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Abstract

Background : Children with dental caries (tooth decay), the world’s
most prevalent noncommunicative disease, face severe negative impacts
on health and quality of life. Methods: The CariedAway trial is a study
of the non-inferiority of WHO-sponsored essential medicines when used in
a pragmatic, school-based caries prevention model. We present data on
severity of disease, evidence of traditional dental care, and the impacts of
the COVID-19 pandemic on urgent needs of low-income, minority children
in New York City. Results: Of the 1398 children enrolled in CariedAway,
approximately 30% had untreated caries on any dentition at baseline and
only 11% of children presented with evidence of having received preven-
tive dental sealants. When follow-up observations were performed after
24 months, 4% of children had developed fistula and nearly 10% presented
with pulpal involvement. Conclusion: School-based caries prevention pro-
grams are attractive public health interventions to overcome access barri-
ers to dental care and reduce oral health inequities. We show that there
are severe unmet needs in minority urban children that are further exac-
erbated by a lack of access to care during disease outbreaks. School-based
programs using essential medicines can provide lasting care during pan-
demic periods.

1 Introduction

Coined the “silent epidemic” [1], the World Health organization classifies un-
treated dental caries (tooth decay) as the most common noncommunicative

1

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 18, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275165doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.16.22275165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


disease in the world [2]. Children with untreated caries can experience systemic
infection [3], lower quality of life [4], and reduced academic performance and
school attendance [5].

Poor oral health is a considerable problem in New York City school chil-
dren. Data from the Statewide Planning and Research Cooperative System
(SPARCS) indicates that the 2017-2019 caries hospital outpatient rate in New
York City children aged 3-5 years was 146 per 10,000, however the New York
State Community Health Indicator Report (CHIRS) notes that this may be an
underestimate. According to CHIRS, approximately 60% of NYC children en-
rolled in Medicaid and Child Health Plus had at least one dental visit in 2019
[6]. However, using a representative sample of schools, the New York State
Oral Health Survey of 3rd Grade Children reported that caries experience and
untreated caries in children was 54% and 33%, respectively, and rates were
much higher for low-income children (60% and 41%). The prevalence of dental
sealants was similarly lowest in low-income children (18%), compared to high-
income ones (41%) [7]. While this data indicates an obvious disparity in oral
health and unmet needs in high-risk, vulnerable populations, the most recent
survey was conducted from 2009-2011.

Within New York City, a network of comprehensive school-based health cen-
ters (SBHCs) provide primary and preventive care including health assessments
and diagnosis and treatment of minor, acute and chronic medical conditions.
NYC school-based dental providers (SBHC-D) offer services ranging from ex-
aminations, dental education, and referrals to x-rays, nonsurgical preventive
therapies, and extractions. As of 2021, 163 SBHCs were in operation serving
approximately 121,000 students, with the stated goals being to “improve the
delivery of primary and preventive healthcare services by ensuring that they
are accessible, coordinated, comprehensive, collaborative and skilled for all chil-
dren and youth, including those with special health care needs; (2) providing
school-based primary and preventive health care to medically underserved youth
through community partnerships with healthcare providers and schools; and (3)
facilitate learning and improved school attendance” [8].

The CariedAway program is a longitudinal, cluster-randomized, pragmatic
trial of minimally invasive, nonrestorative treatments provided using a school-
based health center model, and is one of the authorized SBHC-D operators in
New York City. A specific focus of CariedAway was to provide care to low-
income, minority children in primary schools. Children participating in the
CariedAway program received a full visual-tactile screening and corresponding
treatment for the arrest and prevention of dental caries by licensed clinicians.
In this paper, we report on the severity of caries and unmet needs in this study
population.

2 Methods

The CariedAway trial was designed to test the non-inferiority of silver diamine
fluoride and fluoride varnish compared to glass ionomer sealants/atraumatic
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Figure 1: Recruitment and enrollment procedure for CariedAway

restorations and fluoride varnish in the longitudinal arrest and prevention of den-
tal caries. Secondary outcomes included oral health-related quality of life, the
role of school nurses in dental care, and the impacts on academic performance.
A cluster randomized trial, schools were randomly allocated to receive each
intervention. CariedAway was specifically conducted in schools to assess inter-
ventions in a pragmatic setting. The trial is registered at www.clinicaltrials.gov
(#NCT03442309), received IRB approval from the New York School of Medicine
Institutional Review Board (#i17-00578), and has a published study protocol
[9].

2.1 Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

Any primary schools in New York City with a student population consisting
of at least 50% Hispanic/Latino or black ethnicities and at least 80% receiving
free or reduced lunch were eligible to participate. The latter criteria was used
as a proxy for low socio-economic status. Schools were further ineligible if they
had a preexisting SBHC-D operating within the school. All students in enrolled
schools were eligible for the study if they provided parental informed consent
and child assent. Figure 1 summarizes the recruitment and enrollment process
for CariedAway.

2.2 Diagnosis and Treatment

Specific protocols for dental screening, assessment, and treatment were created
for the CariedAway manual of procedures. Full description of these protocols
are included as supplementary appendices. Briefly, all participants received a
full visual-tactile dental screening or assessment using standardized dental hy-
gienists or registered nurses while under the supervision of a licensed pediatric
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dentist. Caries were diagnosed using the International Caries Detection and As-
sessment System (ICDAS) adapted criteria in epidemiology and clinical research
[10]. Clinicians wore headlamps and used portable dental chairs.

Participants in the experimental arm received fluoride varnish (5% NaF,
Colgate PreviDent) on all teeth and a 38% application of silver diamine fluoride
(Elevate Oral Care Advantage Arrest 38%, 2.24 F-ion mg/dose) for asymp-
tomatic cavitated lesions of the posterior dentition. Participants in the active
comparator received an identical application of fluoride varnish as well as glass
ionomer sealants (GC Fuji IX, GC America) to the pits and fissures of bicuspids
and molars, and ART on any asymptomatic cavitated lesions.

Table 1: Sample demographics and descriptives (N=1398)

Overall

N/Mean % / SD
Subjects 1398 100
Female 753 53.86
Race

Hispanic 679 48.85
Black 208 14.96
White 29 2.09
Asian 24 1.73

Multiple 20 1.44
Other 11 0.79

DK/Missing 419 30.14
Age at baseline 6.63 1.21

2.3 Study Phases

The CariedAway study was conducted in multiple phases due to the impact of
the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic. Phase 1 consisted of enrollment and first follow-
up for the analytic sample for primary study outcomes, coinciding with the
pandemic (baseline enrollment from September 2019 to March 2020 and follow-
up observations from September 2021 to March 2022). Phase 2 includes the
longitudinal follow-up of the phase 1 sample scheduled through June 2023.

Phase 1 consisted of 4718 subjects enrolled and randomized to each group,
and follow-up observations were completed in 1398 subjects (Figure 1). During
transition from Phase 1 to Phase 2, newly enrolled subjects were seen for their
baseline visit immediately after school COVID restrictions were lifted.

2.4 Statistical Analysis

We generated descriptive statistics (means, standard deviations, percents) for
the analytic sample for participant demographics, caries and disease severity,
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Assessed for eligibility (n=17741) 

Excluded  (n=13023) 
¨   Not meeting inclusion criteria (n=0) 
¨   Declined to participate (n=13023) 
¨   Other reasons (n=0) 

Retained overall (n=611) 
Analysed, arrest  (n=193) 
Analysed, prevention (n=418) 
¨ Excluded from analysis (n=0) 

Lost to follow-up (n=1737) 
  ¨ Aged out (n=737) 
  ¨ Subject no longer available (n=999) 
  ¨ Insufficient follow-up time (n=1) 

  

  

Allocated to experimental condition (n=2348) 
¨ Received allocated intervention (n=2348) 
¨ Did not receive allocated intervention (n=0) 

Lost to follow-up (n= 1583) 
  ¨ Aged out (n=839) 
  ¨ Subject no longer available (n=742) 
  ¨ Insufficient follow-up time (n=2) 

 

Allocated to intervention (n=2370) 
¨ Received allocated intervention (n=2370) 
¨ Did not receive allocated intervention (n=0) 

Retained overall (n=787) 
Analysed, arrest  (n=220) 
Analysed, prevention (n=567) 
¨ Excluded from analysis (n=0) 

 

Allocation 

Analysis 

Follow-Up 

Randomized (n=4718) 

Enrollment 

Figure 2: Study flow diagram for the CariedAway randomized controlled trial
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evidence of outside dental care (both treatment and prevention), and pathol-
ogy at first follow-up. Analysis was stratified where appropriate by age and
race/ethnicity. Oral health variables were calculated and reported separately
(permanent dentition, primary dentition, and occlusal first molars where appro-
priate) and for caries experience (including cavities and restorations), untreated
carious teeth and tooth surfaces, fissure sealants, and the decayed/missing/filled
index for whole teeth and tooth surfaces.

Differences across sociodemographic groups for disease severity and evidence
of preventive care at baseline were evaluated using logistic regression. Statistical
significance was set at p <.05. Analysis was conducted using R v1.4.

Table 2: Baseline disease severity (N=1398)

N % (total) % (variable)

Untreated decay, overall 413 29.54
Decay, occlusal first molar 26 1.86
Decay, deciduous 401 28.68
Decay, permanent 30 2.15
Total decayed teeth

0 985 70.46
1-2 269 19.24
3-5 121 8.66
6-8 22 1.57

More than 8 1 0.07
Decay by age

5 78 18.89 0.25
6 106 25.67 0.31
7 102 24.70 0.29
8 103 24.94 0.33
9 23 5.57 0.31
10 1 0.24 0.50

Decay by race/ethnicity
Hispanic 183 44.31 0.27
Black 67 16.22 0.32
White 10 2.42 0.34
Asian 8 1.94 0.33
Other 7 1.69 0.18

Unreported 138 33.41 0.32
X SD

DMFT 0.54 0.3
DMFS 0.79 0.49
dmft 1.24 2.04
dmfs 3.42 6.43
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3 Results

Sample demographics and descriptive statistics for Phase 1 of CariedAway (Ta-
ble 1) show that approximately 54% of the sample was female and 64% were of
either black or Hispanic/Latino race/ethnicity. The average age at baseline was
6.63 years (SD=29.54).

For disease severity (Table 2), the overall prevalence of untreated caries was
29.5%, predominantly found in the primary dentition. Approximately 19% had
untreated caries on 1 or 2 teeth, 9% 3-5 teeth, and 23 subjects had decay on
six or more. When stratified by race/ethnicity, decay was consistent, ranging
from 27% in Hispanic/Latino participants to 34% in whites. Across the entire
sample, the average number of decayed, missing, or filled primary teeth was 1.24
(SD=2.04) and surfaces (dmfs) was 3.42 (SD=6.43). Untreated caries prevalence
by school indicates that the range of decay (minimum of 10 participants per
school) was 8% to 48% (supplementary table S1).

Table 3: Baseline evidence of prior dental treatment and prevention (N=1398)

N %

Treated dentition 374 26.75
Sealant prevalence 156 11.16
Filling prevalence 288 20.6
Sealant by race

Hispanic 83 0.12
Black 15 0.07
White 4 0.14
Asian 2 0.08
Other 2 0.06

Unreported 50 0.12

Approximately 27% of subjects presented at baseline with evidence of treated
dentition (Table 3), showing they had previously seen a dentist for care. How-
ever the baseline sealant prevalence, indicating prior preventive care, was only
11%. Filling prevalence, in contrast, was 20%. Stratified by race, sealant preva-
lence was lowest in black (7%) and Asian (8%) children, compared to 12% in
Hispanics/Latinos and 14% in whites.

Logistic regression results for baseline disease and unmet needs (Table 4) in-
dicate that there were no differences in untreated decay prevalence by race/ethnicity
or sex. The odds of decay slightly increased with age (OR = 1.11, 95% CI =
1.01, 1.22). Age also was significantly associated with sealant prevalence (OR
= 1.85, 95% CI = 1.59, 2.15). Black children presented with 46% reduced odds
of having sealants compared to Hispanics (OR = 0.54, 95% CI = 0.30, 0.96) but
no other group was significant.

Pathology for the analytic sample at first-follow up (Table 5) shows that
over 12% of subjects presented with either new fistula, swelling on any tooth, or
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Table 4: Differences in baseline disease severity and unmet needs (N=1398)

Untreated decay Sealant present
OR 95% CI OR 95% CI

Race
Black 1.29 0.92, 1.80 0.54 0.30, 0.96
White 1.47 0.67, 3.22 1.41 0.47, 4.27
Asian 1.42 0.60, 3.39 0.79 0.18, 3.56

Multiple 0.87 0.31, 2.44 0.35 0.44, 2.71
Other 0.59 0.13, 2.75 0.6 0.73, 4.85

Unreported 1.31 1.00, 1.70 0.98 0.67, 1.44
Age 1.11 1.01, 1.22 1.85 1.59, 2.15
Females 0.89 0.71, 1.13 1.15 0.81, 1.62

Table 5: Pathology after twenty-four months (N=1398)

N %

Fistula (any) 61 4.36
Fistula (number)

1 52 3.72
2 7 0.5
3 2 0.14

Pulpal involvement (any) 138 9.87
Pulpal involvement (number)

1 92 6.58
2 30 2.15
3 10 0.72
4 6 0.43

Swelling (any) 6 0.43
Swelling (number)

1 5 0.36
2 1 0.07

Total fistula, swelling, or PI 171 12.23
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pulpal involvement. The most prevalent clinical concern was pulpal involvement
(N=138, 10%), followed by fistula (N=61, 4%) and swelling (N=6, less than 1%).

4 Discussion

In this paper, we report on the severity of dental decay and unmet needs of low-
income, minority children participating in a school-based caries prevention pro-
gram operating in New York City primary schools. The Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention recommends school-based sealant programs as an effective
and cost-efficient method to increase access to care for vulnerable, traditionally
underserved populations [11, 12, 13]. We previously showed that comprehen-
sive, biannual caries prevention can significantly reduce the risk of longitudinal
dental decay [14], and the CariedAway trial demonstrated that other minimally
invasive, non-restorative treatments are similarly effective as dental sealants,
potentially greatly increasing the reach and effectiveness of school-based caries
prevention [15].

The observed baseline prevalence preexisting dental care and any untreated
decay both indicate a severe unmet need and lack of access to traditional den-
tal services. This corroborates our findings from other states and communities,
where untreated dental decay can reach double that of the national average,
even in schools that are located in close proximity to community dental clinics
[16]. In this prior assessment of students’ unmet needs in Massachusetts, ap-
proximately one-third of children had untreated caries, and nearly two-thirds
had no clinical indication of having received preventive sealants on the per-
manent dentition, despite the fact that 57% of the children had received prior
dental care. Together these results suggest that traditional clinic-based delivery
of dental care is insufficient for many at-risk youth.

In addition to less than a third of CariedAway participants having any ev-
idence of receiving outside dental treatment, stratification by sealants and fill-
ings suggests that the majority of that care was for treating decay and not
preventing disease. This is of further concern in light of our pathology results
at follow-up, as the two-year gap in observation between baseline and follow-up
coincided with the onset and spread of the SARS-CoV-2 virus. In New York
City, all dental offices were closed in June 2020 except for emergency care and
all school-based health centers were suspended along with in-school academic
services. SBHC/SBHC-Ds were unable to operate from March 2020 through
August 2021. Although dental offices were soon authorized to reopen with
new infection control policies (e.g., limiting aerosol-generating procedures), it
has previously been reported that dental care access during the pandemic was
significantly reduced [17]. Additionally, an analysis of the National Survey of
Children’s Health indicated that, following the pandemic, children were more
likely to have poor oral health, higher risk of bleeding gingivae, and lower like-
lihood of dental visits (specifically preventive visits) [18]. Given the low rate of
prior dental care exhibited by CariedAway participants pre-pandemic, there are
substantial concerns that the unmet needs of New York City minority children
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increased in severity during COVID-19.
Actual versus perceived availability of affordable dental health options may

further exacerbate oral disease inequities in urban school children. Approxi-
mately 4600 dental providers were previously listed in New York that treat chil-
dren and accept both Medicaid and the Children’s Health Insurance Program.
However, prior research indicated that 90% of these providers were located in a
small number of counties, and a substantial proportion of listings for providers
were invalid [19]. As a result, children from low-income households may not
have the support necessary to treat urgent needs, and further investigation into
the true accessible care options for these high-risk children is recommended.

Beyond overall effectiveness, school-based caries prevention may be an alter-
native model for dental care during viral outbreaks. Much of the concern over
dental clinics during COVID-19 were due to the potential airborne transmission
of the virus and the frequent utilization of aerosol-generating procedures (AGP).
While traditional dental sealants are historically AGPs, other minimally invasive
techniques such as silver diamine fluoride, as implemented in CariedAway, can
be used in a non-aerosolized way [20, 21] as part of a proposed Safer Aerosol-Free
Emergent Dentistry (SAFER) approach [22]. Proper communication regarding
the mitigation of infection in a school-based program can potentially increase
access to critical dental care during pandemic periods.

5 Additional information
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