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STUDY ON THE SALIVARY CARIOGENIC FACTORS IN THE MALE AND
FEMALE KOREAN TWENTIES

Lee Jae-myung, D.D.S.

Departme;zt of Preventive and Public Health Dentistry,
Graduated School, Seoul National University.

(Led. by Assist. Prof. Kim Johng-bai, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.)
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‘In order to comparatively observe the salivary cariogenic factors contributing
to permanent tooth caries development in each sexes of Korean, the author perfor-
. med estimation of unstimulated and "stimulated salivary flow rates, salivary
viscosity test, and salivary - buffering capacity test in 50 males and 50 females
Koreans aged from the agé 20 to 29. Thereafter, the data from the four kinds
of caries activity test were analysed and evaluated comparatively. '
The obtained results were as follows. - ,
1. Unstimulated salivary flow rate for five minutes was 2.2ml in males and
' 1.7ml in females but the sexual difference was not significant statistically.
2. Stimulated salivary flow rate for five minutes was 7.1ml in males and 4.8
ml in females. ; ‘ ‘
. 8. Salivary viscosity was 1.9 in males “and 1.7 in females but the sexual
diffrence was not significant statistically. o ‘
4. Salivary buffering‘ capacity was 8.5 drops in males and 6.7 drops in femalés
5. It seems the stimulated salivary flow rate and buffering capacity to be the

anti-cariogenic factors in the occurence of permanent tooth caries in Koreans.
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