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Relationship between caries and caries risk factors
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Summary

It has been reported that orthodontic patients with braces have a high risk of caries. We

thus studied which factors are important for caries risk in an orthodontic patient with mal-

occlusion.

The caries risk factors investigated were 1) secretion velocity of saliva, 2) pH level of sa-

liva, 3) viscosity of saliva, 4) streptococcus mutans and 5) lactobacilli.

As a result, relatively high correlations were found in caries risk factors of pH level of sa-

liva and lactobacilli. Digital processing of photographic—slides in the lactobacilli test was

the most effective method of analysis for detecting caries risk factors.
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