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Yumemn: Xyyxauita gam tamxugant (AT) v HUATMuite spyyn MIHARNHH
HOLTOM acyyUIblH HAT 0ereej JIPT HXUHH TaMXHHBI X3PITIIIHIAC
IIanTraajiaH TAPUHH OpPYHBI TAMXHWHBI OPTONTOOC 3AMICXHUHAX OOIOMXK
xsi3raapiaraMan Oaiinar. CyyamiiH KUIYYI3/ aMHbBI CaJCTBIH HOCOOKHIT
(ACH) #p XYYXIUHH yZaaH XyTalaaHbl HIPBXTYH TaMXUJAITHIT MITIATY
SMHNUIBYWH IIUHXK TOMJAT 00JIOX Tajaap Cy/ulaadujl aHxaapd Oaiiraa 4, yp
IYHT HATTIICOH CyAajiraa XxapaaxaH XuAT ATy OaifHa. 30puiro: Xyyxauita
JlaM TaMXUJAIT OOJOH aMHBI CaJICTBIH HOCOOKIITHHH XaMaapibIl HATTIOH
oyredx. Apra, aprawian: PRISMA ymupmamkuita maryy PubMed, Sco-
pus, Web of Science, Cochrane Library rax Msad/miiiiH caHaac CHCTEMTIH
xanT xuivk, xyyxamita (<18 nac) AT 6omon ACH-niiH xamaapIsIr YHIJICHH,
QKNTTANT CyAaldraaHyyabll TYYBIPIdXK, THATIIPUNH aprasyiH dYaHAPHIT
Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT)-uifH TycnaMKTanWraap YHAIIB.
Canamcapryii HelleeT 3arBap OYXWii MeTa-aHaIH3 XHiDK, HATTIICOH OR-BIT
95%-wite nrramuyumiite naTepBan (Cl)-aap TOOIOH, cymanraa XOOPOHIBIH
sraatail  Oaiimmer [>-aap, HOTOnmroowsr wrramumidr GRADE-aap Tyc
Tyc YHAIB. Yp ayH: Huiit 1,582 opomora Oyxuif 7 cymanraa manryypT
HUHI?. Mera-anamm3uiiH muHkmirdrep AT e ACH-uiin spemamuiir
HAMATAYYIIAT Hb TOAOPXOHUIorIox (HArtracaH OR 2.58, 95% CI:1.35-4.95,
p=0.004), AT-p1H ©pTOATTII OYNTHHAT OpPTONTTYH OYIATTIH XaphIlyylaxan
YHIMIDXYHH apcumuitH ecent 17% (95% CI 6.3-23.9%)-taii Gaiinaa.
YHAITI9HUN apradnaigaap YYCracoH 1da OynruiiH anammsaap Gingival Pig-
mentation Index (GPI) xaparmdcaH cymanraaHyyaal TOTTBOPTOM HEJIee
mwmpya Oaiican (OR 2.12, 95% CI 1.58-2.84) 601 Dummett Oral Pigmen-
tation Index (DOPI)-33p YHAIICOH cymanTaaHa HTTIIIDINIHH HHTEPBAT OPTOH
xypaemaii Oaiimaa (OR 3.26, 95% CI 0.68-15.54). MMAT yHa1r331r33p
XaMparjcaH CyJaJiraaH]] OpOJIIOTINHH COHTONT XaHranTtTrail Oyoy 100%-
Tail, yp AYHTHHH XOMXWITHHH 30XHCTOW Oaiman 76.9%, Teepermyynsrd
XY4UH 3yWiIcuiir xstHacaH Oaifnan 46.2%-taif 0aiiB. AXKHUIIIaNT CyJaiaraaHsl
3arpap, IyHA 3PPTUHH XETEPOTeH IIUHXK, (U3HOJOTHHH HOCOOKHITOOD
TOOPOTTYYIIATY pCadI 33pradc mantraanad, GRADE-33p Tonopxoitnoracon
HOTOJITOOHBI HTIDIINA 0ara TaHK YHIIArACAH OomHO. Jyrmaar: OpuHbI
TAMXHWHBI yTaaH]] OPTCOH XYYXIAYYI/ YYCIX aMHbI CAJICTHIH HOCOOKHMITHIH
Marajyiaix epTeeryi OyITHITHX?9C MYIdTIDXYHI OHAep 0alB. DAr3dp yp AYH
Hb XYYXIUITH aMHbI XOHIUNH Y3J3IT CAJICTBIH HOCOOKUITHUNH WIPYYIATUNAT
opyyJllax Hb JIaM TaMXUAAITBIH MHBA3WB OyC MapKep, MOH ©PXHHH OpUUH
Jaxb TaMXWHAAC TaTraj3ax Tajaap JIPT 3X31 OapuMT OONTOH 36BIIETee
Orexe]T aluriIax 0OJOMKTOHNT XapyyJnk OaifHa.
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Yumema: am tamxungant (AT) Hb copruiiink 60oxyii,
XYYXAUHH 3pYYa MIHIDJ COPreep Heyleenerd TOMOOXOH
SPCIAAT XYYHMH 3YWICHHH HAT X3B33p OaitHa. J3ixuiiH
XOMXKOIIHA HUHUT XyyxauiH 40% opuum vb JT-1 eptrer
0eree 1 dIPI HXUHH TAMXHMHBI X3P3TJII9HIAC IANITraalIcaH
IIPUITH HOXIOJN YYCIX Tyaramican acyyaan rom.! Hacaun
XYPATYHATIN Xapbllyysdan, XyyXd1 TaMXWUHBI yTaaTal
OpPYHOOC ©6pHiiree Xxamraajiax, 3allJICXuix Oue paacaH
Oosomx xsi3raapraramain tya epxuiiH JAT-n epremrruit
Gaitnar.’ Yimaap XYyXIUiiH aMbCTaJIbIH TOO OJIOH, apXJjiaa
0O0JIOH XOPTYIKYYJIDX TOTTOJIIO0 TYHID] XOIrKeeryiriac
OpYHBI TAMXHUHBI YTAaaHJ WIYYTIH MAAPIL,’ aMbCraisiH
3aMBIH XaJIZBap, OartpaaHbl COAPAI, HSAPAHH TIHAITHIH
YXJIMHH XaM IIHTHK, M3APAII-XOrKIUIH anjgaraai 33par yp
narasap Owuii 6osor.*?

CyYyauiiH KUITYYI9A aMHBI CAJICTBIH HOCOOXKUIT
(ACH) Oyroy amMHBI caJicT, OyiaHa MeIaHHH XypUMTIIarfax
Y33TI371 Hb yJaaH xyranaassl JIT-pIr WiITrax 3MHAI3YIH
Mapkep Ooipk Oyir cymiaauma MIIILIIK  OaliHa.
Hacann xyparumuitn aysn tamxu Tatant ooson ACH-
WIH Xamaapaj XaHTaJITTall cyJuiarjcaH 0ereej WIdBXTIH
TaMXUYIIBIH AyHI Tapxant Hb 21.5-31.8% Oaiixam TamMxu
Tataarryi xymyycuiiH ayun 0-5.8% Oaitna.’ Hukotun
00JIOH TaMXMHBI Haiipriara jaxb Oycan OOAMCYYJl aMHBI
CQJICTBIH XY4Yyyp 3] A9X MEJAHOLUUT SCUHUT UIIBXKYYIIK,
MENaHUHBl ~ HUIDDKIMAT  eaeemer k™  HacaHI
XYPIr4auiiH AyHJl XUICOH cynanraaHsl JYHI TyATyypiaH
TalnbapIagar 4 XyyX/AMiiH XyBb/I suiraaTail 6aiix tanrai. '’

3opuare: XyyXauwifH 1gaM TaMXHIAJIT OOJIOH aMHBI
CaAJICTBIH HOCOOXKHIITUIH XaMaapJIbil HATTIOH AYTHIX.

Apra, aprawiaji: DOHIXYY CHCTEeMUYMJICOH TOWMBIT
PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, Cochrane Library,
Google Scholar 33par axum M3IP3UTHIHH CaHT alllWTJIaH,
PRISMA 2020 yaupmamkwiiH —Jgaryy —TyHOOTK,!!
XaMpyyJax MIryyp XaHracaH cyJaliraaHyyzaac jaapaax
oTerUIYyIMir 1yrayynas. Yyua: (1) cymanraadsl
IUHXKYY (30XHMO0TY, OH, YJC, 3arBap, COPBIBIH XOMXKID);
(2) momynasUUH MUHXYYX (HACHBI XYpdd, XYHWCHHH
oyron); (3) AT-bH eprentuiir yHAIICOH apra; (4) ACH-
WHUT YHAJICOH apra OOJIOH UHAEKC; (5) yp AYHTHIAH OTeraei
(TapxanT, Mara/UlanblH Xapbliaa, XapbLaHryil 3pcadi,
WUTTOIIUIAAH UHTEpBaN); (6) TyH-Xapuy YpBaJIbIH OTOTI0I
(xyramaa, spunm); (7) TOOPOrayyIdTd XYUUH 3YHIIC 39paT
opHo. Apra 3yiin yaHapsir Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool
(MMAT)-29p,'> nHotoaroonsl urranmimidr GRADE-33p
Tyc Tyc YH2/19B."3 DerSimonian-Laird apraap canamcapryii
HOJIOOT METa-IIMHKMUITD? XUHXK, HAITTIACOH MaraJyiajiblH
xappraa (odds ratio, OR)-r 95%-uiiH HTrAMIUINIH
HHTEPBAJBIH XaMT TOOIIOOJIK, * CyAanraaHyyIbIH sraaTai
Gaiiameir I? craTucTHKaap TOOIIOO.

Yp ayu: Cucremumincya xainraap Hut 1,247 OyTosn
nwmpcHCe 312 gaBXapaibpIl Xacax, aHxjard OoJoH
X0€pord myyJaTyYypuH Aapaa mairyyp xaHracaH 7 cy-
Janraar xampyyJsuiaa. Oarasp #b 2005-2020 oHbI XO0pOHT
xaBmaracoH 6a Mpan (n=3), Duatxor (n=2), Upak (n=1),
Mamnaiiz (n=1), flmon (n=1) yncaa XulracoH, arurasl (n=2),
PETPOCTIEKTUB KOTOpT (n=4), TOXUOJIIOI-XIHANTHIH (n=1)
cynanraa OaiiB. TyyBpuiiH XoMxk33 Hb 44-600 xyyxonm,
Menuan=155, HacHbl Xypa? Hb 1-5 Hac (n=1), 4-10 Hac
(n=1), 4-14 nac (n=1), 6-16 Hac (n=4) r>cOH OYTIITIH,
XapuH XYHCHIH Xaphllaa XapbL@HTYH TOHIBIPTIU OaiiB
(XycHorr 1).

Xycnarr 1. Xamparacan cygajJiraanyyabIH OHIUIOT

Epenxuii M3133/19.71 XyH am3yi Yp AYHTHHH XIMKHIT
Harayrasp Cvaanraa T . Hacubl OpreaTniin AMHBI
30XHOrY, yAaraatel Yyspiui Xyiic (3p/am) XYpP33  XOMIKHJIT CAJICTBIH Hobmduar yp ayn
JKHJT lareap OMADI (K1) HOCOOKUJIT
Maybodi PK Wpan 140 Op=71(50.7%)  4-10 Acyymx  AXY: D1 IXUiH
Hap, 2020 OM=69 (49.3%) X3MKID, 00JIOBCPOIT, OBUHHI
Oanpr TYYX, TOpHUIH Tan0ait
Dave nap, AC OHATXAT 600 Op=30751.2%) 4-14  Spumuara AXY: baiixryi
2020 DOm=293 48.8%) DOPI
Hasmun nap, PK Mannaiiz 44 Op=21 (47.7%) 1-5 Acyymxx  AXY:GPI  OBuHuii TyyX, aMHBI
2017 OM=23 (52.3%) XOHAMIH dpYyYI
axyi, myncauit IgA,
XOO0JIONT OOJIOH Iy
yraax 3aH yiia
Yasear Hap, PK Hpax 155 baiixryit 6-16  Spumuyiara AO®I: xoB baiixryit
2015 IIAHXK,
Oaiprma
Madani uHap, AC DHATXAT 228 DOp=91(39.9%) 6-16  Spwmyiara AXY: Xaiipuar-Kui
2014 Om=137 DOPI (TaMXHHBI TOO, /
(60.1%) ©J16p X JKHUII).
Hajifattahi PK Hpan 400 Op=200 (50%) 10-11  Spumyrara AXY: GPI, ApscHbl eHre
Hap, 2010 Om=200 (50% Gaitpuun
Hanioka nap, X Snon 59 Op=2237.39%) 6-16  Spwmyara A®I: GPI baiixryit
2005 OM=37 (62.7%)

Toeunon: Acwner cyoaneaa (AC), Pempocnekmug koxopm (PK), Toxuonoon xananm (TX), Byiiinel Heceeswcunm/meranunst unoexc (GPI),
Dummett-uiin amnvl nocoodicunmuin unoexc (DOPI), Amnvl xonoutin y3nse (AXY), Amnvl pomoepagh (API),
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Hasmun HapelH cyjairaa Hb MeTa-aHAIH3a]l
XIPAMIXYHI] XaHTaITTail erernenryil Oaican Tyn Oycan
6 cymanraar (n=1,582 xyyx311) HAITr3H OOJIOBCPYYJIANT
xuiixan JIT ©0a ACH-uiiH XOOpOHI CTAaTUCTHK a4
Xoyooraon Oyxmi Xamaapall WIBPCOH Oyry HAIITIICOH
OR 2.58 (95% CI 1.35-4.95, p=0.004) rapmnaa (3ypar

| Confidence interval of effect size
= = Overall effect size value

W Effzct size of sach study
@ Estimated overall effect size

No-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval

D OR Lower Upper p-value Weight Weight (%)
Hanioka T, 2005 4.77 1.36 16.71 0.01 1.18 12.70
Hajifattahi F, 2010 1.92 1.25 2.94 0.00 2.05 22.12
Madani Sh.M, 2014 31.64 1.91 524.96 0.02 0.40 4.32
Yasear A.Y, 2015 2.68 1.37 5.23 0.00 1.80 19.38
Dave B.H, 2020 0.92 0.63 1.34 0.66 2.10 22.60
Maybodi F.R, 2020 4.46 2.19 9.06 0.00 1.75 18.89

Overall 2.58 1.35 4.90 0.00

1). CynanraanyyJslH XeTEpOTreH Oaijan IyHH 33pATTdiH
(I=68%, p=0.008), yHIMIXYITH 3pcaamuita ecent 17.0%
(95% CI 6.3-23.9%) Gaiican b JIT-1 eprcen 100 xyyxan
TyTamJi OpTeeryi Xyyxayyari xapeuyynaxang ACH-uiin
17 HOMAIIT TOXMOJIIOJ HOTJIOK Oalraar WiITI3B.

Forest Plot
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Model: Random-effects model
Heterogeneity: Tau-squared = 0.44, H-squared = 5.18, Fsquared = 0.81
Axis is shown using log scale
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3ypar 1. Xyyxauiin ACH 0oJ10n IT-HbI epTeaTuiin H3Irrracan xamaapai (Forest plot)”

ACH-uifH YHONIIHUMA —apraujanaap aHTWICaH D]
OYJITMIH MIMHKUITIHYYA99D:

- GPIl-g cyypwican yHaur?» (5 cyganraa, n=1,114):
Hoartracan OR 2.12 (95% CI 1.58-2.84), xeteporen
mmHk Oara (1>=0%), YHIMIDXYIH apcadnuiiH ecent
18.4% (95% CI 11.1-25.5%)-Taii Gaiixan,

- DOPI-n cyypuican yHanr3s (3 cymanraa, n=968):
Hoarrracan OR 3.26 (95% CI 0.68-15.54), xereporeH
ek eHnep (1°=89%), mTramyuitH MHTEpBaIbIH
XYpa2 epreH Oaiican Hb DOPI-T xaparmax apradnan
OOJIOH Cyypb HOCOOXHITHIH TapXalT 3Iranp

XazalnTelH 3pcIIuiH  YHIIr?Ir 3ypar 2-T
xapyyjicaH 0ereej apra3yiiH CyJl Tal Hb (DH3HOJOTUNHH
HOCOOXKWIT, apbCHBI OHI'e, HUHTIM-3TUIH 3aCTHUIH XYUHH
YW 33pAT TOOPOTAYYJIdIrd XY4UH 3YHIMHAT XaHTanTTai
XsIHaaryu sisaan Oaiinaa. HOTOJNTOOHBI UTIIMIIAI HB “‘Malll
0ara” XoM33H TOJOPXOMIIOr/ICOH 0a YYHHUIl mantraana: 1)
Byx cymanraa axurianTblH 3arBapT TynryypiacaH (Oara
uTrAIAN), 2) Teeperayynard Xy4nH 3yHIHNAT XaHTralnTryi
XsIHACHAaC INajTraajcaH HOLTOM Xs3raapiantrad (HAT
TYBIIMH OyypyyicaH), 3) CypmairaanyynblH XeTepOTeH
Oadiman myHn 3dpor Oaiican (I*=68%) (HOT TYBIIMH

CylJITaaHyyJblH XOOPOHJI HWX3IXdH sumraatail  Oyypyyican), 4) 3apum g Oyidart (kumnanosn DOPI)
OaliCHBIT HIITTDB. UTTAJIIUIHIAH HHTEPBAJI OproH Oaiican 00J0BY HOITOM OnII
(OyypanT XUiraaryi) 33par OpHo.
Risk of Bias Summary Graph (MMAT)
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3ypar 2. MMAT-uiin xa3ailJITbIH 3PCIITUAH TYTHIIT rpauk.
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XommMek: DHIXYY CUCTEMUMIICOH TOMM 0a MeTa-aHanu3
Hb xyyxauiiH JIT 6omon ACH-uiiH x0000r TOOH apraap
HOTTIACOH  aHXHbl OyT?3nm oM. Hoarrracon OR  2.58
(95% CI 1.35-4.95) Gaiican vp JAT-1 eprceH XyyxayyX
epTeeryil ye TIHruitHxH33¢33 ACH-13#1 Oalix maraman
~2.6 nmaxWiH UX, [AalWwidal YHAIMIDXYH 3pCIIuiiH
econt 17%-rait Oaiinaa. YyHnasc y3san, ACH Hb Xyyxan
AT-n  OaifHra epTHerudr OHMHAI3YHA WIPYYIDXYHIT
Mapkep OOJOXBIT MITIIHA. XaMmparjcaH CyaajiraanyyablH
HUMTIBT Cyll Tal Hb (QU3NOJIOTMHH HOCOOKHMITUIT
XaHTralITTal Xxaprainzaaryid sispan Oaiican Oa 9H® Hb
yrcaaTHaac XxamaapaH suiraaraii 0yroy Kaskaszyynan 0-5%,
ucnanunynan 5—10%, asuynmax 10-50%, adpux rapanrait
xymyycer 50-90% 6aiiB."> Xamparican cymairaanbl 2-T
apbCHBI CYypbh OHTHMHI Xaprajs3ax, AaBXapilaH IIHHMKIIIX
3amaap xsiHacaH OailiHa. Dave HapwiH cymanraang JAT-n
epreeryit Oymart ACH-witn tapxant 77.2% Oaiican Hb
OHATXATUIH XYH aMJl (PU3HOJIOTHITH HOCOOXMIIT TapXMall
Gaiiarrait xon600Toi.'® Hajifattahi napein cymanraaraap
naBap apectail  xyyxayya HAT-aac  mantraancax
HOCOOXKWITOA WIYY epreMTruii Oaibxa (RR=1.7,
AR=26.8%)."7 Xomuiiranp (U3HOIOTHHH HOCOOKHIT
TOOPOraYYJIATY XYUYUH 3yl MeH 0omoB4, JIT Hb apbCHBI
OHTOHMH aHruiajn OypT Oue jaacaH HeJIOe Y3YYJIIXHUIr
HapUiBWIaH Cy/AJax, apbCHBl OHIMWT OaTajraakcaH
yHUI9HAH X9parean (Kumms ue: Fitzpatrick photo-
type)-39p CHCTEeMTdH YHDJDK, yrcaatHaap JaBXapliacaH
LIMHKWITY) XUIAX [Iaapasiaratail.

DHIXYY Cylalraanbl IMPaKTHK a4 XoJ0O0r/aoi Hb
(1) ACH-uiiH CKpUHHMHTHIT XYYXJIUHH aMHBI TOTTMOJI
y3iorT opyyisicuaap apxar JAT-pir mHBasuB Oyc apraap
wIpyyadx Oonomsktoit. 11I99caH] KOTHHHH HIPYYIIDX
n1a0opaTopuiiH IMUHKWIrIIHIIC suiraatail Hb ACH Hb ypr
XyranaaHsl, XypUMTJIATcaH ©pTOITHIT WITIIX Ya BapTai
Gereej miyyn xapaaj WIpYY/dX 00igoMkTOM.'® UitMaac
XYYXIUHH mryaHuid oMy Hap ACH-uiir unpyymnx, Xyyib
€CHBI acpaH xaMmraajard HapT ©pXHHH JOTOPX TaMXHHBI
30XHUCTON X3P3IIIII, TAMXUHAAC rapax 36BOJIreer erexej
HOTOJITOO OO0nHO. (2) ACH-mitH X3MK33, OHIOHUIA
TOJPOJIBIH ©OPUWIOITHHT OapUMTKYyJIax Hb LI AXUIH
TaMXHMHAac rapax CdUIMHT ©/1eeX X3pa3rcast OOJHO.
Yuup Hb HacaHA XYpPArdujJ 66epCAUHH aMHBbl XOHAUNT
TaMXHUTal X0JI000TOH WIPIX OPWIONTHHT (uyd waprax,
Oyl xapnrax) MOJCIHIIP TaMXHMHAAC rapax —CiJIaII
XYUTIi HAIMOIIUIITHIAT XapyyJlicaH cyaanraanyysa Owii.'’
TuiiMa3Cc XYyXAUHH aMHBI XOHUITH 3pYYI MIHIR] rapax
eepueNTUir 6oauToop xapcHaap JT-viH X0p ypuruiir
SIPI AXUYYA WIYYTIH OIUIroXK, TaMXMHAac TaTrajisax
LIMAABIPUIT raprax OOJIOMKTOM.

buannit  cymanraanel  Xsi3raapriargmai  Taj
HAIAYTI9pT, OYIA @KHUIIANTHIH cypairaa OaiicaH Tyl
LIAITraaHT XoJI0oor OaTTail TOrroox OOJOMXKIYH, MXIHX
CyJaJiraa ariiHel 3arBapTail TyJI Liar XyralaaHbl XaMaapal,
AT-p eprent Oyypaxang ACH XopxsH eepuieraexuiir
YHUDX XaHrantryi ©OaitB. Men JT-biH eprentuiin
(acyymore, spunynaea, oOuomaprep) ©O0onon ACH-uitn
yHaruyya (GPI, DOPI, 600um y3n32)-uiiH siraa Hb
CyJajJraaHyyabll XapbllyyJiaX, HAITTIIXAJ O3pXLIIITIN
Oaiican. OJOHX Hb acpaH XamraaJlardJiblH eryYyIdMKHH]T
TyAryypiacan OaiicaH Hb OOAWUT OPTONTHHT AYTYY
YHOJIDX OPCIDIUHT  HAIMOTIYYJCOH, TYYBPUHH XIMXKII
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Oara OaiicaH Hb CTATHMCTHKMHH XY4 OOJIOH YHIJI39HHN
HApUUBWIANBIT Xs3raapiax Oaitmaa. WiimMd3c maamma
J3PX  XA3raapiaraMal  TadyyJIell  aHXaapd, aMHbI
XOH/JMIH JaBTaH y31dr OYXMH NPOCHEKTHB KOXOPT
CyJayiraar Xuix Hb LIar XyraaaT XaMaapJbITr TOJOPXOIIK,
OPXMIHH TaMXHUHBI X3P3TJII3T 30ICOOCHBI YP JYHI YHUIIX
Gostomxroil. Xoépayraapt, GU3NOIOTHITH HOCOOKMITHIT
Oarayraa)kcaH apbCHBl CYypb ©HIOHUH  YHIJIMI9HHUN
X3PATCIIIIP CUCTEMTAIH XIMXKIDK, yrcaaTHaap JAaBxapiacaH
HIMHXKUWIT? XUHX X3parmi. ['ypaBayraapt, mmacHui
KOTHHUH, YCHMM HUKOTHH 39p3r JIT-plH eprenTuiir
00bEeKTUB OHMOMapKepyylaap YHAIDK, aMHBl XOHJIUHH
Y3JI3THIMH YHAIIIITAH XaMTaTraH aluriacHaap, “epTesir-
YpP ZIyH“-uiiH Xomboor Oaranraaxyyjgax OOJOMKTOM.
Omoacr b, ACH-miin wnpyynruiir AT-1 eprentuitn Oycan
YH2JIT93HUN apryynarail xapbllyyjicaH ‘“‘epTer-yp auur -
UIH aHAJIN3 XUHX Hb X3PATKUIATHIHH LIUHIBIp raprairaj
qyXaJl M3I3JII TeX OOJHO.

Xouiranp Xs3raapijaramail Oaiiiaac
[IJITraalad, HOTOJTOOHBI WTIAJIII Mam Oara Tk
yHam3racoH 4, ACH ub xyyxaunita JIT-b1H apxar epTenTHiir
SMHIJI3YHIT WIPYYJIdX Mapkep Oaiix OOJOMMKTOWr Owmj
caHas Oonrox OaiiHa.

dyrwdar: [lam tamxupantag eprceH xyyxayyaa ACH
WJIPIX Marajyiai Hb OpTeeryi XYyXayyATou xapblyyiaxas
MAIPTIRXYHL oHAep OaitHa (OR 2.58, 95% CI 1.35-4.95).
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Abstract:

Background: Passive smoking among children remains a serious public health concern, particularly because children’s
ability to avoid household environmental tobacco smoke exposure is limited when parents smoke. In recent years, in-
creasing scholarly attention has been given to oral mucosal pigmentation as a potential clinical sign of long-term passive
smoking in children. However, no previous study has synthesized the available evidence on this topic.

Aim: This systematic review and meta-analysis aimed to evaluate the association between passive smoking and oral
pigmentation in children.

Materials and Methods: A systematic search was conducted in international electronic databases, including PubMed,
Scopus, Web of Science, and the Cochrane Library, in accordance with PRISMA guidelines. Observational studies as-
sessing the association between passive smoking and oral pigmentation among children aged <18 years were included.
Methodological quality was assessed using the Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT). A random-effects meta-analysis
was performed, and pooled odds ratios (ORs) with 95% confidence intervals (Cls) were calculated. Between-study het-
erogeneity was assessed using the 12 statistic, and the certainty of evidence was evaluated using the GRADE approach.
Results: Seven studies involving a total of 1,582 participants met the inclusion criteria. The meta-analysis demonstrated
that passive smoking was significantly associated with an increased risk of oral pigmentation in children, with a pooled
OR 0f 2.58 (95% CI, 1.35-4.95; p=0.004). Compared with children without exposure to passive smoking, those exposed
to environmental tobacco smoke had an absolute risk increase of 17% (95% CI, 6.3%-23.9%). Subgroup analysis by as-
sessment method showed a consistent effect among studies using the Gingival Pigmentation Index (GPI) (OR, 2.12; 95%
Cl, 1.58-2.84), whereas studies using the Dummett Oral Pigmentation Index (DOPI) showed a wider confidence interval
(OR, 3.26; 95% CI, 0.68-15.54). According to the MMAT assessment, the included studies demonstrated adequate par-
ticipant selection in 100% of cases, appropriate outcome measurement in 76.9%, and adequate control of confounding
factors in 46.2%. Owing to the observational nature of the included studies, moderate heterogeneity, and the potential risk
of confounding by physiological pigmentation, the certainty of evidence was rated as low according to GRADE.
Conclusion: Children exposed to environmental tobacco smoke had a significantly higher likelihood of oral mucosal
pigmentation than unexposed children. These findings suggest that screening for oral mucosal pigmentation during pedi-
atric oral examinations may serve as a non-invasive marker of passive smoking exposure and may provide visible clinical
evidence to support counseling parents on smoking cessation and smoke-free household environments.

Keywords: Passive smoking, Secondhand smoke exposure, Oral cavity, Hypermelanosis, Early detection.
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