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— ABSTRACT -

STUDY ON EXFOLIATIVE CYTOLOGY OF KERATINIZATION AND
MORPHOLOGY OF ORAL MUCOSAL EPITHELIUM IN ADULT
DIABETIC PATIENTS

Dae Nam Ahn, D.D.S.
Chong Youl Kim, D.D.S

Dept. of Oral Diagnosis, College of Dentistory
Yon Sei University

This study was undertaken to study the changes of epithelium of oral mucosa caused by diabetic
disease in terms of keratinization and morphology of epithelial cells of oral mucosa, and to di-
agnose the oral diseases caused by systemic origins in terms of oral exfoliative cytology as a di-
agnostic tool. The author has studied the changes of epithelial cells on the cheek mucosa and upper
anterior gingiva of 20 adult diabetic patients by Oral Exfoliative Cytology. And 50 healthy adults
were selected as control group. The cytologic smears were stained by Papanicolaou method. The
results were as follows.

1. In diabetic patient’s cheek mucosa, Yellow staining cells were revealed as 11.8%, which was

higher than the control group (4.2%).
2. In diabetic patients’ upper anterior gingiva, Yellow staining cells were tevealed as 12.4%,
which was lower than the control group (68.2%).

3. The changes of nucleus and cytoplasmic changes were not significantly different in diabetic
patients and control group.
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