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Abstract 46 

Previous studies have reported the association between multiple genetic variants in 47 

enamel formation-related genes and the risk of dental caries with inconsistent results. We 48 

performed a systematic literature search of the PubMed, Cochrane Library, HuGE and 49 

Google Scholar databases for studies published before March 21, 2020 and conducted 50 

meta-, gene-based and gene-cluster analysis on the association between genetic variants 51 

in enamel- formation-related genes and the risk of dental caries. Our systematic literature 52 

search identified 21 relevant publications including a total of 24 studies for analysis. The 53 

genetic variant rs17878486 in AMELX was significantly associated with dental caries risk 54 

(OR=1.40, 95% CI: 1.02-1.93, P=0.037). We found no significant association between 55 

the risk of dental caries with rs12640848 in ENAM (OR=1.15, 95% CI: 0.88-1.52, 56 

P=0.310), rs1784418 in MMP20 (OR=1.07, 95% CI: 0.76-1.49, P=0.702) and rs3796704 57 

in ENAM (OR=1.06, 95% CI: 0.96-1.17, P=0.228). Gene-based analysis indicated that 58 

multiple genetic variants in AMELX showed joint association with the risk of dental 59 

caries (6 variants; P<10-5), so did genetic variants in MMP13 (3 variants; P=0.004), 60 

MMP2 (3 variants; P<10-5), MMP20 (2 variants; P<10-5) and MMP3 (2 variants; P<10-5). 61 

The gene-cluster analysis indicated a significant association between the genetic variants 62 

in this enamel-formation gene cluster and the risk of dental caries (P<10-5). The present 63 

meta-analysis revealed that genetic variant rs17878486 in AMELX were associated with 64 

dental caries, and multiple genetic variants in enamel-formation-related genes jointly 65 

contribute to the risk of dental caries, supporting the role of genetic variants in the 66 

enamel-formation genes in the etiology of dental caries.   67 
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Introduction 69 

Dental caries is one of the most common oral diseases, with an age-standardized global 70 

prevalence of untreated dentine carious lesions being around 9% in the primary dentition 71 

and around 35% in the permanent dentition during the last three decades1. Dental caries is 72 

a major public health concern, leading to tooth pain or loss and many other concomitants 73 

such as trouble in learning, eating or sleeping2. Dental caries remains to be very common 74 

despite the adoption of various preventive measures.  75 

Dental caries results from continued localized demineralization of the dental enamel and 76 

dentine. It is a chronic disease with a multi-factorial etiology, involving the complex 77 

interactions between genetic, environmental and behavioral factors such as fluoride 78 

exposure, diet and oral hygiene3-5. Although previous studies have been successful in 79 

revealing the factors associated with the risk of dental caries6-8, more studies are needed 80 

to validate these findings, identify additional factors, and elucidate their exact roles in the 81 

etiology of dental caries.   82 

The quality and quantity of enamel plays a direct role in the susceptibility to dental caries. 83 

Enamel formation related genes, such as AMBN, AMELX, TUFT1, KLK4 and ENAM, 84 

represent a cluster of genes that are involved in the pathway of odontogenesis of dentin-85 

containing teeth3, 9. Previous studies examined the association of genetic variants in this 86 

gene cluster with dental caries susceptibility, with inconsistent results10-12. Therefore, we 87 

performed this meta-analysis to examine the association between multiple genetic 88 

variants in this gene cluster and the risk of dental caries. Considering that the effect of 89 

individual genetic variant may be small, we also performed a gene-based and gene-90 
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cluster analysis to explore the joint association of multiple genetic variants in this gene 91 

cluster with the risk of dental caries. 92 

Materials and Methods 93 

Ethical approval and informed consent statements are not required due to the systematic 94 

review and meta-analytic nature of this study. 95 

Eligibility Criteria 96 

We adopted the following inclusion criteria to determine study eligibility: 1) studies on 97 

human subjects; 2) the studies has case and control group, with the case group including 98 

subjects who had caries or high caries and the control group being care-free or having 99 

low/very low caries; and 3) the studies reported data on genetic variants in enamel 100 

formation genes for subjects  in both the case group and the control group. We chose the 101 

studies with a larger sample size if multiple studies used overlapping data. 102 

Two authors (XL and JY) performed an extensive literature search of the PubMed, 103 

Cochrane Library, HuGE and Google Scholar databases for studies published before 104 

March 21, 2020. The keywords used in the literature search are provided in the online 105 

supplementary file.  106 

We retrieved all potentially relevant publications to evaluate study eligibility. We 107 

manually searched the references in all identified studies for research that might have 108 

been missed during the literature search. We also relied on Google Scholar’s ‘cited by’ 109 

tool to search for potential publications that cited the studies identified in the literature 110 

search. The two authors performed the literature search independently. The search was 111 
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limited to studies published in English. Any disagreement was resolved by group 112 

discussion (XL, SY and JY).  113 

Data Extraction 114 

Two authors (DL and JY) independently extracted the following data from the eligible 115 

studies according to a pre-specified protocol for data extraction: name of the first author, 116 

year of publication, characteristics of the study participants, including sample size, mean 117 

age, distribution of gender, race/country of origin of the participants, screening method 118 

for dental caries, and genotype data for participants in the case and the control group. 119 

Any discrepancies were resolved in a group meeting. The quality of the included studies 120 

was assessed by two authors (DL and JY) independently using the Newcastle–Ottawa 121 

Scale (NOS)13. Extracted data were entered into a computerised spreadsheet for analysis. 122 

Data Analysis 123 

We used odds ratios (ORs) as a measure of the association between genetic variants in 124 

enamel-formation genes and the risk of dental caries. In all the meta-analyses, we used 125 

random-effects models to calculate the ORs and the corresponding 95% confidence 126 

intervals (CIs). The analyses were performed using different genetic models, including 127 

additive, allelic, dominant, recessive and co-dominant genetic models. Between-study 128 

heterogeneity was assessed using I2, and publication bias was visually checked by a 129 

contour-enhanced funnel plot and evaluated by Egger’s test. We performed meta-analysis 130 

for a single genetic variant when there were data from multiple studies for that genetic 131 

variant. However, we only reported meta-analysis results for genetic variants that had 132 

data from at least four studies. Meta-analysis results for genetic variants that had data 133 
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from less than four studies were used only in the gene-based and gene-cluster analysis as 134 

described in detail below. 135 

Gene-based and Gene-cluster Analysis 136 

We conducted gene-based analyses to assess the overall association of multiple genetic 137 

variants in each enamel-formation gene with the risk of dental caries risk. We followed 138 

the methods in Dr. Li et al. 202014. Specifically, we used the P-values of all genetic 139 

variants within that gene obtained from our meta-analyses or from published literature 140 

when no meta-analysis could be done. Four different P-value combination methods were 141 

utilized—the Fisher’s method15, the Simes method16, the modified inverse normal 142 

method17 and the modified truncated product method (TPM)18, 19. For the modified TPM, 143 

we calculated unweighted and weighted TPM, where the former did not consider the 144 

difference in sample sizes whereas the latter employs the sample sizes as its weight, 145 

thereby allowing studies with larger sample sizes to play a larger role in the calculation18. 146 

A detailed description of the four methods has been given elsewhere19. To estimate the P-147 

value for the modified TPM, we ran 100,000 simulations to account for the correlation 148 

between the P-values. Gene-cluster analysis followed a similar approach as gene-based 149 

analyses. 150 

Sensitivity/Additional Analysis 151 

We examined the association by including only the studies in which the genetic data in 152 

the control group satisfied Hardy–Weinberg equilibrium (HWE). We also repeated the 153 

meta-analyses by excluding studies of low quality (NOS < six stars). And finally, we 154 
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examined the association through meta-analysis by including only the studies that used 155 

data from children. 156 

All statistical analyses were performed using R (https://www.r-project.org). A P-value 157 

<0.05 was considered statistically significant. This study was reported according to the 158 

PRISMA guidelines20.  159 

Results 160 

Study Selection and Characteristics 161 

Figure 1 shows the selection of eligible studies included in our meta-analyses. We 162 

identified 132 potential publications through our initial search. After screening the 163 

abstracts, 95 publications were excluded because they were not about human subjects, 164 

were not in English, were reviews/meta-analysis or were irrelevant. This left 37 studies 165 

that were retrieved for more detailed evaluation. We excluded an additional 16 studies 166 

because they were reviews or meta-analyses, the outcomes did not include dental caries. 167 

or because there were insufficient data. This resulted in 21 publications including a total 168 

of 24 studies that met the eligibility criteria and were included in our analyses5, 10-12, 21-38. 169 

In summary, the meta-analyses of rs12640848 in ENAM included seven studies with a 170 

total of 1,256 subjects in the case group and 710 subjects in the control group12, 25, 27, 33, 34, 
171 

37; the meta-analyses of rs1784418 in MMP20 included five studies with a total of 699 172 

subjects in the case group and 817 subjects in the control group10, 24, 26, 30, 36; the meta-173 

analyses of rs17878486 in AMELX included four studies with a total of 249 subjects in 174 

the case group and 193 subjects in the control group10, 12, 22, 25; and the meta-analyses of 175 

rs3796704 in ENAM included four studies with a total of 574 subjects in the case group 176 
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and 533 subjects in the control group12, 25, 32, 34. Data for other genetic variants came from 177 

fewer studies.  178 

All included publications were published since 2008, with a sample size ranging from 71 179 

to 1,005. The basic characteristics of the included studies are presented in Table 1. The 180 

majority of the included studies were of good quality, except four studies which had NOS 181 

scores of 4 or 55, 22, 37, 38.   182 

Assessment of Publication Bias 183 

We did not find evidence of a significant publication bias for the meta-analysis of 184 

rs12640848 in ENAM (P=0.053), rs1784418 in MMP20 (P=0.238), rs17878486 in 185 

AMELX (P=0.521) and rs3796704 in ENAM (P=0.194; Figure 2). Assessment of 186 

publication bias for the meta-analysis of other genetic variants is not very meaningful due 187 

to the limited number of studies included in the corresponding meta-analysis.  188 

Association with the Risk of Dental Caries 189 

For simplicity, we mainly reported results assuming an additive model for the meta-190 

analyses. Complete results for meta-analyses and association analyses of individual 191 

genetic variant assuming different genetic models were presented in Supplementary 192 

Table 1-5. The genetic variant rs17878486 in AMELX was significantly associated with 193 

dental caries risk (OR=1.40, 95% CI: 1.02-1.93, P=0.037; Table 2). We found that 194 

rs12640848 in ENAM, the genetic variant that has largest number of studies in our meta-195 

analysis, was not significantly associated with the risk of dental caries (OR=1.15, 95% CI: 196 

0.88-1.52, P=0.310). Meta-analysis also revealed no significant association of rs1784418 197 

(OR=1.07, 95% CI: 0.76-1.49, P=0.702) in MMP20 and rs3796704 (OR=1.06, 95% CI: 198 

0.96-1.17, P=0.228) in ENAM with the risk of dental caries. There was significant 199 
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heterogeneity in the all the meta-analyses except the meta-analysis of rs3796704 200 

(P=0.091; Figure 3).  We did not find significant association of the four genetic variants 201 

with the risk of dental caries assuming other genetic models (Supplementary Table 2-5). 202 

Meta-analyses of other genetic variants that included fewer studies revealed no 203 

significant association with the risk of dental caries. However, multiple genetic variants 204 

in ENAM, TUFT1, MMP2, MMP3, MMP8, MMP13, MMP20 and AMELX showed 205 

significant association with the risk of dental caries in individual studies 206 

(Supplementary Table 1). 207 

 208 

Gene-based and Gene-cluster Analysis 209 

Gene-based analysis results are presented in Table 3. We found that multiple genetic 210 

variants in AMELX showed joint association with the risk of dental caries (6 variants; all 211 

Ps<2×10-4), so did genetic variants in MMP13 (3 variants; all Ps≤0.01), MMP2 (3 212 

variants; all Ps<10-5), MMP20 (2 variants; all Ps<10-5) and MMP3 (2 variants; all Ps<10-
213 

5). The gene-cluster analysis indicated a significant association between the genetic 214 

variants in this enamel-formation cluster and the risk of dental caries (all Ps<10-5; Table 215 

4). 216 

The x-axis is the odds ratio, and the y-axis is the standard error of the estimated effect on the risk 217 

of dental caries. The vertical line in the figure represents the overall estimated odds ratio. The two 218 

diagonal lines represent the pseudo 95% confidence limits of the effect estimate.  219 

Levels of statistical significance of the individual studies are indicated by the shaded regions: the 220 

white region corresponds to p-values greater than .05, the dark blue-shaded region corresponds to 221 
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P-values between .025 and .05, the blue-shaded region corresponds to P-values between .01 222 

and .025, and the light blue-shaded region corresponds to P-values below .01. 223 

A) Funnel plot for meta-analysis of rs12640848; B) Funnel plot for meta-analysis of rs1784418; 224 

C) Funnel plot for meta-analysis of rs17878486; and D) Funnel plot for meta-analysis of 225 

rs3796704 226 

Sensitivity Analysis 227 

The association of rs17878486 in AMELX remained to be significant when we excluded 228 

studies in which genetic data in the control group violated HWE (OR=1.59, 95% CI: 229 

1.15-2.20, P=0.006; Supplementary Table 6). The association disappeared after 230 

excluding studies of low quality and after excluding studies that used adult data 231 

(Supplementary Table 7-8). It should be noted that the total sample sizes for these 232 

sensitivity analyses were very limited. We did not find a significant association of the 233 

other three genetic variants with the risk of dental caries in all the sensitivity analyses 234 

(Supplementary Table 6-8).   235 

 236 

Discussions 237 

In this manuscript, we performed a systematic literature search and conducted meta-, 238 

gene-based and gene-cluster analysis to examine the association of multiple genetic 239 

variants in the enamel formation genes with the risk of dental caries. We found that 240 

rs17878486 in AMELX was significantly associated with the risk of dental caries, but no 241 

significant association of other genetic variants in the meta-analyses including at least 242 

four studies. However, gene-based analysis and gene-cluster analysis indicated that 243 

genetic variants in enamel-formation-related genes were jointly associated with the risk 244 

of dental caries. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first meta-analysis on some of 245 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044


12 
 

the genetic variants in the enamel-formation genes, and the first gene-based and gene-246 

cluster analysis on the joint association of genetic variants in this gene cluster with the 247 

risk of dental caries. 248 

AMELX is a gene located in both the X and Y chromosomes39 and encodes a set of 249 

isoforms of amelogenin, a major structural protein of the enamel organic matrix protein. 250 

Previous research using genetically engineered mice indicated AMELX was crucial for 251 

proper enamel formation40. Our meta-analysis of four studies including a total of 249 252 

subjects with caries and 193 subjects without caries indicated that the genetic variant 253 

rs17878486 in AMELX was significantly associated with the risk of dental caries 254 

assuming an additive model; however, it showed no significant association under other 255 

genetic models (Supplementary Table 2-5). Moreover, no other genetic variants showed 256 

significant association except rs5933871 (Supplementary Table 1). Given the important 257 

role of AMELX in amelogenesis, future research is greatly needed to validate the 258 

relationship of the reported genetic variants and explore other genetic variants in this 259 

gene that may be associated with the risk of dental caries.   260 

The gene ENAM is located on chromosome 4q 13.3 and has 10 exons. It encodes 261 

enamelin protein which is critical for the formation and elongation of enamel 262 

crystallites41. Meta-analysis for the genetic variant rs12640848 in ENAM has the largest 263 

number of included studies. Previous research suggested that this polymorphism was 264 

associated with the risk of dental caries42, 43. In our meta-analysis assuming an additive 265 

model, of the six publications including a total of seven studies, only one study including 266 

541 caries-affected children and 177 caries-free children aged 13-15 years old in Czech 267 

indicated a significant positive association of the G allele with an increased risk of dental 268 
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caries (OR=2.38, 95% CI: 2.12-2.67, P<0.0001)33. However, we did notice that several 269 

included studies indicated a significant association of this variant under other genetic 270 

models27, 34, although the overall meta-analysis results were still not significant (data not 271 

shown). Most of the other studied genetic variants in this gene were not associated with 272 

the risk of dental caries except one SNP rs3806804 which showed marginal association 273 

(OR=0.80, 95% CI: 0.65-1.00; P=0.049; Supplementary Table 1). More studies are 274 

needed to elucidate the role of rs12640848 and other genetic variants in ENAM in the 275 

formation of dental caries.  276 

Matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs) refer to a large family of zinc-dependent 277 

endoproteinases which are fundamental in tooth formation and mineralization of dental 278 

tissue44. More than 25 vertebrate MMPs have been identified, and 24 of them are present 279 

in humans45. Genetic variants in many of the MMP genes, such as MMP2, MMP3, 280 

MMP13 and MMP20, have been reported to be associated with the risk of dental caries23, 
281 

24, 28. Meta-analysis of rs1784418 in MMP20 including a total of five studies showed no 282 

significant association of this genetic variant with the risk of dental caries (Table 1). 283 

However, many other genetic variants in this gene cluster were significantly associated 284 

with the risk of dental caries (Supplementary Table 1). These results should be 285 

interpreted with caution because they were based on data from single studies with limited 286 

sample sizes. Gene-based analysis indicated that genetic variants within MMP2, MMP3, 287 

MMP8, MMP13 and MMP20 jointly associated with the risk of dental caries, further 288 

supporting the involvement of genetic variants in these genes in influencing the risk of 289 

dental caries. Future studies are warranted to reveal the function of these genetic variants 290 

in the etiology of dental caries.  291 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044


14 
 

We observed significant heterogeneities in all of the meta-analyses except the meta-292 

analysis for rs3796704 in ENAM (P=0.091; Table 2). The heterogeneity disappeared in 293 

some sensitivity analyses by removing the studies that violated HWE in the control group, 294 

the studies of low quality and the studies that used adult data, indicating that HWE, study 295 

quality which included several items such as selection of the study subjects, and age of 296 

study participants might be potential sources of heterogeneity. However, because of the 297 

limited availability of data from each individual study, the exact source of the 298 

heterogeneity could not track, and meta-regression is also not feasible and/or meaningful, 299 

again due to the limited number of studies.  300 

For the gene-based and gene-cluster analyses, we adopted the same approach as in our 301 

previous work which revealed that, despite weak evidence of individual genetic variants 302 

in actotransferrin (LTF), multiple genetic variants in LTF showed joint contribution to the 303 

risk of dental caries14. Both of our studies indicated that although the effect of a single 304 

genetic variant may be small or insignificant, with proper methods we could still capture 305 

the joint contribution of multiple genetic variants. However, our previous study was 306 

limited to the exploration of genetic variants within a single gene, whereas in the present 307 

study, we examined multiple genetic variants in multiple genes. As a result, we were able 308 

to examine a larger number of genetic variants from a larger number of publications, and 309 

findings from our gene-based and gene-cluster analysis represented the joint effects from 310 

a larger of genetic variants. 311 

Our study has some limitations. Despite efforts in the systematic literature search, the 312 

sample sizes for many meta-analyses were limited. As a result, our findings need to be 313 

validated by future studies with larger sample sizes. The association of the risk of dental 314 
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caries with many genetic variants was based on individual studies, which may be subject 315 

to biases due to a number of factors such as small sample size and the genetic background 316 

of the study participants. The exact relationship of these genetic variants with the risk of 317 

dental caries warrant further research. We did not perform analysis by type of dentition 318 

because of limited information and limited number of studies. Finally, due to a lack of 319 

data for individual subjects, out meta-analyses did not control for important factors that 320 

may affect the risk of dental caries. The estimated effect of the reported genetic variants 321 

on the risk of dental caries could be greatly confounded by such factors, a limitation of 322 

any meta-analysis that uses unadjusted analysis. Future research on the relationship 323 

between enamel-formation-related genes and the risk of dental caries should take into 324 

account the important confounding factors.  325 

 326 

Conclusions 327 

The present meta-analysis revealed that genetic variant rs17878486 in AMELX was 328 

associated with dental caries, and multiple genetic variants in enamel-formation-related 329 

genes jointly contribute to the risk of dental caries. Future studies with large sample sizes 330 

that control for important confounding factors, such as diet, microbial and host 331 

characteristics, are needed to validate our findings and to explore additional genetic loci 332 

in this gene cluster that might also affect the risk of dental caries.  333 

 334 

Data Availability 335 

No additional data are available. 336 
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Supplementary Table 6-8 provided results for sensitivity/subgroup analysis in meta-analyzing 351 

four genetic variants in the enamel-formation genes in association with the risk of dental caries.  352 

 353 
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Figure legends 471 

Figure 1. Flow diagram of the process of selecting studies included in the meta-analyses. 472 

Note: Please see the Methods section for additional details. 473 

 474 

Figure 2. Contour-enhanced funnel plots for meta-analyses of the association with dental caries 475 

assuming an additive model. 476 

 477 

Figure 3. Forest plots for meta-analysis of the association with dental caries assuming an additive 478 

model. 479 

Each study is represented by a square whose area is proportional to the weight of the study. The 480 

overall effect from meta-analysis is represented by a diamond whose width represents the 95% CI 481 

for the estimated OR.  482 

A) Forest plot for meta-analysis of rs12640848; B) Forest plot for meta-analysis of rs1784418; C) 483 

Forest plot for meta-analysis of rs17878486; and D) Forest plot for meta-analysis of rs3796704 484 

OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval. 485 
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 486 

Table 1. Basic characteristics of all the studies included in the analyses. 487 

Study Year of 
publication 

Country/origin Ethnicity Cases Control Diagnosis of dental 
caries 

NOS 

 n Age Male 
(%) 

n Age Male 
(%) 

  

Ouryouji et al., 
2008 2008 India Asian 80 5.4±0.92 63.8% 67 4.8±1.2 43.3% dmft 6 

Kang et al., 2011 2011 Korea Asian 87 23.2±7.8 73.4% 33 21.3±7.8 69.7% DMFT 5 
Olszowski et al., 
2012 -a 2012 Poland European 37 5 51.4% 34 5 47.1% DMFT/dmft 7 
Olszowski et al., 
2012 -b 2012 Poland European 58 13 31.0% 50 13 42.0% DMFT/dmft 7 
Tannure et al., 
2012 -a 2012 Brazil Mixed 293 8.83±2.95 51.9% 212 9.40±3.39 54.7% DMFT/dmft 8 
Tannure et al., 
2012 -b 2012 Brazil Mixed 227 8.73±0.17 50.2% 161 9.45±0.22 54.7% DMFT/dmft 8 

Ergöz et al., 2013 2013 Turkey European 100 8.65±1.94 50% 100 8.65±1.94 50% 
DMFT/DMFS, 

dfmt/dmfs 8 
Jeremias et al., 
2013# 2013 Brazil Mixed - - - - - - DMFT/dmft 8 

Yildiz et al., 2015 2015 Turkey Mixed 77 20-60 - 77 20-60 - DMFT 6 
Antunes et al., 
2016 2016 Brazil Mixed 245 4.38±1.18 53% 541 3.09±1.49 53% dmft 9 
Gerreth et al., 
2016 2016 Poland European 48 

20-42 
months 47.9% 48 

20-42 
months 50.0% * 6 

Karayasheva et 
al., 2016 2016 Bulgaria European 82 20-32 - 20 20-32 - DMFT 6 
Cavallari et al., 
2017 2017 Brazil Mixed 100 18.43 51.3% 100 18.52 48.7% ICDAS 7 
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Filho et al., 2017 2017 Brazil Mixed 103 4-7 49.5% 81 4-7 46.9% dmft 6 
Gerreth et al., 
2017 2017 Poland European 48 

20-42 
months 47.9% 48 

20-42 
months 50.0% * 6 

Wang et al., 2017 2017 China Asian 505 41.7±7.0 52.7% 500 43.7±4.0 49.0% DMFT 8 
Koohpeima et al., 
2018 2018 Iran Asian 236 29.8±7.9 37.3% 166 28.4±9.5 54.2% DMFT 6 
Linhartova et al., 
2017 -a 2018 Czech European 109 2-6 58.7% 78 2-6 46.2% DMFT/dmft 6 
Linhartova et al., 
2017 -b 2018 Czech European 541 13-15 52.7% 177 13-15 53.1% DMFT/dmft 6 
Divakar et al., 
2019 2019 India Asian 168 6.9±1.9 52.4% 193 23.2±2.5 52.3% 

DMFT/DMFS, 
dfmt/dffs 6 

Hu et al., 2019 2019 China Asian 161 12-15 52.2% 196 12-15 48.0% DMFT 9 
Vasconcelos et al., 
2019 2019 Brazil Mixed 131 10-12 - 85 10-12 - DMFT/dmft 7 
Duran-Merino et 
al., 2020 2020 Mexico Mixed 39 11 - 32 11 - - 4 
Nicoline et al., 
2020 2020 Indonesia Asian 95 - - 89 - - DMFT 5 
Data for age were presented as mean, mean±SD or range. 488 

*Teeth were evaluated by one trained and calibrated dentist specialized in pediatric dentistry using an artificial light, a dental mirror 489 

and a probe, after calibration by an experienced specialist. 490 

#Number of subjects varies for different genetic variants 491 

SD: standard deviation; NOS: the Newcastle–Ottawa scale; DMFT: decayed, missing and filled teeth index; DMFS, decayed, missing, 492 

and filled surfaces; ICDAS, International Decay Detection and Assessment System493 
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Table 2. Meta-analysis of the association of genetic variants in enamel-formation genes with the risk of dental caries.* 494 

Genetic variant* Gene Number of studies Number of study subjects Test of heterogeneity OR (95% CI) P 

   Dental caries Control    

rs12640848 ENAM 7 1,256 710 7.69×10-25 1.15 (0.88 - 1.52) 0.310 

rs1784418 MMP20 5 699 817 1.38×10-20 1.07 (0.76 - 1.49) 0.702 

rs17878486 AMELX 4 249 193 3.58×10-4 1.40 (1.02 - 1.93) 0.037 

rs3796704 ENAM 4 574 533 0.091 1.06 (0.96 - 1.17) 0.228 

*Assuming an additive genetic model 495 

We only reported results for genetic variants that had data from at least four studies. Results for other genetic variants assuming 496 

different genetic models were reported in Supplementary Table 1-5. 497 

OR: odds ratio; CI: confidence interval. 498 

  499 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

preprint (w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this
this version posted S

eptem
ber 22, 2020. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.19.20198044


24 
 

Table 3. Gene-based analysis of the association of genetic variants in enamel-formation genes with the risk of dental caries. 500 

Gene Number of 

variants 

Fisher Simes Inverse TPM 

(unweighted) 

TPM 

(weighted) 

ENAM 6 0.395 0.296 0.485 0.305 0.324 

AMELX 6 1.26×10-4 2.98×10-5 1.40×10-5 <10-5 <10-5 

KLK4 5 0.494 0.276 0.599 0.275 0.381 

TUFT1 4 0.103 0.077 0.064 0.090 0.088 

MMP13 3 0.006 0.002 0.010 0.002 0.004 

AMBN 3 0.452 0.262 0.998 0.261 0.199 

MMP2 3 <10-5 4.60×10-18 2.00×10-51 <10-5 <10-5 

TFIP11 2 0.514 0.605 0.459 0.149 0.150 

MMP20 2 <10-5 3.48×10-19 8.73×10-18 <10-5 <10-5 

MMP8 2 1.71×10-4 0.005 0.004 0.004 0.003 

MMP3 2 1.51×10-13 1.59×10-8 7.55×10-9 <10-5 <10-5 

MMP9 1 0.705 0.705 0.705 0.705 0.705 

TPM, the modified truncated product method 501 

  502 
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Table 4. Gene-cluster analysis of the association of genetic variants in the enamel-formation genes with the risk of dental caries. 503 

Gene cluster Fisher Simes Inverse TPM  

Enamel-formation genes <10-5 4.17×10-18 2.77×10-45 <10-5 

TPM, the modified truncated product method 504 

 505 

 506 
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