients with type 2 diabetes have shown positive results with the addition of local
and systemic drugs which decreased the serum levels of TNF-a and IL-6. Iwamoto's study reported a decrease in serum
levels of TNF-a, circulating insulin concentrations and HbA 1c levels in a diabetic population by placing 10 mg of local

minocycline in every pocket and mechanical debridement of plague once a week for a month.*® As Grossi and Genco
reported in areview of theliterature, S& RP alone showed improvement in periodontal status but when systemic antibiotics
plus S& RP were incorporated there was an improvement in blood glucose levels, a decrease in gram-negative bacterial

levels and a reduction in inflammatory mediators.*

In future studies, having alarger patient sample size to assess serum levels of 1L-6 and TNF-a could possibly increase the

significance of serum TNF-a and IL-6. In this study, serum was assessed prior to scaling and root planing and then again
3 months after scaling and root planing. By having a shorter sample time period between treatment and re-sampling, more

information could be provided on TNF-a and IL-6 asit relates to patients with type 2 diabetes.

In addition to having a shorter interval between S& RP and post-treatment, oral hygiene instructions may have enhanced
or provided more significant results. Most patients have poor compliance or lack the motivation needed to succeed with
oral hygiene aids.*® By providing reinforcement of oral hygiene aids prior to, during, and post- S& RP, the patient may
begin to develop the understanding of how important regular home care is and its role in decreasing the progression of
periodontal disease thus controlling the diabetic state.

A control group was not utilized in this pilot study. Control groups decrease error and reduce bias. A control group is an
asset to any study because it provides data on a healthy population that can be compared with a population with disease.

The present study sought to collect pilot data on the effects of S& RP on inflammatory mediators TNF-a and IL-6 in a
population with type 2 diabetes. A future study will incorporate an experimental and control group to assessthe differences.

This study has shown that further investigations are needed to look at what role TNF-a and IL-6 have on the markers of
insulin resistance in the population with type 2 diabetes. In future studies, increasing the sample size, adding a control
group, having a run-in period where patients would serve as their own control to show stability of the measures during
the run-in period, and the addition of additional therapies would be an enhancement to the study design.

Conclusion

It has been recognized that scaling and root planning (S&RP) is an effective therapy in reducing pocket depths and
decreasing bleeding on probing, thus restoring periodonta health to the patient and then in turn decreasing insulin resistance.
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This pilot study investigated the effect of S& RP in patients with type 2 diabetes on inflammatory mediators TNF-a and
IL-6 and the relationship of these mediators to markers of insulin resistance. A second objective was to determine if
periodontitis serves asastimulusfor systemic-based inflammatory response that may represent apreviously underestimated
metabolic stressor, enhancing insulin resistance and impairing insulin secretion. At visit 1 and visit 2, clinical assessments

along with gingival crevicular fluid, and serum samples were taken to examine TNF-a and IL-6 levels.

The results of this study show that S& RP is a beneficial treatment in decreasing the clinical periodontal parameters; but,

in this population, systemic reduction of TNF-a and IL-6 was not significant. These results could have been affected by
an dready systemically stressed population of participants. Performing S& RP could have increased the participants
systemic stress load through the release of bacteriainto their bloodstream.

Further studies are needed to assess the effect of non-surgical periodontal therapy to inflammatory mediators TNF-a and
IL-6 and how they affect the markers of insulin resistance in patients with type 2 diabetes.
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Characteristics of Adolescent Smoking in High School Students
in California
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James Ellison, DDS, MPH, assistant adjunct professor, University of California, San Francisco, School of Dentistry; Chuck Mansell,
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School, Stuart A. Gansky, PhD, associate professor, University of California, San Francisco, School of Dentistry, Margaret M. Walsh,
RDH, MS, EdD, professor, University of California, San Francisco, School of Dentistry.

Purpose.This pilot study assessed smoking-related behaviors, experiences, and beliefs among a sample of continuation
high school students in California to inform dental hygienists about adolescent tobacco use and to assist with the
devel opment of effective tobacco cessation intervention strategies.

Methods. After gaining informed consent, we conducted a self-administered questionnaire among 117 adolescent
volunteersin rural northern California. The questionnaire assessed demographic variables, lifetime tobacco use, current
alcohol use and tobacco use status, early smoking experiences and sensations, factorsthat might motivate a quit attempt,
depression index scores, and other psychosocial variables associated with adolescent smoking. Means and frequencies
were generated to evaluate characteristics of tobacco use in this sample of adolescents. Variables of interest were
stratified by regular and social smokers. Univariate association of smoking with alcohol use is described by an odds
ratio with a 95% confidence interval. Wilcoxon rank sum tests were used to evaluate gender differences among mean
depression index scores.

Results. Fifty percent of subjects were current smokers, 21% had tried smoking, 5% were former smokers, and 24%
had never smoked. Current smokerswere 8 times morelikely to drink alcohol compared to nonsmokers (OR = 8.0; 95%
Cl 3.1-21.2). Among current smokers, 32% were classified asregular smokers and 18% as social smokers. Sixty-three
percent of regular smokers and 42% of social smokers reported smoking within 30 minutes of waking, an indicator of
nicotine dependence. Patterns of smoking were variable in rate and frequency ranging from 1 to 30 cigarettes per day.
Current female smokers scored higher on the modified Beck Depression I nventory (0-3) than current male smokers (p
< 0.001). Oral health issues related to tobacco use, such as gum disease and tooth staining, were identified as factors
that might motivate a quit attempt. Frequently reported reasonsfor use (eg, tension and craving) and reasonsfor relapse
(eg, desireremained high, withdrawal symptoms) wererelated to nicotine dependence. Fifty-three percent of all smokers
had tried to stop smoking but were unsuccessful. Intrapersonal characteristics such as risk-taking, rebellion, and
impulsive spending appeared to be related to smoking.

Conclusion. In thissample of adolescents, smoking patternswere variable and many adolescents experienced symptoms
of nicotine dependence. The dental hygiene care appointment provides a unique opportunity to discuss oral health
effects of smoking, relate oral changes to smoking, and to deliver a brief smoking cessation intervention.

Keywor ds: Adolescence, smoking, smokeless tobacco, spit tobacco
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I ntroduction

Tobacco use increases risk of lung disease, cancer, and heart disease. In addition, smoking is highly associated with oral
cancer," periodontal disease,” failure of periodontal therapy,** failure of osseointegration of dental implants,” dental caries,’

oral pain,” and decreased oral wound healing.® The dental hygiene care appointment provides dental hygienists with a
"teachable moment" to discuss oral health effects of tobacco, relate oral changes to tobacco use, and to deliver a brief
tobacco cessation intervention. For example, the oral cancer screening and the periodontal assessment provide a unique
opportunity to ask all patients whether they use tobacco, advise usersto quit, assess readinessto quit, assist with the quitting

process, and arrange follow-up contact to check on the client's progress with stopping tobacco use.’ Dental hygienists are
well-suited to provide effective tobacco cessation services since they are educated in oral health promotion and disease

prevention, including behavioral motivation and health education.® ™ In addition, because they come in contact with
clients over an extended period of time, dental hygienists have the opportunity to provide repeated reinforcement, which

is essential for tobacco users who often experience cyclic periods of abstinence followed by relapse.®™

Review of the Literature

Although the prevalence of smoking among adults has declined from 40.4% in 1965 to 22.5% in 2004, an estimated
3000 children and adolescents become regular smokers every day.*® National epidemiological data on adolescent tobacco

use indicates that 27% of 12th graders, 18% of 10th graders, and 11% of 8th graders report smoking in the past month.*
Overdll, nationally, 22% of high school students currently smoke cigarettes and 11% of high school adolescent males use

oral snuff or chewing tobacco, also known as spit (smokel ess) tobacco (ST).** Moreover, prevalence of smoking is higher
among studentswho attend continuation high schools (vocational, technical, or alternative schools) compared with same-age

students enrolled in academic high schools.™

Smoking among adolescentsis a significant issue due to the fact that the initiation of smoking at ayoung ageis correlated

strongly to an increased risk of being a smoking-addicted adult.”” Not only are those who begin to smoke before the age
of 18 more likely to smoke longer and more frequently than those who start smoking after the age of 18, but they also

have been identified as a group that has an increased difficulty in smoking cessation.’® Since the negative health effects
of smoking accrue the longer that one smokes, stopping smoking early in life is one of the best ways to reduce health

risks.® As oral health care professionals, dental hygienists often see teenagers, a client population that isless likely to see

other health professionals on aregular basis.”® This contact provides an opportunity to provide a brief tobacco cessation
intervention. The adolescent smoking cessation treatment field, however, isin its infancy and the literature addressing

adolescent smoking cessation islimited. Dental hygienists may need to address adol escents as a unique popul ation since

adolescenceis astage of lifewith numerous psychological, social, and physical changes and experimentation.” In addition,
unlike adult smoking, there are more environmental constraints on youth smoking such asfines, school suspension, family

consequences, and limited access.”

The purpose of this pilot study was to learn more about tobacco use among adolescents. In a sample of adolescents, we
specifically assessed their patterns of tobacco use, reasons for use, symptoms of nicotine addiction related to first use and
current use of tobacco, factors that would motivate quit attempts and reasons for relapse, and other psychosocial variables
related to tobacco use. To inform dental hygienists about adolescent tobacco use and to assist with the development of
effective tobacco cessation intervention strategies for adolescents, this paper reports the results of that pilot study.
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Methods and M aterials

This cross-sectional descriptive study was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) at the Committee on Human
Research at the University of California, San Francisco. The population for this study consisted of a convenience sample
of male and female continuation high school studentsin Lake County, arural areaof California. The high school principal
was contacted to explain the study and to gain permission to recruit students at the school to participate in a 40 minute to
60 minute, self-administered questionnaire. After agreeing to alow the school to participate in the study, the principal
mailed consent forms to all parents of students with a cover letter explaining the purpose, benefits, risks, and methods of
the study and provided a toll-free number for parents to call to have their questions answered by a study investigator.
Parents who did not want their child to participate in the study were instructed to sign the refusal statement on the consent
form and return it to the principal by a specific date. No parents refused consent for study participation. At least 2 weeks
after the parental consent deadline, teachers at the high school made announcementsin their classes and study investigators
posted signs at the school indicating dates and times when study-related meetings would be held outside of classtime. At
the meetings, study investigators explained the study, answered questions, obtained student informed consent, and provided
pizza and soft drinks. All eligible students (ie, those with no parental refusal forms) who signed and returned a consent
form were enrolled in the study and completed the questionnaire under the supervision of a study investigator. Number 2
pencils were passed out to students for use in completing the questionnaire and a standardized paragraph of instructions
on how to complete the questionnaire was read to the assembled students prior to their completion of the questionnaire.
Only one experienced investigator administered the questionnaire. Thus, no study investigator calibration in administering
the measurement instrument was conducted. At the end of the assessment session, all questionnaires were reviewed by
the study investigator to ensure completeness.

Attached to the questionnaire was a face page where the name of each study participant was collected. After completing
this face page, students were instructed to separate it from the questionnaire and return it to the investigator prior to
completing the questionnaire. The face page and the questionnaire were linked by coded identification numbersto ensure
confidentiality of questionnaire responses. Matching names on face pagesto consent form signatures ensured that individuals
participating in the study had provided informed consent to participate in the study.

Questionnaire Measures

The questionnaire items included several self-report measures devel oped by our group and used over numerous studies,
as well as, severa self-report measures used by other investigators in other studies. Specifically, questionnaire items
assessed demographic factors (ie, age, gender); lifetime tobacco use (ie, cigarette, cigar, chewing tobacco, dip/snuff with
4 response options ranging from "never" to "100+"); and current alcohol and tobacco use (defined as use within the last
30 days). Students also were asked about the age they first began using tobacco regularly and their frequency of use per
day. In addition, the questionnaire assessed early and current smoking experiences and sensations, level of nicotine
dependence, sensations experienced when unable to smoke, factors that might motivate a quit attempt, history of quit
attempts and reasonsfor relapse, reasons for smoking, and other psychosocial factors associated with adolescent smoking.
The following more specifically explains these latter categories and variables assessed on the questionnaire.

Early tobacco use experiences and sensations

Early tobacco use experiences were assessed by asking students to "Think back to the time when you first began
experimenting with tobacco, and answer the following questions as best you can remember." The list of questions asked
about agefirst tried; wherefirst tried (response optionswere "Home," " School," " On the way to school," "Don't remember,"
and "Other"); and with whom first tried (response options were "Friends/peers,” "Family," "Alone," "Don't remember,"
and "Other").

In addition, studentswere asked about sensations experienced when tobacco wasfirst tried. A list of thefollowing potential
sensations were presented: "Pleasant sensations,” "Unpleasant sensations,” "How much nausea you experienced,” "How
much dizzinessyou experienced," "How much of arush or buzz you experienced,” "How much coughing you experienced,”
and "How much difficulty inhaling you experienced." Response optionsfor each item were: "None," "Slight," "Moderate,"
"Intense," and "Don't remember.”
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Current tobacco use experiences and sensations

To assess current tobacco use experiences and sensations and to compare them with those reported for early tobacco use,
we asked similar questions as those asked for early use (described above).

Level of nicotine dependence

Level of nicotine dependence was assessed by asking students to estimate how many minutes after they wake up in the

morning do they usually have their first cigarette, dip, or chew. Use of tobacco within 30 minutes of waking®* has been
reported to be a measure of nicotine dependence in tobacco users. In addition, students were asked to estimate how many
minutes they could go without using tobacco without encountering a problem.

Sensations experienced when unable to smoke

To assess sensations experienced when unable to smoke, a list of the following potential sensations were presented:
"Depressed mood," "Trouble falling asleep,” "Irritability/frustration/anger,” "Anxiety," "Difficulty concentrating,"
"Restlessness,” "Increased appetite/weight gain,” "Loneliness," "Headaches," and "A racing heart". Students also were
asked to rate the extent to which they experienced each of the sensations when unable to use tobacco dueto either restriction
on using tobacco or because they weretrying to quit. Response optionswere"Not at all,” "Mild," "Moderate," or "Severe."

Factors that might motivate a quit attempt

Motivational factorsthat might influence the student to stop using tobacco in the next 3 weeks were assessed by presenting
alist of possible situations and asking students to check "Yes" or "No" if the situation might motivate them to try to stop
their tobacco use.

History of quit attempts and reasons for relapse

To assess personal quitting history, the students were asked the following questions. Have you ever tried to quit before
("Yes' or "No")?If so, how many times? Have you ever tried to quit for more than one month ("Yes' or "No")? If so, how
many times. Have you ever tried to quit for more than aweek, but less than one month ("Yes' or "No")? If so, how many
times? Reasons for relapse were assessed by presenting alist of statements and asking studentsto indicate "Yes" or "No"
if each statement applied to their starting to use tobacco after having quit for a period of time.

Reasons for smoking

To assess reasons for smoking, we used a modified version Horn's Smoker's Self-Test using the Tomkins model.” The
guestionnaire presented a list of reasons for smoking and asked students to indicate how much each statement applied to
their smoking (four possible responses: "Not at all," "A little," "Quite a bit," and "Very much so"). Each statement listed
was measured on a scale of 0 to 3, with a score of "0" indicating "Not at all," and a score of "3" indicating "Very much
so0."

Psychosocial factors associated with adolescent tobacco use

In addition, as described below, students were asked about personal opinions and feelings about themselves. To assess
depression, the students were asked questions based on the modified Beck Depression Inventory.

Personal opinions and feelings

A list of statements reflecting students' personal opinions and feelings about themsel ves was presented and students were
asked to indicate "Yes' or "No" if each statement applied to their perception of themselves.

Depression

The questionnaire, using the modified Beck Depression Inventory,” presented a series of 20 situations and asked about
the frequency the students may have experienced each. The purpose was to assess whether a student might be suffering
from depressive symptoms. Responses to items presented were: often (score = 3), sometimes (score = 2), rarely (score =
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1), or never (score = 0). Response scores associated with each item were combined into a mean score used to classify
adol escents as having or not having depressive symptoms.

Overall, the questionnaire consisted of 37 items. However, many of the items had subsections, so that in total, 176 responses
were required. For example, item 3 assessing lifetime use of tobacco products had 4 subsections; item 4 on current use of
tobacco products had 5 subsections; item 15 on early experiences and sensations with cigarettes had 8 subsections; item
23 on experiences and sensations with cigarettesin atypical day during the past year had 8 subsections; item 24 on factors
that might motivate adolescents to stop smoking had 15 subsections; item 25 on reasons for smoking had 41 subsections;
item 31 on sensations experienced when unable to smoke had 10 subsections; item 35 on reasons for relapse had 13
subsections; item 36 on personal opinions and feelings about themselves had 52 subsections; and item 3, the modified
Beck Depression Inventory, had 20 subsections.

Data Analyses

Current smokers were categorized into regular smokers (ie, self-reported smoking on at least 22 days of the previous 30
days) or social smokers (ie, self-reported smoking on at least one, but no more than 21 days of the previous 30 days).
Regular and social smokers were compared by early smoking experiences and sensations, level of nicotine dependence,
sensations experienced when unable to use tobacco, factors that might motivate a quit attempt, personal quitting history,
reasons for relapse, reasonsfor smoking, and other psychosocial factors (ie, personal opinionsand feelings and depression).
We computed means and frequencies and generated descriptive tables. Since this is a pilot study, we did not screen all
variables for statistical association or employ statistical modeling. However, as a measure of the association between
smoking and the likelihood of alcohol use, we calculated an odds ratio (OR) and a 95% confidence interval (Cl). An odds
ratio is a measure of the strength of a hypothesized association. Odds ratios that are significantly different than one (that
is, the lower and upper bounds of the 95% CI exclude 1.0) provide evidence of a statistically significant association. To
assess for a significant gender difference in mean depression index scores, we employed the Wilcoxon rank sum

nonparametirc test. Data processing was accomplished utilizing the software package Epi Info, version 6.04b.”

Results

A total of 117 high school adolescents (51 males, 66 females) with amean age of 16 years participated in the study. Table
| showslifetime history of cigarette, cigar, and spit (smokel ess) tobacco (ST) (ie, oral snuff or chewing) use for adolescents
in the study. Twenty-five percent reported never smoking a cigarette in their lifetimes with no gender differences (mae
= 24%; female = 24%). In contrast, more females than males reported never using ST (male = 55%; female = 92%). The
mean age of initiation of smoking cigaretteswas 12.1 years (n=83; SD=2.4) and of using ST was 13.7 years (n=26; SD=2.2).
Overall, 61% (71) reported use of alcohol in the last 30 days.

Table |. Lifetime use of various forms of tobacco and mean age started.

None 1-19 20-99 100+ Age Started
(Yrs)
% (n)| % (n| % (n)| % (n) Mean
Type
Cigarette | 25 (29) | 21 (25)| 9 (11) | 44 (52) 12.1
Cigar 44  (52)] 33 (39)| 16 (19)| & (7) 13.5
ST
female | 92 (61)| 8 5)| 0 @] 0 (0) 14.4
male 55  (28)| 3 (16) [ 10 (5) 4 (2) 13.6

*oral snuff & chewing tobacco also known as spit (smokeless) tobacco (ST)
row percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding

The distribution of participants by self-reported smoking statusis shown in Table I1. Fifty percent (59) reported smoking
in the last 30 days and were classified as either regular or social smokers based on humber of days they had smoked in
the last 30 days. In our entire sample of continuation high school students, 32% (37) were classified as regular smokers
and 18% (22) were classified as social smokers.
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Table ll. Self-reported smoking status

Tobacco Use Male (N=51) | Female (N=66) | Combined (N=117)
Status® % % %o
Regular Smoker” 37 27 32
Social Smoker” 24 15 18
Trier 16 24 21
Former 0 9 5
MNever Smoker 24 24 24

"Smoked within the past 30 days

*Four subjects that reported current smokeless tobacco use also currently
smoked and are included in the regular or occasional smoker groups.
column percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding

Patterns of smoking were variable in rate (number of days they smoked in the past month) and frequency (the number of
cigarettes smoked per day). For example, among the 3 students who reported they smoked 30 cigarettes per day (the highest
number reported), 2 reported having smoked on all of the last 30 days and one reported smoking on only one day of the
last 30 days. Overall, among regular smokers, the mean number of cigarettes smoked per day was 13.5 and duration of
use was 4.6 years. Among social smokers, the mean number of cigarettes smoked per day was 11.5 and duration of use
was 3.4 years. Sixty-three percent of regular smokers and 42% of social smokers reported smoking within 30 minutes of
waking, an indicator of heavy nicotine dependence. (Data not shown in atable.)

In addition, 83% of current smokers also drank alcohol in the past 30 days, while only 38% of nonsmokers drank alcohol.
Current smokers were 8 times more likely to drink alcohol compared to nonsmokers (OR=8.0; 95% CI 3.1-21.2). Among
current smokers, 4 (6%) also reported current ST use. The mean age of smoking experimentation (ie, first began
experimenting with cigarettes) for current smokers was 10.3 years. (Data not shown in atable.)

Tablelll presents mean depression index scores separately for current smokers, former smokers, triers, and never smokers

as measured by the modified Beck Inventory of Depression.® This Inventory uses a scale of 0 to 3, with a score of 3
indicating the most depressive symptomatology. In Table 111, mean depression scores, of the entire study sample overall
and stratified by gender, are presented under the category entitled " All Students." Overall, within our sample of adolescents,
thereisastatistically significant gender differencein depression scores. Males had an overall mean depression index score
of 0.78 which was significantly lower than the overall femal e depression score of 1.19. Upon further examination, however,
when datawere stratified by smoking status, the main gender difference was found to occur only among smokers, regardless
of number of days smoked in the last 30 days. In contrast, thereis no difference in mean depression scores between males
and femal es who never smoked. These findings suggest that females may be more likely to smoke to cope with depression
compared to males.
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Table lll. Mean Beck Depression Index (BDI) scores by smoking status

Male Female All Students
Mean Score (0-3) | Mean Score (0-3) Mean Score (0-3)
(n) (n} (n)

» Current Regular 0.75 1.39 1.07
Smoker** (19) (18) (37)
(smoked on = 21 of
last 30 days)

« Current Social 0.67 1.20 0.91
Smoker™ (12) (10) (22)
(smoked on <22 of
last 30 days)

« Former Smoker NA 1.65 1.65
(lifetime > 100 times) (@) (6) (6)

« Triers 0.68 0.95 0.85
(lifetime < 100 times) (8) (15) (23)

« Never Smoked 1.01 1.01 1.01
Tobacco (12) (16) (28)

All Students** 0.78 1.19 1.01

(51) (65) {118)

% Wilcoxon rank sum test for gender difference in BDI for all students: p < 0.01

Although we do not have a large enough sample for gender comparisons among former smokers, the 6 female former
smokers scored the highest mean depression index (1.65) of any of the groups analyzed. Finally, a tendency toward a
gender difference also is observed among adol escents who reported that they had tried smoking in the past, but were not
ever regular or social smokers. Maleswho had only tried smoking tended to have depression scores similar to male current
regular and social smokers. In contrast, within the female group who had only tried smoking, depression scores were
similar to those females who had never smoked. Thus, in general, only femal e current smokers and former smokers scored
high on the index for depression.

Table IV comparesearly and current smoking experiences among the 59 current smokersin the study sample. Most reported
that during early smoking experiences, they smoked with peers outside the home such as at a friend's house (19%) or at
some place other than home (20%). Only 29% reported smoking at home. In addition, only 2% reported smoking on the
way to school and nobody reported early smoking experiences at school.
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Table IV. Comparison of early and
current smoking use experiences (N=59)

Where Early Current
% %
Home 29 56
Friend's house 19 0
Way to school 2 20
School 0 5
Other 20 5
Don’t remember 19 2
Missing 12 12
Whom
Friends/Peers 61 22
Family 19 14
Alone 10 49
Other 0 0
Don’t remember 0 3
Missing 10 12
column percentages may not add to 100 due to
rounding

During current smoking experiences, however, 56% reported that they smoked at home and 49% reported they smoked
alone. No one reported that they smoked at a friend's house, but 20% said they smoked on the way to school, and 5%
smoked at school. These findings suggest that over time, smoking becomes less social and increasingly more associated

with smoking alone, in the morning (eg, on the way to school), and smoking in places whereit is forbidden (eg, at schoal),
suggesting a transition to nicotine dependence.

Moreover, as shown in Table V, both regular and social smokers reported experiencing negative sensations when they
first tried smoking, however, compared to socia smokers, a higher percentage of regular smokers recalled pleasant and
relaxing sensations (25% vs. 43% and 37% versus 54%, respectively). Report of current sensations experienced revealed
a decrease in negative sensations experienced (ie, symptoms of nicotine toxicity, such as, nausea and dizziness) for both
groups, suggesting the development of adaptation to smoke irritation and physiological tolerance to nicotine. In addition,
from the time smoking wasfirst tried to the time of current use, pleasant and rel axation sensation increased in both groups,
suggesting reinforcement for continued use.

Table V. Percentage of regular smokers (RS) and social smokers (SS)

reporting moderate/intense sensations experienced when first tried and
current use of cigarettes

Sensations When First Tried Currently

RS Ss RS ss

% % % %
Pleasant 43 25 46 50
Relaxation 54 37 81 47
Buzz 62 63 24 6
Unpleasant 30 25 19 0
Coughing 42 50 24 6
Nausea 38 44 14 0
Dizziness 65 75 11 B
Difficulty Inhaling 30 31 8 13
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eV showsthat over one-half of regular smokers experienced symptoms of nicotinewithdrawal (eg, irritability, frustration,
anger, and anxiety) when unable to smoke compared to about a one-third of social smokers. In general, regular smokers
were about twice as likely as occasional smokers to experience withdrawal symptoms when unable to smoke.

Table VI ranks the categories of reasons for smoking from highest to lowest mean scores and stratifies by regular and
social smokers. Findings indicate that tension reduction (mean = 2.15) followed by craving (mean = 1.46) and pleasure
(mean = 1.15) are the main reasons reported for smoking.

Table VII. Reasons for current smoking” (N=53)

Regular Smoker | Social Smoker All Current
Mean score Mean score Smokers
(N=37) (N=16) Mean score
(N=53)

Reduce Tension

Four items 2.46 1.43 2.15
Crave Smoking

Three items 1.72 0.82 1.46
Pleasure

Seven items 1.21 1.00 1.15
Handling

Four items 0.94 0.55 0.82
Habit

Four items 0.87 0.62 0.79
Stimulation

Seven items 0.92 0.41 0.77
Sacial

Six items 0.74 0.59 0.69
Weight Control

Three items 0.71 0.53 0.67

"Modified Horn Scale ( 0 ='Not at all' to 3 = "Very much so')

Factors that might motivate quit attempts among male and female smokers are shown in Table VIII. Overall, cosmetic
and health factors were themes most often cited. Social factors (eg, friend preferred) were less influential. For example,
over one-half of respondents indicated that perceived smoking-related facial disfigurement (89%), gum disease (87%),
bad breath (55%), and stained teeth (53%) might motivate a quit attempt.
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Table VIII. Factors related to tobacco
use that might motivate a quit attempt
among all current smokers (N=53)

Factor Yo n
Face seriously disfigured 89 47
Gum disease 87 46
Cancer 81 42
Sexual impotence 19 42
Stomach ulcer 74 39
Face wrinkles 73 38
Harm to others 72 38
Infertility 66 35
Change in voice 65 34
Free quit program 59 >
Girl/Boy friend asked 58 30
Bad breath 55 29
Stained teeth 53 28
Cough/Shortness of breath | 46 24
Friend preferred 17 9

Fifty-three percent of all smokers (58% of regular smokers and 40% of social smokers) reported they had tried to stop
smoking for more than a week, but less than a month. The mean number of times respondents tried to do so was 5.2. In
addition, 49% (41% of regular smokers and 69% of social smokers) had tried to stop smoking for more than one month,
but less than ayear. The mean number of times respondents had tried to do so was 2.9. Finally, 32% of all smokers (32%
of regular smokers and 31% of socia smokers) had tried to stop smoking for more than one year. The mean number of
times reported they had tried to do so was 1.5.

Reasons for relapse are reported in Table 1X. The most frequently mentioned reasons were "continued desire for tobacco
use" and "withdrawal symptoms" among regular smokers, and "boredom™ and "personal problems" among social smokers.

Table IX. Percentage of regular smokers (RS) and social smokers
(SS) reporting reasons for relapse

Reasons Regular Smoker (N=34) | Social Smoker (N=16)
% Yes % Yes
Desire Remained High 77 44
Withdrawal Symptoms 74 38
Personal Problems 71 63
Boredom 69 73
Enjoyment/No Good 68 31
Substitute
Pressure From Friends 59 25
Job Pressure 41 31
Forgot Quit Resolution 41 31
Quitting Disrupted Life 32 19
No Health Problems 27 (5]
Concern About Weight 21 27
Gain
Actual Weight Gain 21 25

Personal opinions and feelings about oneself as reported by regular, social, and never smokers are shown in Table X.
Overal, more smokers than never smokers described themselves as thrill-seeking, rebellious, risk-taking, unmotivated,

-10-
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lacking confidence, impulsive, and tense. There was a dose-response relationship related to rebellion and the experience
of tension. Compared to regular smokers, however, social smokers described themselves more frequently as fun-seeking.

Table X. Percentage of regular (RS), social (S5) and never smokers (NS)
who agree with statements of personal opinions and feelings about

themselves
Opinion-related Item % Reporting True
Personal
Characteristic
RS ss NS
(N=37) (N=22) (N=28)
Thrill Seeking | often try new things just for fun 68 82 46
or thrills even if most people
think it is a waste of time.
Rebeliious | often break rules and 62 48 29
regulations when | think | can get
away with it.
Risk Taking | usually stay calm and secure in 57 55 36
situations that most people
would find physically dangerous.
Lack of Self | often avoid meeting strangers 38 36 61
Confidence because | lack confidence with
people | do not know.
Complacency | am satisfied with my 42 23 21
accomplishments and have little
desire to do better.
Impulsive Spending Because | so often spend too 65 68 39
much money on impulse, itis
hard for me to save money.
Tense, tired, worried It is extremely difficult for me to 49 36 22

adjust to changes in my usual
way of doing things because |
get so tense, tired, or worried.

Discussion

The purpose of this pilot study was to learn more about smoking among adolescents in order to inform dental hygienists
about tobacco cessation intervention and treatment in this population. We found that smoking patterns in our sample of
adol escents were variable in both rate and frequency. Sixty-three percent of current smokers in our sample were regular
smokers and 37% were social smokers. Moreover, some regular smokers reported smoking only 1 or 2 cigarettes a day,
and some socia smokers reported smoking relatively large quantities per day but on only a few days. Our findings are
consistent with those of others who report that compared with adult smokers, adolescent smokers are more likely to be

sporadic or nondaily smokers, and to have more variable smoking patterns on days they do smoke.”
In general, in our study, regular smokers were twice aslikely as social smokersto experience withdrawal symptoms when
unable to smoke, and 63% of them reported smoking within 30 minutes of waking, and indicator of heavy nicotine

dependence.”* Nevertheless, over one-third of social smokers also reported experiencing nicotine withdrawal symptoms
such asirritability, frustration, anger, and anxiety when they were unable to smoke, and 42% reported smoking within 30
minutes of waking. These findings support those reported by others that many adolescent smokers begin to experience
symptoms of nicotine addiction early in their smoking careers even when they are smoking only sporadicaly or

-11-
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occasionally.?2?%% Baker and colleagues® suggest that adolescence may be a time when the individual has greater
vulnerability to nicotine dependence. This suggestion is supported by animal studies reporting that adol escent rats acquire

nicotine sel f-administration behaviors much more readily than adult rats.*>* These findings suggest that processesinvolved
in central nervous system maturation may play acritical role in the development of nicotine dependence.*

Moreover, in our study sampl e, tension reduction wasthe primary reason for smoking, and symptoms of nicotine addiction,
was the main reason cited for relapse when trying to quit. Fifty-three percent of all smokersin our study sample had tried

to stop smoking for more than aweek, but less than amonth. These data are consistent with those reported by others™***
suggesting that adolescents interest in quitting is relatively high, but they may not be successful at quitting on their own.
The evidence for nicotine dependence among smokers in our study sample suggests the need for nicotine replacement

therapy to help adolescent smokers stop smoking. On the other hand, however, Hurt et al® reported very low quit rates
for adolescents trying to quit using the nicotine patch. Further research is needed to clarify the effect of various types and
dosages of nicotine replacement therapy on adolescent smoking cessation.

Adult tobacco cessation treatments usually include adults who have regular, daily patterns of smoking. Our findings support
the notion, however, that adolescents who smoke less than daily may be in need of smoking cessation treatment. In our
sample, even social smokers reported symptoms of nicotine dependence, and as a result, may be at risk of becoming an
adult smoker. Others have reported that even adolescents who smoke at relatively low levels (eg, only afew cigarettes a

month) have a high probability of becoming regular adult smokers. In alarge sample of adolescents, Chassin et a* found
that the probability of adult smoking varied by smoking level in adolescence. Adolescents were assessed when they were
approximately 15 years of age and assessed again about 7 years later when they were young adults (mean age of 22 years).
Findings indicated that adolescents who had more experience with smoking were more likely to be adult smokers; yet,
25% of adolescents who had only smoked 1 or 2 cigarettes also became adult smokers (defined as smoking in the last
week).

Given that the adol escent population is so vulnerableto long term tobacco use, access to them becomesimportant for early
intervention to prevent initiation of smoking and to promote smoking cessation. Even though as an oral health care
professional, dental hygienists are more likely to see teenagers than other health professionals on a regular basis,19
adolescents are a dental population that often falls through the cracks. To gain increased access to this group, dental
hygienists, either individually or through their ADHA local components, could target local health fairs and/or vocational
high schools to provide tobacco prevention and cessation community service programs for this population.

In our sample, the mean number of cigarettes smoked per day was somewhat similar among both regular and social smokers,

(13.5and 11.5, respectively) translating into about a half apack per day. These findings are different than those of others™®
who reported that frequent adolescent smokers were 16.9 times more likely to report smoking at least half a pack of
cigarettes on the days they smoked compared with nonfrequent adol escent smokers. In their study, frequent smokers were
defined as those who smoked cigarettes on 20 or more days in the 30 days preceding the survey. In our study, however,
regular smokers were defined as those who smoked on at |east 22 days of the last 30 days. This differencein classification
of regular/frequent smokers may explain the discrepancy between studies.

Therearefew studies on gender differencesin tobacco cessation among adol escents. In astudy of 1430 adol escent smokers
(50% male, 50% femal €) from randomly selected classroomsfrom 24 Californiaand l1linois high schools, maleand female
tobacco users did not differ in reasons for quitting, quit stage, or perceived likelihood of ever quitting smoking. However,
agreater percentage of femal esthan males reported that situationsrel ated to negative affect and nicotine withdrawal would

tempt them to smoke.® In our study, adol escent femal e smokers scored higher on the modified Beck Depression Inventory®
than adolescent male smokers. This finding suggests that depression in female smokers may need to be managed in a
tobacco cessation program targeting adol escents.

Situationsthat might motivate quit attempts mentioned by amajority of smokersin our study sampleincluded tobacco-related
adverse effects on physical attractiveness, sexual potency, and oral health and hygiene factors, such as gum disease, stain,
and bad breath. These findings are consistent with studies reporting that adolescents consistently rank physical attractiveness,

dental concerns, and oral health as being of great importance.***-*? Such findings are highly relevant to dental hygiene
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practice. They suggest that when advising a tobacco-using adol escent to stop smoking, relating smoking to adverse effects
associated with attractiveness and oral health may be more relevant and meaningful to an adolescent smoker than relating
smoking to long-term health effects such as cardiovascular or lung diseases. Dental hygienists are well positioned to point
out tobacco-related oral health and hygiene problems in the mouths of adolescents who smoke or use other forms of
tobacco. In addition, when assessing the head and neck region, the dental hygienist could address tobacco-related facial
wrinkling and aesthetic concerns as key areas of education. Incorporating this feedback as part of abrief tobacco cessation
intervention in the dental hygiene care setting may encourage adolescents to try to stop smoking. Severa studies have
demonstrated that dental professionals are effective in helping their patients stop using tobacco when they point out spit

tobacco-related lesions in the client's own mouth and provide brief tobacco cessation counseling.*44454647

Consistent with previous research,” there was a strong association between smoking cigarettes and alcohol use in our
sample of adolescents. This finding is of concern because the strongest data associating smoking with oral cancer were

obtained in alcohol users.***** Smokers who combine heavy smoking with heavy drinking of alcohol have been reported

to have almost a 50 times greater risk of getting oral cancer than smokers who do not use alcohol . Educating adolescents
about theincreased risk of oral cancer and related facial disfigurement among smokerswho also use alcohol isakey patient
education point to be addressed during the oral cancer screening and is consistent with the important role of the dental
hygienist in oral cancer detection.

Compared to never smokers, smokers in our study tended to describe themselves as more thrill-seeking, rebellious,
risk-taking, unmotivated, lacking confidence, impulsive, and tense. These findings are consi stent with those of Gilpin and

colleagues™ who reported that rebelliousness was a characteristic of high school students that significantly predicted
initiation of smoking among baseline never smokers.

Several limitations of the present study, however, must be considered when interpreting the present data. First, this study
involved a small convenience sample of adolescents rather than a large random sample. Thus, one cannot generalize the
resultsto all adolescentsin rural areas of Californiaor elsewhere. The outcomes reported, however, inform about patterns
and correlates of smoking in asample of high school students and suggest some important methodol ogical issuesto consider
in smoking treatment outcome studies. In addition, the small sample size dictated limited data analysis with little power
for detecting significant differences.

Moreover, while cross-sectional surveys are useful for tracking trends in smoking behavior, they cannot characterize
compl etely which adol escentswill transition from never smoking to smoking and from adolescent smokersto adult smokers.
Longitudinal studies are needed to explore various predictors of adolescent smoking. Recent statistical advances in

modeling® have been used in asmall number of longitudinal studiesto identify multiple age-rel ated trajectories of smoking

behavior among adol escents.>*>* These trajectories have included an early tobacco-onset group (onset at ages 12 to 13)
that shows a steep rise to heavy smoking; a late-onset group (onset after age 15) that smokes at more moderate levels; an
experimenter group that tries smoking in adol escence but does not proceed to daily smoking and isdevelopmentally limited

to adolescence; and a group that quits smoking. Chasin and colleagues™ point out that distinguishing smoking trajectories
is an important methodol ogical advance because it has the potential to illuminate diverse etiological pathways underlying
different trgjectories of tobacco use.

Another study limitation is that the self-reported smoking status in this study was not verified by biochemical assay and
may be subject to under- or over-reporting. As anti-smoking norms become more pervasive in society, especialy in
Cadlifornia given its comprehensive tobacco control program, respondents may have been reluctant to admit to regular
tobacco use. Nevertheless, although it isideal to validate self-reported smoking status, biochemical validation isnot feasible

in adol escents who smoke infrequently.’

Finally, our findings are limited by the fact that our study was conducted among vocational technical students who are at

higher risk for high smoking intensity compared with same-age students enrolled in academic programs.*® Thus, our results
may not apply to students in mainstream high schools. We chose to work with continuation high school students due to
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the high prevalence of smoking reported in this popul ation™® to maximize exposure of our questionnaire to as many tobacco
users as possible given limited time and resources.

The Public Health Service Guidelines for brief clinical interventions’ recommend that all individuals seeking oral health
care be asked if they use tobacco. Tobacco users should be advised to quit, assessed for willingness to quit, assisted
appropriately based on willingness to quit, and follow-up arranged. Although the critical first step isto "ask" al clients

their tobacco use status, astudy of adolescents by Steinberg and colleagues™ found that only 40.2% and 19.1% of adolescents
studied reported being asked whether they smoked by their physician and dentist, respectively. Health care providers

advice to stop tobacco use has been shown to be an important motivator for patients to quit smoking.? Dental hygienists
could not only deter experimental smoking among adolescents by discussing the dangers of addiction, but also could
provide referral for treatment for highly dependent smokers.

Conclusion

Our pilot data suggests the following. (1) A large number of adolescentsin rural continuation high schoolsin California
smoke because of nicotine addiction and experience nicotine withdrawal symptoms when they are unable to smoke. Asa
result, use of pharmacological aids as acomponent of effective cessation treatment of adolescents needs further study. (2)
There may be a need to define smokers in adolescent populations more broadly than "smoking in the last week" because
many adolescent smokers appear to be sporadic or non-daily smokers with variable smoking patterns on days they do
smoke. (3) There may be a need to intervene with social smokers, aswell as regular smokers, among adol escents because
they are at risk of becoming nicotine dependent and thus also are likely to become adult smokers; (4) Tobacco cessation
treatment and measurement of cessation for adol escent smokers may need to betail ored specifically for adolescents because
patterns of smoking among adolescents appear to differ from those of adults. (5) Lastly, dental hygienists can play an
important role in preventing adverse health effects by promoting cessation of tobacco use among adolescents to whom
they provide care. Pointing out oral health and hygiene problems caused by tobacco usein adolescent smokers own mouths
may motivate a quit attempt and prevent them from becoming addicted adult smokers, which puts them at high risk for
the associated adverse health effects.
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Validity of Oral Health Screening in Field Conditions: Pilot Study

Nancy J Thompson, RDH, PhD and EM Boyer, RDH, PhD

Nancy J. Thompson, RDH, PhD, associate professor, University of lowa, College of Public Health, Department of Community and
Behavioral Health; E. M. Boyer, RDH, PhD, Santa Barbara, California.

Purpose. This small pilot study examined the validity of visual dental hygiene screenings (VDHYS) in conditions found
in local communities.

Methods. A sample of 126 children in kindergarten through second grade was screened by 2 dental hygienists and
inspected by a dentist. None of the assessors had more than minimal experience and training in epidemiological
methodol ogies. Two denal hygienists noted teeth as decayed or not decayed using only a tongue blade and a goose-neck
lamp (VDHS). The dentist noted decay by tooth and surface using a mirror, explorer, portable dental chair, aswell as
a goose-neck lamp; thisexamination isreferredto asamirror, tactile dental inspection (MTDI). Thedentist's assessment
(MTDI) wasthe " gold standard.” Data were analyzed using frequency distributions, sensitivity, specificity, and kappa
coefficient statistics, aswell as other statisticsto test the significance of differences and to investigate explanations for
discrepancies between theVDHS and MTDI.

Results. Sensitivity and specificity for the VDHS for all teeth were 61% and 96%, with a kappa coefficient of 0.6.
Analysis of the discrepancies between the VDHS and the MTDI suggest that, for primary teeth, the sensitivity of the
VDHS is greater when: (1) lesions are large (i.e. multi surface) and (2) single surface lesions are located anteriorly.
No statistically significant explanations were found for differencesin permanent teeth.

Conclusion. In this study, VDHS demonstrated high specificity and moderate sensitivity for caries identification.
Keywords: dental caries, dentists, dental hygienists, oral health, mass screening, sensitivity and specificity

| ntroduction

Dental hygienists have along history of providing oral health screenings in community settings, particularly in schools.
However, the accuracy of these screenings has not been investigated relative to the standards of treatment by dentistsin
local communities. Theintent of thissmall study wasto investigate the validity of oral health screenings by dental hygienists
in field conditions. Specifically, the study examined how well local hygienists could accurately classify school children
as either having or not having decay, with reference to standards of treatment by dentists in the local community. This
information would enable one to determine how well dental hygienists evaluate children who need dental care without
over-referring.
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Review of the Literature

Dental hygienists have been providing screenings for over 75 years. A 1927 book on school health elucidates this
responsibility: "She [dental hygienist] makes thorough and detailed mouth examinations and records the needs of each

individual ."* In 1949, Williams and Abernathy stated that dentistry created the profession of dental hygiene to address the
dental health aspect of school health after it became apparent that the prevalence and incidence of caries madeit impractical

to insist that only dentists conduct dental examinations in schools.?

Oral health screenings in schools are still needed. According to national data, low-income school-aged children have 1.2
to 2.2 times more decayed teeth than do their more affluent peers and while low-income children receive some dental

treatment, it is insufficient to meet their needs.® In lowa, as of 1999, 17% to 23% of low-income children aged 7-9 had

untreated decay, as did 9% to 13% of non low-income children.* Furthermore, among those aged 6-11, 72% of low-income
children had adental visit in the past year compared with 92% of non low-income children. This 20% difference probably
underestimates the number of low income children who had routine "check-up" visitsto identify early cariouslesionsand
prevent painful problems.

The American Dental Association identified four types of dental examinations:”

Type 1 Complete examination, using mouth mirror and explorer, adequate illumination, thorough roentgenographic survey.
Type 2 Limited examination, using mouth mirror and explorer, adequate illumination, posterior bitewing roentgenograms.
Type 3 Inspection, using mouth mirror and explorer, adequate illumination, and

Type 4 Screening, using tongue depressor, available illumination.

In public health settings, dental hygienists often use Type 4, avisua dental hygiene screening (VDHS); however,, dentists
typicaly use Type 3, amirror, tactile dental inspection (MTDI).

While studies comparing local dental Hygienists' screenings with local dentists' inspections were not found, 2 studiesin
the United States using epidemiological study methods compared aVDHS with aMTDI. In 1990, Mauriello et a tested

the validity of aVDHS conducted by 4 hygienists on 5253 children in grades 1 and 5.° The dental hygienists had at least
5yearsof private practice experience, extensive study-specific training over severa days, and their inter-examiner screening
skills calibrated on the first day of the screenings. The dental hygienists used adental light and tongue blades. The MTDI
was conducted by four dentists, each of whom had substantial experience in large-scale epidemiological studies. The
dentists also had extensive study-specific training over several days and were calibrated for inter-examiner reliability on
thefirst day of data collection. The dentists used adental light, mirror, explorer, and compressed air. The dentists followed
Radike's criteria and inspected by surface; the dental hygienists used criteria developed for the study and screened by

tooth.” Using the kappa coefficient to compare the VDHS against the MTDI for al children in the study (n=5233), the
kappafor presence of decay was 0.4 in permanent and 0.6 in primary teeth. This sample had amean and standard deviation
of 0.4 and 1.0 decayed teeth, respectively, for the permanent dentition, and a mean and standard deviation of 1.1 and 2.2
decayed teeth, respectively, for the primary dentition.

The other study was quite different in that the study-specific training of the dental hygienist only involved reading written
materials and the screening protocol required assessment by quadrant until caries were found or not found. Beltran et al
conducted this study in 1997, which compared the screening by one dental hygienist who had previous public health
experience, to one dentist with previous experience and calibration with National Ingtitute of Dental Research (NIDR)

diagnostic criteria for decay.®™ The dental hygienist used a portable chair, flashlight, and tongue blade; the dentist used
a portable chair, light, mirror, and explorer. They examined 309 children in kindergarten through fifth grade at a school

where 67% of the children were eligible for free or reduced-price lunch.™* Over one-third of the children had untreated
decay. The sensitivity and specificity values of the VDHS were 95% and 94%, respectively, for presence of decay.

These studies involved several days of training for the dentists as did the dental hygienistsin the Mauriello et al study.®®
It would be expensive and time consuming for local dentists and dental hygienists to undergo such training for local
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assessment efforts. Further, the criteria of measurement of these 2 studies were based on the National Institutes of Health
epidemiological protocols, as were their standard of validity. In contrast, this study used the level of dental care in the
local community and did not provide study-specific training.

Data on the validity of the VDHS using local community dental hygienists without extensive training as "front line"
individuals to develop and implement screening programs (12) would be useful in assisting communities accomplish the
Healthy People 2010 objectives of: (a) reducing the proportion of children, adolescents, and adults with untreated decay;
(b) increasing the proportion of children and adults who use the oral hedlth care system each year; (c) increasing the
proportion of low-income children and adolescents who received any preventive dental service during the past year; and

(d) increasing the proportion of school-based health centers with an oral health component.*** Weintraub also advocates
that dental hygienists who can work without direct supervision in public health settings be utilized to conduct screenings

for young children as ameans of controlling early childhood caries.™

The unique goal of this study was to examine the validity of VDHS in typical field conditions to ascertain if children
identified with decay had true treatment needs and those children identified as caries-free did not need treatment for caries
consistent with the standards of treatment by a dentist in the local community. Specific aims were to: 1) determine the
validity of oral health screenings (VDHS) in a community setting using local oral health care providers without training
in public health and research data coll ection perspectives and methods and 2) explore explanations of possible discrepancies
between the VDHS and MTDI based on size, surface, and location of decay.

Methods and M aterials

The study population was comprised of 250 children in kindergarten through second grade (K-2) at one inner-city school
in apredominantly white lowa city. This school was identified as having ahigh risk population since more than half (68%)
of the study population was €ligible for free or reduced-price school lunch. Consent and cooperation were obtained from
the school principal and district school nurse. Informational letters and parental consent forms were mailed to parents and
non-respondents were contacted by teachers during parent-teacher conferences. This study was approved by the University
of lowa College of Dentistry's Institutional Review Board for Human Subjects Research.

Dental hygienists employed in the community were asked by the local public health dental hygienist to participate in the
study. Interested dental hygienists attended a one-hour presentation to prepare for data collection. Four dental hygienists
were available on the study day. Two dental hygienists (A and B) screened and 2 recorded concurrently. Dental hygienist
A graduated in 1983 from atwo-year dental hygiene program and hygienist B graduated in 1984 from afour-year program.
The screenings (VDHS) were conducted one morning in the school art room where the children came one classroom at a
time. Each child stood in front of the seated dental hygienist who used a tongue blade and goose-neck lamp to view each
child's mouth. Denta hygienist A assessed 63 children, while dental hygienist B assessed the other 63 children. The
hygienistsweretold to consider atooth sound if in doubt. The dental hygienists recorded the total number of decayed teeth
for each dentition. The screenings were completed in less than 2 hours.

The MTDI was conducted by one local dentist. The same public health dental hygienist constructed a short list of dentists
who worked in the city and whom she thought might participate. Thefirst dentist contacted by theinvestigator volunteered.
Originally, the protocol had been written to have the children examined in the dentist's office with radiographic data, Type

1 dental examination, just asanew patient would be examined.” However, it was not acceptabl e to the school administrator
to transport the children from the school. Since it was not possible to safely accommodate radiographic exposure within
the school, a Type 3 dental inspection was conducted in the same room at the school in 3 half-days (9:15 AM-12:30 PM)

and completed within one month of the screenings.” In preparation, the dentist reviewed Radike's criteria for the diagnosis
of dental caries and discussed the format with the investigator who instructed the dentist to examine the subject just as he

would in his own practice, except without radiographs.” The dentist used a portable dental chair, a goose-neck lamp, a
dental-operator chair, mouth mirrors, explorers, hisown dental assistant seated in afour-handed-delivery mode, and dightly
modified oral examination forms from his office. Students came to the art room in a manner that allowed for continuous
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examining by the dentist and observation by subsequent children. In the MTDI assessment, the dentist noted the location
of decay by tooth and surface.

Note that while decay status was determined by both theVDHS and the M TDI, they were assessed and recorded in different
formats. With the VDHS, the total number of decayed teeth was recorded for each dentition for each subject; whereas,
with the MTDI, the location of decay was recorded by tooth and surface for each subject.

All study findings were coded and entered into a computer and verified for accuracy. Initially, the data were analyzed by
frequency distributions and cross-tabulations. To analyze the validity of the VDHS, theVDHS and MTDI were compared
for presence of decay. Dataregarding the number of decayed teeth were converted to dichotomous variables. The congruence
of the VDHS and MTDI for these decisions was compared by sensitivity rate, specificity rate, and the kappa coefficient,
using findings from the MTDI as the standard. According to Gordis, sensitivity isthe ability of atest (VDHS) to identify
correctly those who have the disease, while specificity isthe ability of thetest (VDHS) to correctly identify the non-diseased

people as non-diseased.”™ The kappa coefficient is the extent to which the observed agreement (between the VDHS and
the MTDI) exceeds that which would be expected by chance alone (numerator) relative to the most that the observers
could hope to improve their agreement (denominator). Analysis for the permanent teeth was made only for the children
who had permanent teeth (n=113). The chi-square statistic was used to test for significance of differences between thetwo
hygienists.

Datawere also analyzed using the Fisher exact test, Cochran Q test, and the Mantel-Haenszel test to explore explanations

for the discrepancies between theVDHS and M TDI.* Three explanations were considered. 1) Lesion sizewasinvestigated
to to determine if multiple-surface lesions (large lesions) were more accurately detected by the VDHS than single-surface
lesions (small lesions). Lesion size was investigated separately for the primary and permanent dentitions. 2) Controlling
for lesion size, the location of the lesion was analyzed to determine if lesions of approximately the same size were more
accurately detected in locations most visible to the unaided eye (ie, the anterior vs. posterior teeth and mandibular vs.
maxillary teeth for both the primary and permanent dentitions). Canineswere categorized as posterior teeth because primary
canines (there were no permanent canines in this K-2 sample) are normally located within the curvature of the arch and
therefore areless visible to observation by the unaided eye. 3) Thetype of tooth surface, smooth vs non-smooth, wastested
by single-surface lesion and by any type of lesion to determineif decay was detected more accurately on smooth surfaces
than on non-smooth surfaces. For primary teeth, the analyses compared occlusal surfaces (non-smooth) with al other
surfaces (smooth). For permanent teeth, developmentally pitted and fissured surfaces (the lingual surface of the right and
left maxillary first molars and the buccal surface of the right and left mandibular first molars) were included with the
occlusal surfaces as hon-smooth surfaces. The data for the two hygienists were combined for this analysis.

Results

Of the 250 children in kindergarten through second grade, datawere collected from 126 (50%) for whom parental consent
was obtained. The study participants were not significantly different from the total population on any of the demographic
variables available from school records. (Table I.) The largest percentage of students (35.7%) were in the second grade.
Sixty-six percent of study participants were eligible for free lunch and 52% lived in a home without a father present.
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Table |- Student characteristics of total population
and study participants

Total population Study participants

N=250 n=126
Variable Number | Percent | Number | Percent | p value”
Economic
status
Self pay 78 31.2 30 238 3
Reduced-price 19 07.6 13 10.3 B
lunch
Free lunch 152 60.8 83 65.9 5
Not available 1 00.4 KKK HKAHHK KKK
Family
structure
Single mom 119 476 GG 524 6
Single dad 20 08.0 11 08.7 8
Mom and dad 111 44.4 49 38.9 5
Gender
Male 143 57.2 72 571 1.0
Female 107 428 54 42.9 1.0
Grade
Kindergarten 91 36.4 41 325 a7
First a3 33.2 40 31.8 9
Second 76 30.4 45 35.7 4
Birth Year

| (age)

1990 (5-6) 59 236 24 19.0 4
1989 (6-7) 89 356 44 349 ]
1988 (7-8) T 308 42 33.3 8
1987 (8-9) 24 09.6 15 11.9 6
1986 (9-10) 01 00.4 01 00.8 3

* Percents rounded to nearest whole number for these calculations

The distribution of decayed teeth among the 126 children is presented in Table Il. Of this K-2 population, 67.6% of the
teeth were primary teeth. According to the M TDI, 67 children (53%) did not have any decay; while according totheVDHS,
87 children (69%) did not have any decay. Both approaches found similar numbers of children with 1, 2, and 3 decayed
teeth; however, the MTDI found many more children with 4 to 8 decayed teeth.

Table II- Frequency of decayed teeth in children by VDHS and MTDI

Number of Mumber of % children as Number of % children as
decayed children as defined by children as defined by
teath defined by VDHS | VDHS defined by MTDI MTDI

0 87 69.0 67 53.2

1 18 14.3 16 12.7

2 10 07.9 9 07.1

3 5] 04.8 g 06.4

4 3 02.4 10 07.9

5 1 00.8 7 05.6

5] 1 00.8 2 01.6

7 0 00.0 3] 04.8

8 0 00.0 1 00.8
TOTAL 126 100.0 126 100.1

The dental hygienists (VDHS) identified 79 decayed teeth in 39 children; the dentist (MTDI) identified 195 decayed teeth
in 59 children. Among the 126 children, the mean number of decayed teeth was 1.6 according to the MTDI and 0.6
according to theVDHS. Asexpected, given the age of the children, there was more decay in primary teeth than in permanent
teeth. While decay was found on all surfaces, the occlusal surface was most frequently decayed in the primary dentition
and the buccal surface, followed closely by the occlusal surface in the permanent dentition. (Table111.)
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Table llI- Fregquency, percent, mean and standard deviation of decayed
teeth and surfaces among children from VDHS and MTDI

All teeth Primary teeth (n=126) Permanent teeth
(n=126) (n=113)
VDHS n mean | sd n mean | sd n mean | sd
Decayed teeth [ G 1.2 70 B 1.1 a A 4
MTDI
Decayed teeth 195 1.6 2.2 158 1.2 1.9 37 0.3 0.8
Decayed surfaces 343 2.7 4.1 289 2.3 3.4 54 0.5 14
occlusal 143 1.1 1.8 124 1.0 16 19 0.2 06
mesial 63 0.5 1.0 a1 0.5 1.0 2 0.0 0.2
distal 58 0.5 0.8 53 0.4 0.8 5 0.0 0.3
buccal 44 0.4 0.8 22 0.2 0.5 22 02 06
lingual 35 0.3 0.7 29 0.2 0.6 6 0.1 03

The sensitivity and specificity for theV DHSin detecting decay was 61% and 96% for all teeth, 64% and 100% for primary
teeth, and 15% and 97% for permanent teeth, respectively. Corresponding kappa coefficients were 0.6, 0.7, and 0.2,
respectively. Dental hygienists A and B detected decay comparably except for sensitivity for permanent teeth, for which
dental hygienist A was significantly (p .000) less able to accurately detect decay than dental hygienist B. (Table 1V.)

Table IV. Sensitivity, specificity and Kappa of the VDHS regarding
presence of decay compared with MTDI presence of decay

Dental hygienist A Dental hygienist B Both dental hygienists
Sen* Spec | Kap- | Sen" | Spect+ | Kap- | Sen” | Spec | Kappa
+ pa pa +
All teeth G2 06 3] G0 95 i3] 61 a6 6
Primary teeth (]3] 100 6 G2 100 X 64 100 T
Permanent teeth ] a8 0 30 96 3 15 a7 2

n=126 children, except for permanent teeth which were present in only 113 children, with
hygienist A and B seeing 54 and 59 children respectively

Sen*  Sensitivity

Spect Specificity

As determined by the MTDI, Table V summarizes carious lesions by primary and permanent dentition, maxillary and
mandibular arch, anterior and posterior location, and surface involved. In addition, the table lists the number of subjects
by each location of decay as determined by the MTDI. Of the 36 locations where decay was detected by the MTDI, the
VDHS identified subjects as having decay in 32 of these locations. The four locations which were most problematic (0%
of subjects detected) were the distal, buccal, and mesial single-surface locations of posterior primary teeth and one
multiple-surface location in the primary posterior primary teeth.
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Table V.- Frequency of decay by dentition, arch, location in the mouth and surface
type as determined by MTDI and the ability of the VDHS to correctly identify cases
with each type of lesion as having decay

LOCATION OF DECAY BY MTDI NUMBER OF PERCENT
SUBJECTS CORRECT
Dentition Arch Fosition Surface Fre- MTDI # VDHS # | % correct
quency | children children by VDHS"
Primary maxillary anterior mesial (M) | 9 5 4 80
(Teeth #4-7) distal (D) 1 1 1 100
buccal (B) 3 2 2 100
All 3 2 1 50
Primary maxillary postenor | lingual 6 4 3 75
(Teeth #1,2 3.8 9 10) occlusal 15 12 1] 50
mesial 2 2 1 50
distal 3 3 0 0
buccal 1 1 0 0
LD 6 5 5 100
DO 11 9 7 78
MG 14 10 B B0
DL 1 | 1 100
MLO 3 3 3 100
MOoD 1 1 1 100
All 3 3 2 67
Primary mandibular | antenior All 1 i 1 100
(Teeth #14-17)
Primary | mandibular [ posterior | mesial 1 1 0 0
(Teeth #11,12,13,18.19.20} occlusal 24 19 12 63
distal 2 2 1 50
buccal 1 i 1 100
Do 19 14 12 /e
MO 16 12 B 67
BO 3 3 3 100
LM 1 I 0 0
MOoD 1 i 1 100
BMO 1 1 1 100
All [ 4 4 100
Pemmanent maxiliary postenor | occlusal 4 3 2 &7
(Teeth #3,14) LO 1 | 1 100
LD 3 2 1 50
All 1 | 1 100
Permaneant mandibular postenor | buccal 14 10 Fi 70
(Teeth #19,30) occlusal 8 [:] 2 33
| BO 5 4 3 75
| All 1 1 | 100

* These statistics are for the combined data of hygienists A and B

Results of testing for the 3 explanations for possible discrepancies between the VDHS and the MTDI are asfollows. With
regard to size, the ability of the VDHS to identify single-surface decay was significantly less than the ability to identify
multiple-surface decay for primary teeth but not for permanent teeth. The odds of the VDHS detecting multiple-surface
decay in primary teeth were 3.1 of those for detecting single-surface decay (OR=3.1; p=.0022; confidence interval (Cl)=
1.5-6.9). The corresponding p value for the permanent teeth was 0.3887.

For the position of decay (anterior versus posterior) for the permanent teeth, tests could not be conducted due to lack of
anterior decay in this dentition for this sample. For single-surface decay in primary teeth, the ability of the VDHS to
identify posterior decay was significantly less than the ability to identify anterior decay. The odds of the VDHS detecting
single-surface, anterior decay was 10 timesthat of detecting single-surface, posterior decay (OR=10.; p=.0117; CI=1.2-82.3).
However, multiple-surface decay in primary teeth was detected equally well in either the anterior or posterior location
(p=0.6473).

With regard to the position of decay in the maxillary versus mandibular arch, the VDHS was not significantly different
from the MTDI in identifying either: 1) single-surface maxillary decay in the primary (0.7204) or permanent (0.4462)
dentition, or 2) multiple-surface maxillary decay in the primary (0.5708) or permanent (0.3869) dentition.

Teststo compare smooth versus non-smooth surfaces could not be conducted for the permanent teeth dueto lack of smooth
surface decay in this young sample. For the primary teeth, the ability of the VDHS to identify pitted surfaces (including
the occlusal surfaces) was not significant for either single-surface instances of pitted decay (p=0.2920) or instances in
which a non-smooth surface was involved in any carious lesion (p=0.3715).

-7-
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Discussion
AsBeltran et al discussed at length, the level of congruence necessary to state that theVDHS is valid has not been widely

discussed.® Landis established that kappa values <0.39 are"low," 0.4 to 0.6 are "moderate," and >0.61 are "substantial."*’

Stamm states that a test should have a sensitivity level of 0.75 or higher and a specificity level of 0.85 or higher."® These
guidelines suggest that, as implemented in local community field assessment conditions, the VDHS had moderate to
substantial kappa values in primary teeth, excellent specificity in both primary and permanent teeth, poor kappas in
permanent teeth, and poor sensitivity in both primary and permanent teeth. Since the carious lesions most often missed
by the VDHS were single-surface lesions in general and particularly in the posterior of the mouth, the use of the mirror
in MTDI may account for much of the differencesin findings.

The congruence level for detecting decay achieved in this study was remarkably similar to those reported by Mauriello et
a.® Thisis a somewhat surprising finding given the extensive training for the screenings by both dental hygienists and

dentists in the Mauriello study.® However, Mauriello's analysis was more precise than this study. Although the level of
decay was similar in the 2 studies, the subjectsin this study were younger and this may explain thelower kappa coefficient
for permanent teeth (0.2 versus 0.4). In contrast, this study's sensitivity levels were considerably lower (0.6 versus 1.0)

than those reported by Beltran et al.® The 2 studies had similar specificity levels (1.0 versus 0.9). The dental hygienist in
Beltran et al had more study-specific training than the 2 dental hygienistsin this study, and perhaps Beltran's sample had
more extensive decay as dightly more than one-third of the Beltran et a subjects needed urgent dental care while only

15% of these subjects did.®®

The primary limitations of this small-scale pilot study were sample size and the limited number of dental hygienists and
dentists. Further, it is possible that the dentist may have over-identified decay knowing that the assessment was part of a
research project and having been able to acquire data from use of the mirror and explorer. Also, directing the dental
hygienists to consider questionable areas sound may have decreased their sensitivity rates. However, it must be kept in
mind that this was a young sample with few erupted permanent teeth.

Without a doubt, the dental Hygienists' ability to detect caries would have been enhanced with a mirror and explorer.
Dental hygienists and dentists detect caries at a comparable level when they utilize the same equipment and have the same

study-specific training.**? But, the purpose of this study wasto investigate theVDHS in typical, local community situations.
Analyses of discrepancies between theVDHS and MTDI in this study suggest that if dental hygienists give extraattention
to identifying single-surface lesions and single- surface lesions in posterior teeth, the sensitivity of the VDHS would
probably increase. If this more careful ook is successful, it would be more cost-effective than adding mirrors which cost
more than tongue blades and need to be sterilized. The primary advantage of theVDHS islow cost in terms of equipment,
preparation, clean-up, and manpower. This study ascertained that child contact time for one dentist to perform the MTDI
was more than twice that for one dental hygienist to perform the VDHS.

Some have advocated that dental hygienists who participate in screening programs, such asthe Early Periodic Screening,

Diagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) program, need annual continuing education and clinical licensing tests in screening.”
The present study and Beltran's study indicate that with short study-specific preparation, dental hygienists, as educated

under current US accreditation standards, can achieve moderate to high levels of sensitivity and specificity with VDHS.®
This suggeststhat that yearly clinical licensing tests and yearly continuing education are not necessary for dental hygienists
to participate in oral health screenings.

These findings do suggest directions for further research on the VDHS. Larger sample sizes and a wider age group of
children are needed to test the effects of location and size of decay on ability to detect decay with the VDHS. To increase
the generalizability of study results, the study needs to be replicated in avariety of types of communities, and the number
of local community dental hygienists performing the VDHS and the number of local community dentists performing the
MTDI need to beincreased. Investigators should consider comparing avisual dental hygiene screening to adental hygiene
screening that includes the use of mirrors. In addition to investigating the validity of the VDHS, cost-benefit analyses
should be done. Until these studies are done, this study's findings and Beltran et al'sindicate that the VDHS is alow-cost,
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simple screening technique with reasonably good validity, and that dental hygienistswith general private practice experience
can adequately perform VDHS with minimal additional instruction.?

Conclusion

In thisyoung sample (kindergarten through second grade) with mostly primary teeth, these dental hygienistsusingVDHS
were able to identify children without carious lesions (specificity=96%). They were less successful in identifying children
with caries (sensitivity=61%). For the dental hygienistsin this study, it was particularly difficult to identify single-surface
lesions and single-surface lesions in posterior teeth. Overall, the high specificity indicates that visual screenings by these
2 community, private-practice dental hygienists would not refer children for dental care who do not need care.

Acknowledgements

The authors are indebted to Jacquelyn Roseliep, RDH, BS, oral health services coordinator, VNA, Dubuque, |owa;
James Snyder, BS, DDS, Fellow Academy of General Dentistry, private practitioner, Dubuque, |owa; Denise Reeg,
CDA, dental assistant, Dubuque, 1owa; and the 2 dental hygienists for their assistance in collecting the data. Further,
the authors sincerely thank Kevin Kelly, PhD, and SheaWatrin, MS, for their assistance in analyzing the data.

Notes

Correspondence to: Nancy Thompson at nancy-thompson@uiowa.edu

References
1. Wood TD, Rowell HG. Health supervision and medical inspections of schools. Philadel phia (PA): W.B. Saunders Co.; 1927. 637-
234

2. Williams JF, Abernathy R. Health education in schools. (editionnded). New York (NY): The Ronald Press Co.; 1949. 319.

3. Vargas CM, Crall JJ, Schneider DA. Sociodemographic distribution of pediatric dental caries: NHANES 111, 1988-1994. JAm
Dent Assoc. 1998;129: 1229-88.

4.  Arjes JR, Rodgers T, Chen X, Warren JJ, Beltran ED. Results of the 1999 lowa Oral Health Survey. lowa Dent J. 2001;87(2):
29-32.

5. American Dental Association. A dental health program for schools. Chicago (IL): The American Dental Association; 1954. 16.

6. Mauriello SM, Bader JD, Disney JA, Graves RC. Examiner agreement between hygienists and dentists for caries prevalence
examinations. J Public Health Dent. 1990;50(1): 32-7.

7. Radike AW. Criteria for diagnosis of dental caries. . In: Principles for the clinical testing of cariostatic agents. Chicago (IL):
Council on Dental Research, American Dental Association; 1972. 7-8. 32.

8.  Bedtran ED, Malvitz DM, Eklund SA. Vdidity of two methods for assessing ora health status of populations. J Public Health
Dent. 1997;57(4): 206-14.

9.  Malvitz D (co author of Beltran study). Personal Communication [Email]. 2002. Sept19

10. National Institute of Dental Research Oral health of United States children. (NIH) 89-2247. Washington (DC): US DHHS PHS;
1989:379.

11. Beltran ED (first author Beltran study). Personal Communication. 2003. Sept11

12.  United States Department of Health and Human Services Healthy People 2000 Public Health Service Action. (US DHHS PHS)
001111996. Washington (DC): US DHHS PHS; 1992:2.

13.  United States Department of Health and Human Services. Healthy People 2010. (US DHHS PHS) 0160504996. Chapter 21 Oral
Heal. Washington (DC): US DHHS; 2000. [cited 2006 Jan 31]. Available from:
http://www.heal thy peopl e.gov/Document/HTML/Volume2/210ral.htm#_Toc489700409.

14. Weintraub JA. Prevention of early childhood caries: apublic health perspective. Commun Dent Oral Epidemiol. 1998;26(1 suppl):
182-6.

15. GordisL. Epidemiology. (3rded). Philadelphia (PA): Elsevier Saunders Co.; 2004. 72,73, 90.

16. SASIngtitute Inc.. SAS/STAT User's Guide, Volume 1. (4thed). Cary (NC): SAS Institute Inc.; 1989. 943.

17. LandisJR, Koch GG. The measurement of observer agreement for categorical data. Biometrics. 1977;33: 159-74.

-9-



18.

10.

20.

21.

Journal of Dental Hygiene, Vol. 80, No. 2, April 2006
Copyright by the American Dental Hygienists' Association

Stamm JW, Disney JA, Graves RC, Bohannan HM, Abernathy JR. The University of North Carolina Caries Risk Assessment
Study |: Rationale and Content. J Public Health Dent. 1988;45(4): 225-32.

Ohrn K, Crossner CG, Borgesson |, Taube A. Accuracy of dental hygienistsin diagnosing decay. Commun Dent Oral Epidemiol.
1996;24: 182-6.

Kwan SYL, Prendergast MJ. Theuse of clinical dental auxiliaries asexaminersin caries prevalence surveysin the UK: afeasibility
study. Community Dent Oral Epidemiol. 1998;26: 194-200.

Damiano PC, Kanellis MJ, Willard JC, Momany ET. A report on the lowa Title XIX Dental Program. lowa City (1A): Public
Policy Center and College of Dentistry, The University of lowa,; 1996. 47- 48.

-10-



	s1_editorial
	s2_upfront
	s3_bookreview
	s3_bookreview1
	s4_bookreview2
	s5_bookreview3
	s6_bookreview4

	s4_Talbert
	s5_Ellison
	s6_Thompson

