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OueHKa ¢niooposa 3y60B y WKOJIbHUKOB
C NOMOLYbI0 KOMMYHanbHoro nigekca (CFl)
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Llenb. OueHka 3HaymmocTu goopo3a 3y6oB 47151 0OLUECTBEHHOro 34paBo0XpaHeHns ¢ nomoLybio nHaekca CFl.
Martepuanbsi n meToasbl. BoinosHeHa oueHka gproopo3a 3yboBy 622 y4eHukoB 12,15 net no metoguke BO3 v paccuntaH
CFl ans yeTblpex HaceneHHbIX MyHKTOB TBepckor obnactn. Pe3dynbTtartbl. CpeaHsis pacrnpoCcTpaHeHHOCTb Giioopo3a
3y60B cocTtaBunia 36,5% npu BapuatMBHOCTU 3HAYEHWV B rpynmnax LWKOJAbHUKOB OT 5,2% no 66,7%. 3HaynmocTb
¢ooposa 3y60B A1 KOMMYHa/IbHOrO 34PaBOOXPAHEHUs BapbupoBasia OT «OTpuuaTesibHoV» [o «cpeaHer» (CFl
0,1-1,2) B HacesieHHbIX MyHKTax 061actu, OT «HE3HaYNTesIbHOM» [0 «cpeaHeri» (CFl 0,7-1,7) B r. TBepu. BeiBoabl. [pu
nnaHupoBaHum Mep rnpogunakTuku ¢Gawooposa 3y6oB y AETCKOro HaceneHus TBepckori obnactna pekoMeH[oBaHO
y4YnTbIBaTh rnokasaresn CFl.
KnioueBsbie cnoBa: ¢11oo0po3 3y6oB, CFl, LUKO/IbHUKMN.
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Abstract
Aim. To assess the significance of dental fluorosis for public health using the CFlindex. Materials and metods. Dental
fluorosis was evaluated in 622 students of 12.15 years old according to the WHO methodology and CFl was calculated
for four settlements of the Tver region. Results. The average prevalence of dental fluorosis was 36.5% with variability
in the values of groups of schoolchildren from 5.2% to 66.7%. The significance of dental fluorosis for public health
ranged from “negative” to “medium” (CFIl 0.1-1.2) in the settlements of the region, from “insignificant” to “medium” (CFl
0.7-1.7) in city Tver. Conclusions. When planning measures to prevent dental fluorosis in children in the Tver region, it
is recommended that CFl indicators be taken into account.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

dnoopo3 3y6oB B nocnenHue roabl NpeBpallaeTcs B
OJHY 13 aKkTyaNbHbIX NPo61EeM CTOMATONOrMM BCNeacTeme
pocTa ero pacnpoCcTpaHEeHHOCT Cpean AeTem n NnogpocT-
KOB Ha BCEX KOHTMHEHTax, B TOM Y1CJie B PErMOHax C ONTu-
MaJsibHbIM U Jaxe MOHMXEHHbIM cogepxaHnem GpTopnuaos
B NUTbeBOM Boae [1,2]. Bo3HnkaeT He06Xx0AMMOCTh Bbipa-
OOTKM KOHCONMMOMPOBAHHBIX OPraHN3aLNOHHbIX PeLleHni
no ero NpoduNakTUKe Ha MHTEPHaLWOHANbHOM, Hauwu-
OHaNbHOM, PErMOHaNIbHOM YPOBHSX, Y4TO BO3MOXHO Mpwu
HaMM4YNM OOBEKTMBHBLIX U COMOCTABUMbIX AaHHbLIX O na-
Tonoruu [3]. NMoao6HbIM Noaxon BO3MOXEH NPU UCMOJb-
30BaHUM OOLLUENPUHATBLIX UHAEKCOB, OAHUM U3 KOTOPbIX
ABNAETCA KOMMYHalbHbI MHOEKC ¢pnoopo3a 3ybos — CIF
[4]. JaHHbIN OLLEHOYHbIA MHCTPYMEHT, PEKOMEHLOBAHHbINM
BO3 [5] C uenbd MOHUTOPUHra 3Ha4YNMOCTK opo3a

Ons cuctem obLecTBEHHOro 34paBoOXpPaHeHNs pasnmy-
HOrO YPOBHS, B POCCUM MPakTUYECKN HE NPUMEHSIETCS.

LLEJIb PABOTbI

MHpekcHas oueHka 3HauMmocTu ¢noopo3a 3y6oB y
LWIKOJIbHUKOB AN 0OLLECTBEHHOIO 34 paBOOXPaHEHMNS pe-
rmoHa.

MATEPUAN U METOAbI

BbinonHeH ocMOTp nonocTtu pta 622 yyawmxcs Teep-
ckoi obnactu B Bo3pacte 12 u 15-TM net no mertoamke
BO3 [6]. B 3aBMCUMMOCTU OT YPOBHSA GTOPUAO0B B MMTHLEBOWA
BOZE MecCTa NpOoXuBaHus Bce o6cnenoBaHHble Gbln yC-
JIOBHO pasfeneHbl Ha Heckonbko rpynn: rpynna 1: 0,1-0,5
mr/n (n. JlecHoe wn JlecHown paiioH, 134 yenoseka); rpyn-
na 2: 0,6-0,8 mr/n (r. Octawkos, 112 yenoBek), rpynna 3:
0,5-1,25 mr/n (r. Topxok, 151 yenosek); rpynna 4: 0,4-4,2
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Mmr/n (r. Teepb, 225 yenoBek). B rpynne Ne 4 6binv Boifene-
Hbl TPM NOArPYNNbl LWKOJLHUKOB (41,42,43), 06y4atoLmxcs
B LUKOMaxX aaMUHNCTPATMBHbLIX PANOHOB ropoaa C pasnuny-
HbIM COepXaHWeM CoefunHeHnin dTopa B CUCTEME BO-
nocHabxeHnss. COOTHOLLEHWNE NULL MYXXCKOIO W XEHCKOro
nona B o6uei Bbibopke cocTaBuno 50,8% n 49,2%.

Kaxablh y4eHuK mnu ero poamtenn npenocTtaBuan
NMMUCbMEHHOE cornacue Ha 06paboTKy NepPCOHasbHbIX AaH-
HbIX M cTOMaToJsiornyeckoe obcnenoBaHve. 3abonesaHne
N OTCYTCTBME MHGDOPMUMPOBAHHOIO COrNACUSA CIYXWUN
OCHOBaHMeM AN UCKJIIOHEHNS LWKONbHMKA U3 nccnenosa-
HUSL.

Ana oueHkn Taxectn ¢nwoopo3a ncnosb3oBanach
knaccnoukauma BO3 [5], ero 3HaummocTu ong ooOule-
CTBEHHOIo 34paBOOXPAHEHUS — KOMMYHaJIbHbIA WUHOEKC
dnoopo3sa 3yboe CFI [4].

MonyyeHHas nHpopmaumsa aHanmampoBanacb C NOMO-
WO CTAaTMCTMHYECKOM nporpaMmmbel SPSS® Statistics 23.0.
Cratn—-ctnyeckas ob6paboTka maTtepuana BbIMOJHANACH
Henapame-Tpu4eckuMmn MeTofamMm, Tak kak pacnpenene-
HME KOJIMYECTBEHHbIX MEPEMEHHbIX OT/INYaN0Cb OT HOP-
ManbHOro. Kputmyeckuii ypoBeHb 3HAYMMOCTWU MPUHU-
mancs 3a 0,05.

WccnepoBaHue yTBEPXOEHO DTUYECKUM KOMUTETOM
Teepckoro MY Munsgpasa Poccun.

PE3YJIbTATbl UCCNTEQOBAHUA

PacnpocTpaHeHHOCTb ¢Gitoopo3a 3y6oB cpean 0CMOo-
TPEHHbIX y4eHMKOB cocTaBuna 36,5%. Yactota ¢pniooposa
Y LLKOJIbHMKOB 06/1aCTV BapbupoBana B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT
YPOBHSA d)TOpI/I,EI,OB B MUTbEBON BOAE HaCeNeHHOro nyHKTa.
Mpu npeobnagaHnmM HU3KOM KOHLEHTpaUMM MUKpPOIse-
MeHTa GNIopPOo3 BCTpeYyancs NuMWb Yy Kaxaoro gsagua-
Toro pebeHka (5,2%), Npy 4AOMUHNPOBAHUN MOBbILLEHHbIX

KOHLLeHTpaunii ¢TopmnaoB B Boge — Bonee, 4YeM y nono-
BUHbI yyawmxcs (66,7%). Mexay 3HayeHnaMn, nosyyeH-
HbiMK B rpynnax (5,2%; 16,1%; 34,4%; 66,7%), BbIIBNEHbI
CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HaYMMble pasnnyms (x2 = 165,350; df = 1;
p = 0,000).

MokasaTenu 4acToTbl NATONOMMM B rpynmnax juL Myx-
ckoro (36,1%) n xeHckoro (36,9%) nona B o6wel Beibop-
ke (x2 = 0,049; df = 1; p = 0,825), a Takxe B 6ONbLUMHCTBE
rpynn (1 rpynna - x?=0,094; df = 1; p =0,759; 2 rpynna - x2
=0,357; df = 1; p = 0,550; 4 rpynna — x> =0,036; df = 1; p
= 0,849) He nmMenn CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMBIX PA3NNUNIA.
®nioopo3 B 06erx BO3PACTHbIX rpynnax LWKOMbHUKOB, Kak
B o6Len (12 net — 36,6%, 15 net — 36,4%) (x* = 0,001; df
=1; p=0,976), Tak n Bcex chopMnUPOBaHHbIX koropTax (1
rpynna - x3=0,151; df = 1; p = 0,698; 2 rpynna — x> = 1,059;
df =1; p=0,303; 3 rpynna - x*=3,313; df = 1; p = 0,069; 4
rpynna — x*> = 0,083; df = 1; p = 0,773) anarHocTMpoBancs
O[AMHAKOBO 4acTo. Mony4yeHHble AaHHble MOCYXUIN Oc-
HOBaHMEM [/ AanbHellero aHanM3a peaynbtaTtoB 6e3
MX rpajauunm no reHaepHbIM U BO3PacTHLIM KPUTEPUSIM.

Jlerkne ¢dopmbl Gnioopo3a (COMHUTENbHbINA, OYEHb
cnabsliii, cnabbiin) npeobnaganu — 29,4% (tadbn. 1). Y 7,1%
[eTei BbISBASNINCH BbipaXXeHHbIe HapyLleHUs LBeTa 3y6oB
n nedekTbl 3yOHbIX TKaHEWN B BUAE NOBLILLEHHOW CTUpae-
MOCTW, AMOK, CKOJIOB (YMEPEHHbIN, TAXeNbIN GNoopos).

PeaynbTaTbl OLEHKM KOMMYHaNbHOrO uMHAekca dnio-
opo3a 3y60B B 06Lel BbIGOPKE W rpynnax LWKOMbHUKOB
npueeneHbl B Tabnuue 2.

CpepHee 3Ha4veHue nHpekca CFl B obuLeli rpynne yye-
HukoB (0,61 6anna), HaxoaaLWeecs Ha BEpPXHEW rpaHu-
ue «noporosoro» yposHsa (0,4 — 0,6 6annos), ¢ NO3NLUN
NIOrVIKM NMO3BOJISIET XapakTepu3oBaTb (Gnoopo3 3y6oB y
LUKOJIbHNKOB TBEPCKOM 06/1aCcTn, Kak «HEe3HaAYUTENbHYIO»
npobnemy.

Tabsanya 1. PacnpocTpaHEeHHOCTb OTAeNbHbIX Gopm dnooposa 3y6oB cpeam o6cnenoBaHHbIX YY4EHUKOB

Table 1. The prevalence of certain forms of dental fluorosis among the examined students

Fpynna CreneHb TAXECTH
1 (n, %) Il (n, %) Il (n, %) IV (n, %) V (n, %)

1 0 6 (4,5) 0 1(07) 0

2 0 10(8,9) 5 (4,5) 3(2,7) 0

3 0 37 (24,5) 13 (8,6) 2(1,3) 0

4 13(5,8) 50 (22,2) 49 (21,8) 36 (16) 2(0,9)
X3 df; p 23,427,3;000 30,994;3;000 49,904;3;000 48,254;3;000 3,540;3;0,316

1-4 13 (2,1) 103 (16,5) 67(10,8) 42 (6,8) 2(0,3)

)(2; df; p — kputepwuii Xu-kBagpar [TupcoHa

Tabnuvua 2. KateropunanbHbie u cpeaHue BennynHbl CFl B rpynnax o6cnenoBaHHbIX LUKOJIbBHUKOB

Table 2. Categorical and average CFl values in the groups of schoolchildren examined

lpynna
CFl
(6annbi) 1(n, en.) 2 (n, en.) 3 (n, ea.) 4 (n, en.) 1—-4(n,en.)
0 127 (0) 94 (0) 99 (0) 75 (0) 395 (0)
0,5 0 0 0 13 (6,5) 13 (6,5)
1,0 6 (6) 10(10) 37 (37) 50 (50) 103 (103)
2,0 0 5(10) 13 (26) 49 (98) 67 (134)
3,0 1(3) 3(9) 2(6) 36 (108) 42 (126)
4,0 0 0 0 2(8) 2(8)
Bcero 134 (9) 112 (29) 151 (69) 225 (270,5) 622 (377,5)
CpepnHee (en.) 0,07 0,26 0,46 1,2 0,61
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CpenHsasa BennymHa nHaekca B rpynne TBep-
ckmx ydeHukoB (CFl-1,2) cBupeTenbCTBYyeT O
3Ha4YMMocTu Gnoopo3a 3yOoB AN CTOMAaTo-
norn4eckon cnyxobl ob6nacTtHoro ueHTtpa. [e-
TaNbHbI @HANM3 nokasaTenen BbiIBMA Kone-
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Tabnvua 3. KateropuanbHbie U CpeaHNe BeINYUHbI

CFIl B rpynnax TBepPCKUX LUKOJIbBHUKOB

Table 3. Categorical and average values of CFI

in groups of Tver schoolchildren

6aHua BenuumHbl CFl B noarpynnax TBEPCKUX CFI (6annbi) Moarpynnbi

LLKOJSILHUKOB (Tabn. 3), 4To 06YCNOBNEHO Bapu- 41 (n, ea.) 42 (n, en.) 43 (n,epn.) |41-43(n,en.)

a6enbHOCTLIO KOHLUEHTpauun GTopnaos B Nu- 0 19(0) 32(0) 24 (0) 75(0)

TbeBOW BoAe 061acTHOro LeHTpa [6]. 05 1(05) 8(4) 42 13(6.5)
B BbIGOpPKE YYEHMKOB U3 aAMUHUCTPATMB-

HOrO palioHa C HaVBbICLLIUM YPOBHEM BTOPU- 1,0 18 (18) 17(17) 15 (15) 50 (50)

noB B BOoAE (00 4,3 Mr/n) KOMMYHabHbIA UH- 2,0 27 (54) 14 (28) 8 (16) 49 (98)

nekc onoopos3a 6bi1 camMbiM BbiICOKUM — 1,73 3,0 28 (84) 3(9) 5 (15) 36 (108)

(cpeaoHaa 3HadymMmocTb). [Mpu KOHUEHTpauuu

dTOp-1oHa po 2,5 mr/n CFl coctaBun 0,86 40 2(8) 0 0 2(8)

(He3HauYUTENbHLIA YPOBEHb NPO6nemsl), T.e. Beero 95 (164,5) 74 (54) 96 (48) 225 (270,5)

Obin B ABa pasa MeHbLUE, YeM B NEPBOM CIY- | Cpegee (ex.) 1,73 0,73 0,86 1,2

Hae.

OBCY)XOEHME

AHanna nosy4yeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToOB nokasas, 4To Ans
OpraHn3aTopoB cTOMaTtofiormyecknx cnyxo6 n. JlecHo-
ro n JlecHoro pariona (CFI-0,1), r. OcTtawkosa (CFI-0,3)
GNoopo3HbIe NopaxeHus 3y6oB y AeTel U NoApOCTKOB
He BXOOST B YNCNIO MPUOPMUTETHBLIX CTOMATOJIOrMYECKNX
npo6nem. ®nioopo3 y yueHnkos I. Topxka (CFI-0,5) oue-
HUBAETCH, KakK «MOrpaHuYHbI» YPOBEHb, 4TO TPeOyeT ero
KOHTPONS, BbIPabOTKN Mep NPOodUIaKTUKN N NeveHus.

B oTnuume oT onucaTenbHOro noaxona, KOMMyHasb-
Hblli nHOekc dnoposa 3ydos (CFl) no3sonseT 6bICTPO U
0OBEKTMBHO OLLEHNTH BEC NATONOMMN B CTPYKTYPE CTOMa-
TONOrn4yeckor 3a6oneBaeMoCcTn HaceneHus, onpenennTb
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JndodoHmusa
— T

3HAYUMOCTb GIoopo3a A CTOMATONIONMYECKUX CryX0
pernoHa, KOHKPETHOro HaCcesIeHHOro NyHKTa.

B npenenax TBepckoii o6nactn pacnpoCcTPaHEeHHOCTb
dnoopo3a 3ybOB y AeTei 1 NoAPOCTKOB BapbMpyeT B LUIN-
poknx npepenax ¢ gudpdepeHunaumen ero 3Ha4MMoCTu
ANA KOMMYHaNbHOro 31paBOOXPaHeHns OT «0TpuLaTesb-
HOW» 00 «CpeagHen», B npeaenax r. TBepn — OT «<He3Ha4n-
TesbHOWM» 0 «CpenHemn».

3AKJIIOMEHUE

Mpun pa3paboTke U MOHUTOPUHIE Mep npeaynpexae-
HWUS 1 NeYeHNss CTOMAaTONIOrMYeckmx 3aboneBaHunin y getemn
M NOAPOCTKOB pPervoHa HeobxoAuMO y4uTbIBaTb Nnokasa-
TenM KOMMYHaJIbHOTro nHaekca ¢gnooposa 3y6oB..
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