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AKTyanbHicTh Temu. [IpoGiiema kapiecy 3y0iB, HE3BaKalO4UM Ha 3HAYHY KIJIBKICTh
Cy4YaCHHUX JIKYBaJbHO-TPOMUIAKTUYHUX KOMILUIEKCIB, 3aJIUIIAETHCS aKTYaJIbHOIO, PO
10 CB1IYaTh BUCOKI MOKA3HUKHU 1HTEHCUBHOCTI Ta PO3IMOBCIOHKEHOCTI Kapiecy cepen
Mosiofi. OpHak He 3Bakaloyud Ha 1€, 3HAYHA YacTHHA CTYJCHTIB HE MPUILIIE
JOCTATHBOI YBaru rirteHIYHOMY CTaHy POTOBOI MMOPOKHUHHU.

Meta po6oTu. BusHauWTH TOMMPEHICT, Ta IHTEHCHUBHICTH Kapio3HOTO IMPOIIECY,
MPOBECTH TIOPIBHSUIBHY XapaKTEPUCTHUKY CTaHy Tirl€HW POTOBOI IMOPOKHUHU Ta
CaHITApHO-TIT1EHIYHOI OCBIYEHOCTI cepefl cTyeHTiB YxkHY.

Marepianau Ta MeTOAU AOCJIiIKEHHS.

VY nepion 3 xoBTHs 2016 mo motoro 2017 poky Ha 6a3i Kageapu TepaneBTUUHOL
CTOMATOJIOT1i cToMaTojoriyHoro Qgakynbrery Y:xHY Oyno mpoBeneHo 0OCTEKEHHS
CTYJICHTIB, >KUTENIB 3aKapmaTChKoi 00JacTi, M0 HABYAIOTHCA B YIXKIOPOJACHKOMY
HalllOHAJIBHOMY YHiBepcUTETI BIKOM Bia 19 1o 22 pokiB. CtaH TBepauX TKaHUH 3yOiB
BUBYAM 3a Jomomororo iHmekcy iHTeHcuBHOCTI (KIIB), piBeHp ririeHu
po3paxoByBanu 3a iHaekcom DemgopoBa-Bomonkinoi (1961 p.), piBeHb caHITapHO-
FIri€HIYHOT OCBITH BU3HAYaAIM 3a JIONMOMOTOI aHKeTyBaHHSA. CTaTUCTUYHY O0OpOOKY
PE3yNbTATIB JOCIIKEHD 3/IIHCHIOBATHN 32 JOTIOMOTOI0 3araJIbHONPUHHSATHX METO/IIB

BapiaIlifHOI CTaTUCTHUKHU.



Pe3yabTaTn gociaigxeHHs Ta iX 00roBopeHHs:

Bci obcTexxyBaHi cTyeHTH OyiM MOJIEHI HA JIBl TPYIU: MEPILy TPYMy CTaHOBWIU
40 cryneHTIB cToMaToJIoriyHOTO (akynbTeTy, apyry — 40 CTyaeHTIB I1HIIHUX
dakynsTeTiB YxHY. [Tomupenicts kapiecy cepen 000X rpyn cranoBuia 97,2%, 1o
BIJIMOBIA€ Jy»e€ BHCOKOMY piBHIO. IHTeHCHBHICTh ypakeHHs1 KIIB OyB cxoxum i
JOpIBHIOBAaB B cepeaHbomy 16,6. Oqnak kommoHeHT «K» (kapiec) B mepuriii rpymi
ctaHoBuB 32,5%, a B ApyTii BiAMOBIAaB MOKa3HUKY 56,6%. (Tab. 1).

Ta6. 1. Po3noain komnonenTiB iHAekcy KIIB

InTencuBHicTh  Kapiecy | CTyaeHTH cromaToJioriyHoro | CtyaeHTH

(KIIB) bakynbTeTy 1HIIMX (PaKyJIbTETIB
K (kapio3nuii 3y0) 32,5% 56,6%

[T (momOoBaHuit 3y0) 58,7% 33,3%

B (Bumanenwuii 3y0) 8,8% 10,1%

Inaexc ririenu 3a @egopoBUM-BosoikiHOIO, Y TPYIU CTYJEHTIB CTOMATOJIOTIYHOTO
dakynpTeTy BapitoBaBca Big 1,3 10 3,4 1 B cepenHboMy JopiBHIOBaB 1,72, mio
BIJINOBIJIaB 33JI0BUIBHOMY piBHIO TirieHd. JloOpuil piBeHb TITi€HW CHOCTEpIraBcs y
65,6% crynenTiB, 23,3% manu 3aJI0BUIBHUI PiBEHB, a HE3aJOBUILHUN BiAMIYaBCS y
11,1% crynentiB. Cepea rpynu CTyIAeHTIB 3 1HIUX (akynbTeTiB YxKHY i1HIekc
ririecan  @enopoBa-BonoakiHoi cranoBuB B Mexax 1,2-4.8 1 B cepemHbOMY
nopiBHioBaB 3,26. JloOpwuii piBeHb TirieHu cnocrepiraBcsa y 24,5% crynenris, 43,3%
MaJIM 3aJI0BUIbHUIA PiBEHb, a HE3aJOBUIbHHH cTaHOBUB 32,2% cTyneHTiB. (Tad. 2).
3 pe3ynbTaTiB aHKETyBaHHS OyJi0 3p00JI€HO BUCHOBOK PO PI3HUM PiBEHB TiT1€HIYHOT
OCBIYEHOCTI cepesl CTYACHTIB.

Tab6.2 Ingexc ririean @egoposa-BomoakiHoi mo rpynax

CraH ririenu Cryaentun crtomarosorigyHoro | CTyneHTH 1HIMX (aKyJIbTeTiB
bakynbTeTy YxHY

Jlo6puii 65,6% 24,5%

3a10BUILHUN 23,3% 43,3%

He3anosuibHui 11,1% 32,2%




BucHoBok: 3rigHOo 3 pe3ylnbTaTaMu OOCTEXEHHS, MOKHA 3pOOMTH BHUCHOBKH, IO
CTYACHTH CTOMATOJOTIYHOTO (DaKyJIbTETy MalOTh Ha MOPSAIOK KpaIIuii piBEHb Tiri€HU
Ha BIJIMIHY BiJI TIOraHOTO PIBHS TPYIU CTYACHTIB IHIIUX (akyabTeTiB. [Ipu mpomy
CTYJIEHTH CTOMATOJIOTIYHOTO (haKyJdbTETy PETYJISPHO BiABIAYIOTH CTOMATOJIOTA,
YUCTATH 3yOU JBa pa3u Ha JIEHb, BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh JOMOMIDKHI 3aCO0M JJisi JOTIISIAY
3a POTOBOIO MOPOKHUHOIO 1 MalOTh 3HAYHO MEHINY KIUJIBKICTh Kapio3HUX 3YOIB, IO
CBITYUTH TIPO BHUCOKY OOI3HAHICTH MO0 BUHUKHEHHS Ta YMOB PO3BUTKY Kapiecy,
OCKIJTbKM JIaHI TE€MH BXOJSATh Yy TMporpaMy BHBYEHHS Kypcy TepaneBTUYHOI
CTOMATOJIOT1i, Ha BIAMIHY BiJ IHIIOI TPYIH, SIKI MAlOTh BITHOCHO HHU3BKHUN PIBEHBb
TITiEHH POTOBOI MOPOKHUHH, 3[1ACHIOIOTH TITIE€HY MOPOKHUHHM POTa OAUH pa3 Ha
JI€Hb, 3MIHIOIOTH 3yOHY IIITKY B CEPEIHbOMY OJMH pa3 B WIICTh MICAIIB, PIAKO
KOPHUCTYIOTBCSL TIOCIIyTaMH CTOMATOJIOra Ta MalTh HEJOCTAaTHIM pIBEHb CaHITAPHO-
ririeHiyHoi  ocBiyeHocTi. CTyneHTH JApyroi Tpynd MOTHUBYIOTH CBil  CTaH
HEJIOCTaTHHOIO O013HAHICTIO MPO MPUYNHU BUHUKHEHHS Kaplecy, TIr€HIYHI 3aCO0U Ta
METOAM JUIs JOTPUMAHHS TiTi€HH TOPOKHWUHH POTa Ta HEJOCTAaTHHOIO CaHITapHO-
MIPOCBITHHUIILKOIO POOOTOI0 cepel MOJIOAI, IO TOBOPUTh IIPO HEOOXITHICTH
CTBOPEHHSI METOAMYHHMX PEKOMEHJAIIN 1 MPOBEIEHHS CaHITapHO-IPOCBITHUIBKOI
po0OOTH cepell CTYASHTCHKOT MOJIO/II.

Summary. According to the survey, we can conclude that students of dental faculty
have better level of hygiene in opposite to the poor level of students of other
faculties. Students of dental faculty regularly visit the dentist, brush their teeth twice
a day and have significantly fewer carious teeth. Second group have a relatively low
level of oral hygiene which is carried out once a day, rarely use the services of a
dentist and have insufficient sanitary hygiene education. Students of the second group
motivated their condition by insufficient awareness about the causes of tooth decay,
methods of oral hygiene and inadequate sanitary educational work among young
people, which indicates the necessity of guidelines and conducting health education

work among students.



