
Turkiye Klinikleri J Dental Sci. 2024;30(3):422-9

422

Early childhood caries (ECC), although sub-
stantially preventable, is one of the most common 
chronic childhood diseases. Therefore, it can be said 

that ECC is a worldwide public health problem.1 
Nowadays; The American Academy of Pediatric 
Dentistry defines this type of caries as ECC and Se-
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ABS TRACT Objective: The study aimed to assess the quality and 
readability of web-based information regarding the early childhood 
caries (ECC). Material and Methods: An internet search using ten dif-
ferent search terms was conducted using the Google search engine. The 
study was conducted in English on a total of 300 websites by a pediatric 
dentist. Only official and governmental websites were included in the 
study. The websites were evaluated for quality based on the Journal of 
the American Medical Association (JAMA) benchmark criteria, the 
DISCERN, and Ensuring quality information for patients (EQIP toolk-
its). The readability formulas Flesch-Kincaid reading ease, the Flesch-
Kincaid grade level, Simple Measure of Gobbledygook reading grade 
level were used to analyze readability. The data obtained was analyzed 
with the SPSS 23 program, and p<0.05 was accepted as the statistically 
significant. Results: No website has reached an excellent DISCERN 
score. More than half of the websites did not meet any of the JAMA cri-
teria. Only 3 of the websites met all JAMA criteria. When the total 
EQIP score was evaluated, it was determined that the websites showed 
a low-medium level of information quality. The mean reading level was 
8th to 9th grade and considered standard to read. Only 7 websites were 
measured as difficult to read. Conclusion: The results of the conducted 
study showed that the information shared about ECC on websites were 
mostly poor in terms of quality, according to the readability formulas 
it was found to be significantly higher than the recommended 6th grade 
education level. 
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ÖZET Amaç: Çalışma, erken çocukluk çağı çürüklerine [Early child-
hood caries (ECC)] ilişkin internet tabanlı bilgilerin kalitesinin ve oku-
nabilirliğinin değerlendirmesini amaçlamaktadır. Gereç ve Yöntemler: 
Google arama motoru kullanılarak, on farklı arama terimi ile bir inter-
net taraması yapıldı. Araştırma bir çocuk diş hekimi tarafından, İngi-
lizce dilinde toplam 300 internet sitesiyle gerçekleştirildi. Araştırmaya 
yalnızca resmi ve hükümete ait internet siteleri dâhil edildi. İnternet si-
teleri, Amerikan Tıp Birliği Dergisi [Journal of the American Medical 
Association (JAMA)], DISCERN ve hastalara kaliteli bilgi sağlama 
[Ensuring quality information for patients (EQIP)] kıyaslama kriterleri 
temel alınarak kalite açısından değerlendirildi. Okunabilirliği analiz 
etmek için okunabilirlik formülleri Flesch-Kincaid okuma kolaylığı, 
Flesch-Kincaid sınıf seviyesi, Gobbledygook’un Basit Ölçüsü okuma 
notu seviyesi kullanıldı. Elde edilen veriler SPSS 23 programı ile ana-
liz edildi ve p<0,05 istatistiksel olarak anlamlı kabul edildi. Bulgular: 
Hiçbir internet sitesi mükemmel bir DISCERN puanına ulaşamadı. İn-
ternet sitelerinin yarısından fazlası JAMA kriterlerinin hiçbirini karşı-
lamadı. İnternet sitelerinden yalnızca üçü tüm JAMA kriterlerini 
karşıladı. Toplam EQIP puanı değerlendirildiğinde web sitelerinin 
düşük-orta düzeyde bilgi kalitesi gösterdiği belirlendi. Ortalama okuma 
seviyesi 8. ila 9. sınıf arasındaydı ve okumanın standart olduğu kabul 
edildi. Yalnızca 7 internet sitesinin okunması zor olarak ölçüldü. 
Sonuç: Yapılan çalışmanın sonuçları, internet sitelerinde ECC hak-
kında paylaşılan bilgilerin çoğunlukla kalite ve içerik açısından zayıf ol-
duğunu, okunabilirlik formüllerine göre önerilen 6. sınıf eğitim 
seviyesinin üzerinde olduğunu göstermiştir. 
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vere ECC (S-ECC) to better express its multifacto-
rial etiology. ECC, which can also be called baby bot-
tle caries, is defined as the presence of one or more 
decayed, missing, or filled tooth surfaces in primary 
teeth in children under the age of six. S-ECC is de-
scribed as the presence of more than 4 decayed, miss-
ing, or filled tooth surfaces at the age of 3, more than 
5 at the age of 4, or more than 6 at the age of 5.2 ECC, 
affects not only oral health but also general health. 
The development of children with ECC may be slow 
and inadequate due to malnutrition, the infection ob-
served in their teeth may cause focal infection, and 
problems such as pain, insomnia, and restlessness 
may cause psychological problems.1,3 

As a result of widespread access to the internet, 
it has become an important source of information 
about various diseases and treatment processes. The 
vast resources of health information available on the 
internet have great potential to improve public health. 
Today, almost all patients browse different websites to 
clarify health-related issues before consulting doctors. 
The information obtained quickly and easily from the 
internet is very effective in the decisions individuals 
make regarding their health. If the information they ob-
tain is not prepared in line with evidence-based data, it 
may lead patients to be misled or delay their treatment. 
However, there is no legal legislation or mechanism 
regulating the sources of health-related information on 
the internet, and the accuracy of the content and infor-
mation provided is not checked.4,5 Individuals may un-
intentionally get harmed while searching for health 
information on the internet too. The fact that individu-
als have access to contradictory, unclear, and inaccu-
rate health information on the internet can increase their 
level of concern and anxiety about health. On the other 
hand, increasing the quality of individuals’ health lit-
eracy can contribute to healthy lifestyle behaviors and 
quality of life.6,7 Therefore, the quality, reliability, and 
validity of the information on the internet are very 
important. As a result of the increasing access of in-
dividuals to internet-based health-related informa-
tion, some validated tools have been developed that 
evaluate the content of websites from different per-
spectives. The information about ECC on websites 
must have accurate and reliable content. The read-
ability of the text is as important as the content of the 

information for patients to understand the informa-
tion given and take appropriate actions. The first 
thing that comes to our mind is to do an internet 
search for everything we wonder about during the 
day, whether necessary or unnecessary. Undoubtedly, 
every child is the first priority of his/her parent/care-
giver. A parent/caregiver who notices that their child 
has tooth decay will try to alleviate their concerns by 
researching this situation on the internet before con-
sulting a doctor. In this context, if the information on 
the internet is not reliable and understandable, there 
will be a possibility of making wrong decisions about 
the child’s health. For these reasons, this study aims 
to evaluate the content quality, reliability, and read-
ability of information about ECC presented on offi-
cial and government websites. With this study, which 
aims to examine the websites that provide informa-
tion about ECC, which is very common in children 
all over the world, the current situation will be ana-
lyzed and an important step will be taken to make the 
necessary improvements. 

 MATERIAL AND METHODS 
Ethics committee approval was not obtained because 
publicly available digital data was used in this de-
scriptive study, in which websites providing infor-
mation about ECC were analyzed in terms of quality, 
usability, content, and readability.  

Google (Google LLC, Mountain View, Califor-
nia, USA), the most popularly used search engine 
worldwide, holding 92.21% of the global search en-
gine market share, was used to access written texts 
related to ECC. Before starting the study, Google 
Trends was used to identify phrases that parents/care-
givers are thought to frequently search on the internet 
to satisfy their curiosity about tooth decay in their 
children. The 10 most frequently preferred phrases in 
Google searches in the last year were determined. 
Keywords selected were all phrases and listed as fol-
lows: “ECC”, “early childhood decay”, “infant tooth 
caries”, “infant tooth decay”, “baby tooth decay”, 
“deciduous tooth decay”, “milk tooth decay”, “nurs-
ing decay”, “bottle caries”, “baby bottle tooth decay”. 

An independent online search was conducted 
after deleting cookies and browser history to avoid 
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affecting the research results and disabling the loca-
tion on the computer. GPS is disabled to prevent the 
search engine from only displaying websites close to 
the researcher’s location. 

Only official and governmental websites were 
included in the study. The duplicate websites, articles 
for academic purposes, book contents, advertise-
ments, discussion groups, sites that require subscrip-
tion or payment, social media, websites for the 
education of dental professionals, videos, and images 
were excluded from the evaluation. In addition, 
graphics, images, videos, tables, figures, and list for-
mats, addresses, and telephone numbers within the 
text were not included in the evaluation to prevent er-
roneous results. 

The search was performed by one pediatric den-
tist. The search was planned in English language on 
a total of 300 websites. Any duplicates were removed 
after sorting the database website URLs alphabeti-
cally. As a result of the Google search conducted be-
tween 13/09/2023 and 10/10/2023 using 10 relevant 
search terms, the addresses of the first 30 websites 
that met the inclusion criteria were copied and saved 
in an Excel file. Since it has been determined in pre-
vious similar studies that users can examine the data 
of the first 30 sites at most depending on the distri-
bution of attention and interest in internet searches, 
within the scope of our study, the first 30 sites for 
each term are examined.8 

The quality of websites included in the study 
was evaluated using the Journal of American Medi-
cal Association (JAMA) benchmark criteria’, Quality 
Criteria for Consumer Health Information (DIS-
CERN) questionnaire, and Ensuring of quality infor-
mation for the patient (EQIP) criteria. 

The readability level of informational texts on 
websites was calculated with the Flesch-Kincaid 
reading ease (FKRE), the Flesch-Kincaid grade level 
(FKGL), Simple Measure of Gobbledygook (SMOG) 
reading grade level which are common measurements 
used for English texts. 

DISCERN criteria, which is a tool used to 
demonstrate the quality of health-related internet-
based information, consists of 16 questions scored 
between 1-5. The first eight questions include gen-

eral website information; “Are the objectives 
clear?” or “Were quotes used?” like. The second 
eight questions assess knowledge on treatment, “Is 
it clear that there is more than one treatment op-
tion?” like. The author independently examined the 
websites using the DISCERN criteria and a final 
DISCERN score was obtained for each website. The 
final DISCERN score ranges from 16 to 80. Ac-
cording to the score results, scores between 63 and 
80 were considered “excellent”, between 51 and 62 
as “good”, between 39 and 50 as “fair”, between 28 
and 38 as “poor” and between 16 and 27 as “very 
poor”.9 

JAMA Benchmark criteria analyze internet-
based information under 4 criteria; authorship, attri-
butions, annotation, and validity (JAMA score 0-4, 
Authorship (1 point): Authors and contributors, their 
affiliations, and relevant credentials should be pro-
vided; Attribution (1 point): References and sources 
should be listed for all content; Description (1 point): 
Conflicts of interest, funding, sponsorship, advertis-
ing, support and video ownership must be fully dis-
closed; Validity (1 point): Dates the content was 
published and updated must be stated. The rater as-
signs 1 point for each criterion in the text, and the 
final score ranges from 0 to 4. Four points represent 
the highest reliability and quality. According to 
JAMA results, videos with 0-1 points contain insuf-
ficient information (low reliability), videos with 2-3 
points contain medium sufficient information 
(medium reliability) and videos with 4 points are 
completely. They are determined to contain sufficient 
(reliable) information.10 

EQIP is used to evaluate the quality and design 
of websites containing written health information. 
With this method, it is evaluated that written infor-
mation is conveyed to individuals, the information is 
evidence-based, and individuals or patients are in-
cluded in the diagnosis and treatment processes. The 
original EQIP tool consists of 20 questions answered 
with yes/no. The modified EQIP tool has been altered 
to include a 36-item criterion based on guidance from 
the British Medical Association and the International 
Patient Decision Aids Standards on providing pa-
tients with the most relevant information. The modi-
fied EQIP tool removes the “partial yes” option found 
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in the original, which was thought to reduce reliabil-
ity. Websites that scored above the 75th percentile are 
considered high-scoring websites while the others are 
low-scoring websites.11 

There are many formulas used in assessing the 
readability of written texts. In this study, FKRE, 
FKGL, and SMOG formulas, which are among the 
most used readability formulas, were used. FKRE 
was published by Flesch in 1948. The score is deter-
mined according to the following formula: 

Flesch Reading Ease formula=206,835-1,015x 
(number of words/number of sentences)+84.6x(num-
ber of syllables/number of words) 

The resulting Flesch score can be converted to 
reading difficulty level and approximate education 
level by using the classification below (Table 1).  

FKGL test, unlike the Flesch Reading Ease test, 
indicates which age group the prepared content ap-
peals to in parallel with the education level. Here’s 
how to calculate The FKGL score. 

Flesch-Kincaid Formula=0.39x(Total words total 
sentences) 11.8x(Total syllables total words) 15.59 

The SMOG readability formula was developed 
by McLaughlin. This formula consists of a readabil-
ity equation based on the variables “average sentence 
length” and “proportion of words with 3 or more syl-
lables”. The SMOG readability conversion table is 
given in Table 2.  

Those metrics were collected from the online 
tool Readable. io (Readable.io, Bolney, England) 
through the Uniform Resource Locator (URL) of the 
website or the direct input of the texts in the plat-
form. 

The data obtained as a result of the study was 
recorded with Microsoft Office Excel (Microsoft Of-
fice 365; Microsoft Inc., USA). The data were im-
ported to IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows software, 
version 23 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). All vari-
ables were analyzed for normality using Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test. Descriptive statistics of categorical data 
were shown using frequency and percentage values, 
and descriptive statistics of numerical data were 
shown using median values. In the study, Mann-Whit-
ney U test was used between two independent groups 
for numerical data comparisons and Kruskall-Wallis 
non-parametric analysis of variance evaluation was 
used for multiple independent groups, and Chi-square 
test was used for categorical data comparisons. The 
relationship between evaluation methods was exam-
ined with the Spearman correlation coefficient. 
p<0.05 was considered statistically significant. 

 RESULTS 
All of the 300 websites containing information on 
ECC examined for the study are official or govern-
mental sites belonging to dental and health profes-
sionals. 

The DISCERN score of the websites evaluated 
ranged from 16 to 62 and had an average score of 
41.3±11.34. No website has reached an excellent 
DISCERN score. Almost half of the websites re-
ceived poor or very poor scores. The most remark-
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Score Approximate education level Reading difficulty 
90-100 5th grade Very easy 
80-90 6th grade Easy 
70-80 7th grade Almost easy 
60-70 8th-9th class Standard 
50-60 10th-12th class Almost hard 
30-50 13th-16th class Hard 
0-30 University Very difficult 

TABLE 1:  Reading ease conversion table.

Total number of multisyllabic words Approximate education level 
1-6 5 
7-12 6 
13-20 7 
21-30 8 
31-42 9 
43-56 10 
57-72 11 
73-90 12 
91-110 13 
111-132 14 
157-182 16 
183-210 17 
211-240 18

TABLE 2:  Simple Measure of Gobbledygook readability  
conversion chart.
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able deficiencies in the websites were that it was un-
clear when it was produced and the reference sources 
(Table 3). 

More than half of the websites (53.7%) did not 
meet any of the JAMA criteria. Among the JAMA 
criteria, it was determined that the most complied was 
authorship, while the least was disclosure. Only 3 of 
the websites met all JAMA criteria. These 3 were the 
websites in fair category with the highest DISCERN 
total scores (Table 3).  

The average EQIP score was 49.8 with a stan-
dard deviation of 14.65. The lowest score in the sur-
vey was 22.2, and the maximum score was 88.8. 
When the total EQIP score was evaluated, it was de-
termined that the websites showed a low-medium 
level of information quality. Of the 300 websites 
evaluated, 281 were considered low-scoring websites 
-below the 75th percentile- while only 19 were evalu-
ated as high-scoring websites (Table 3). 

The mean FKRE value was 63.84±11.97 which 
was equivalent to a reading level of 8th to 9th grade 
and considered standard to read. The mean FKGL for 
all the websites was 7.67±2.11. SMOG analysis 
showed an average score of 7.4±5.18 for all the web-
sites (Table 3). Only 7 websites were measured as 
difficult to read. The Spearman correlation coeffi-
cient of all readability formulas was found to be 
0.000 (p<0.05). 

 DISCUSSION 
ECC is a substantial worldwide community problem 
due to its impact on quality of life, especially for chil-
dren.12 Internet is the most frequently used source for 
obtaining health-related information. Although in-
formation on the internet is also available in video 

and audio format, it is mostly in text format.13 There-
fore, it is very important for parents and caregivers 
who are worried about their children to obtain proper 
and eligible information about ECC. However, all 
websites are not at the same level of accuracy, and 
previous studies have stated enormous variations in 
quality and accessing low-quality websites negatively 
affects patients’ interactions with healthcare profes-
sionals.14 As far as we know, this is the first study in 
English language that evaluates both the content qual-
ity with three different toolkits and readability of on-
line information about ECC. Ten phrases were used 
to attain different types of websites, and the keywords 
were selected by estimating what the general popula-
tion might use when seeking ECC treatment.15 

Google is the most frequently used search en-
gine in the world, and in our study, only one search 
engine “Google” was used, which provided more re-
sults compared to other search engines.16 Studies 
have shown that patients have a low potential to 
search beyond 30 websites. For this reason, the search 
for the current study was limited to only 30 websites 
for each phrase.17 

According to the study results, the average con-
tent and reliability scores of the examined websites 
were determined to be at the low-medium level. The 
fact that the websites are mostly prepared by dental 
professionals (63%) can be seen as the reason why 
these values are not very low contrary to previous 
studies. 

It has been reported that a website that does not 
meet at least three of the JAMA criteria may be con-
sidered suspicious. Only 1% (n:3) of the sites exam-
ined in this study met all JAMA criteria, while 92% 
did not meet at least three criteria. It was determined 

Outcomes DISCERN JAMA EQIP FKRE FKGL SMOG 
XSD 41.3811.34 0.821.03 49.814.6 63.8411.97 7.672.11 7.405.18 

Overall
Median 40 1 47.2 65 7.4 7 
Minimum 16 0 22.2 5 2.9 4 
Maximum 62 4 88.8 96 16.9 93 

TABLE 3:  Descriptive statistics of scores of DISCERN, JAMA benchmark, FKRE, FKGL and SMOG.

SD: Standard deviation; JAMA: Journal of American Medical Association; EQIP: Ensuring of quality information for the patient; FKRE: Flesch-Kincaid reading ease;  
FKGL: Flesch-Kincaid grade level; SMOG: Simple Measure of Gobbledygook.



that the biggest deficiency was not specifying the in-
formation sources and their current status.10 

In this study, the quality of official and govern-
mental websites providing information about ECC 
was evaluated. Because individuals generally trust 
well-known and current official institutions more 
than promotional and advertisement websites.18 Pa-
tients often pay attention to whether the information 
is easily accessible, understandable, and useful when 
searching using the internet. However, the fact that 
information obtained on the internet is easily acces-
sible and understandable does not indicate the accu-
racy of this information.19 Because data is not edited, 
inaccurate information removed, or reviewed for ac-
curacy before it is publicly accessible. 

Many assessment tools attempt to evaluate var-
ious aspects of health information on the internet. 
These tools help individuals or patients to choose 
qualified and reliable websites. JAMA, DISCERN, 
and EQIP are the most well-known of these assess-
ment tools.9,10,20 For this reason, in our study, three 
different evaluation methods (JAMA, DISCERN, and 
EQIP), which have been used in various studies be-
fore, were used to obtain a more accurate result. 

Although the questions included in the DIS-
CERN and EQIP toolkits generally coincide with 
each other, the DISCERN toolkit evaluates the qual-
ity in terms of information, while the EQIP toolkit 
evaluates the quality in terms of both information and 
understanding of the information by the reader. For 
websites to achieve their purpose, their content must 
not only be accurate and reliable but also must be 
readable for the target audience.21,22 

According to the DISCERN toolkit results in this 
study, the quality of the websites evaluated was gen-
erally found to be fair. None of the websites were 
evaluated as “excellent”, and 67 websites were eval-
uated as “good”. The data obtained from this study 
are similar to the data obtained from other studies 
conducted with DISCERN.23-25 

There are many studies in the literature in which 
content analysis was conducted using different tools 
on various topics related to oral and dental health in 
pediatric patients. However, there are almost no stud-
ies evaluating website quality and readability regard-

ing ECC. In a recent study, websites providing infor-
mation about ECC in English, Spanish, and Por-
tuguese were evaluated according to DISCERN and 
JAMA toolkits and language-based readability for-
mulas. According to the results of the study, although 
the websites were generally easy to read, their content 
quality was found to be low.24 Also, similar to our 
study, the quality of the websites was low regardless 
of whether they were prepared by health profession-
als. 

In another study evaluating the content quality 
and reliability of websites providing information 
about restorative treatments in pediatric patients, the 
results were found to be moderate low, similar to the 
current study.23 

Healthcare professional organizations have rec-
ommended that patient education materials be at a 
reading level of 6th grade and below to be easy to read 
and understand for individuals of all literacy lev-
els.26,27 It was determined that the average readability 
of most of the informational texts on the websites of 
health-related institutions and organizations included 
in this study was equivalent to the 8th and 9th grade 
reading level which means standard.  

Hendrickson et al evaluated the readability of on-
line pediatric oral health education materials using the 
FKGL, FKRE, and SMOG formulas, but unlike the 
current study, it was observed that the three formulas 
did not yield compatible results with each other.28 

In a study evaluating the content and quality of 
online patient information texts regarding dental 
treatments with sedation in pediatric patients, it was 
reported that improvements were needed in both as-
pects.29 

Similarly, in the current study, Kılınç and Ateşçi 
evaluated the quality and content of web-based in-
formation on the treatment of traumatic dental in-
juries using the DISCERN toolkit, and FKGL, 
FKRE, SMOG formulas and found it to be at a 
medium-low level.30 

It is recommended to keep sentences short, use 
uniform and plain language throughout the text, avoid 
long lists as much as possible, and use bullet points 
and graphics carefully while preparing information 
texts for patients.31,32 
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A parent/caregiver who notices that their childs 
have tooth decay will immediately do an internet 
search. However, if the online information they ac-
cess about ECC has low quality content or is difficult 
to read, it will be inevitable to make the wrong deci-
sion. This situation will pave the way for the child 
not to receive the necessary oral and dental health-
care services and for ECC to remain a common social 
problem all over the world. In particular, it is en-
couraging to reconsider the contents of websites that 
provide information on issues that continue to be a 
common problem all over the world, and the collab-
orative work of governments and professional orga-
nizations will contribute greatly to the creation of 
reliable and understandable online information 
sources. 

 CONCLUSION 
The results of the conducted study showed that the 
information shared about ECC on websites varies. In 
addition to the fact that the websites included in the 
research were mostly poor in terms of quality, ac-
cording to the readability formulas, the readability of 
the websites was found to be significantly higher than 
the recommended 6th grade education level. In order 
to access better quality online health information in 
the future, information should be constantly updated, 
inaccurate and incomplete information should be 
changed, and the quality and reliability of the infor-

mation should be evaluated. Considering the nega-
tive consequences that online health information may 
create, a control mechanism is required to evaluate 
the quality and reliability of the information, to check 
whether the content consists of accurate information, 
and to ensure that the information is standardized in 
content related to any health issue. The present study 
has some limitations. The fact that the study was con-
ducted by a single pediatric dentist may have enabled 
some objective evaluations. In the future, conducting 
new studies by increasing the number of samples and 
evaluators will make great contributions to the liter-
ature. 

Source of Finance 

During this study, no financial or spiritual support was received 
neither from any pharmaceutical company that has a direct con-
nection with the research subject, nor from a company that pro-
vides or produces medical instruments and materials which may 
negatively affect the evaluation process of this study. 

Conflict of Interest 
No conflicts of interest between the authors and / or family mem-
bers of the scientific and medical committee members or mem-
bers of the potential conflicts of interest, counseling, expertise, 
working conditions, share holding and similar situations in any 
firm. 

Authorship Contributions 
This study is entirely author's own work and no other author  
contribution.

1. Pitts NB, Baez RJ, Diaz-Guillory C, Donly KJ, Alberto Feldens C, McGrath C, 
et al. Early childhood caries: IAPD bangkok declaration. J Dent Child (Chic). 
2019;86(2):72. [PubMed]  

2. American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry. "Policy on early childhood caries 
(ECC): Consequences and preventive strategies.The Reference Manual of 
Pediatric Dentistry. Chicago, III.: American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry, 
2021, 81-84. [Link]  

3. Edelstein BL, Chinn CH, Laughlin RJ, Custodio-Lumsden CL. Early clidhood 
caries definition and epidemiology. In: Berg JH, Slayton RL, eds. Early Child-
hood Oral Health. 2nd ed. New Jersey: Wiley Online Library; 2015. p.15-46. 
[Crossref]  

4. Murray E, Lo B, Pollack L, Donelan K, Catania J, Lee K, et al. The impact of 
health information on the Internet on health care and the physician-patient 

relationship: national U.S. survey among 1.050 U.S. physicians. J Med In-
ternet Res. 2003;5(3):e17. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

5. Atkinson NL, Saperstein SL, Pleis J. Using the internet for health-related ac-
tivities: findings from a national probability sample. J Med Internet Res. 
2009;11(1):e4. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

6. Safdari R, Gholamzadeh M, Saeedi S, Tanhapour M, Rezayi S. An evaluation 
of the quality of COVID-19 websites in terms of HON principles and using 
DISCERN tool. Health Info Libr J. 2023;40(4):371-89. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  
[PMC]  

7. Qenam B, Kim TY, Carroll MJ, Hogarth M. Text simplification using consumer 
health vocabulary to generate patient-centered radiology reporting: transla-
tion and evaluation. J Med Internet Res. 2017;19(12):e417. [Crossref]  
[PubMed]  [PMC]  

 REFERENCES

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31395110/
https://www.aapd.org/globalassets/media/policies_guidelines/p_eccconsequences.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/9781119101741.ch2
https://www.jmir.org/2003/3/e17/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14517108/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1550564/
https://www.jmir.org/2009/1/e4/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19275980/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2762768/
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/hir.12454
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35949046/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9539229/
https://www.jmir.org/2017/12/e417/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29254915/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5748472/


Büşra AKKAYA Turkiye Klinikleri J Dental Sci. 2024;30(3):422-9

429

8. Zeldman J. Taking Your Talent to the Web: a guide for the transitioning de-
signer. New Riders Publishing, 2001. [Link]  

9. Charnock D, Shepperd S, Needham G, Gann R. DISCERN: an instrument for 
judging the quality of written consumer health information on treatment 
choices. J Epidemiol Community Health. 1999;53(2):105-11. [Crossref]  
[PubMed]  [PMC]  

10. Silberg WM, Lundberg GD, Musacchio RA. Assessing, controlling, and as-
suring the quality of medical information on the Internet: Caveant lector et 
viewor-Let the reader and viewer beware. JAMA. 1997;277(15):1244-5. 
[Crossref]  [PubMed]  

11. Engelmann J, Fischer C, Nkenke E. Quality assessment of patient informa-
tion on orthognathic surgery on the internet. J Craniomaxillofac Surg. 
2020;48(7):661-5. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

12. Baltaci E, Baygin Ö, Korkmaz FM. Erken çocukluk çağı çürükleri: güncel lit-
eratür derlemesi [Early childhood caries and risk factors: A literature review]. 
Turkiye Klinikleri Dishekimligi Bilimleri Dergisi. 2017;23(3):191-202. [Crossref]  

13. Aksoy M, Topsakal KG. YouTube™ for information on paediatric oral health 
instructions. Int J Dent Hyg. 2022;20(3):496-503. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  

14. Clarke MA, Moore JL, Steege LM, Koopman RJ, Belden JL, Canfield SM, et 
al. Health information needs, sources, and barriers of primary care patients 
to achieve patient-centered care: a literature review. Health Informatics J. 
2016;22(4):992-1016. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  

15. Eysenbach G, Köhler C. How do consumers search for and appraise health 
information on the world wide web? Qualitative study using focus groups, us-
ability tests, and in-depth interviews. BMJ. 2002;324(7337):573-7. [Crossref]  
[PubMed]  [PMC]  

16. Özduran E. "Bel ağrısı" ile ilgili Türkçe internet kaynaklı hasta eğitim 
materyallerinin okunabilirliklerinin değerlendirilmesi [Evaluation of the read-
ability of Turkish internet-based patient education materials related to "low 
back pain]. Dokuz Eylül Üniversitesi Tıp Fakültesi Dergisi. 2022;36(2):135-
50. [Crossref]  

17. van Deursen AJAM, van Dijk JAGM. Using the Internet: Skill related prob-
lems in users' online behavior. Interacting With Computers. 2009;21(5-6):393-
402. [Crossref]  

18. Yeung AWK, Wochele-Thoma T, Eibensteiner F, Klager E, Hribersek M, Par-
vanov ED, et al. Official websites providing ınformation on COVID-19 vacci-
nation: readability and content analysis. JMIR Public Health Surveill. 
2022;8(3):e34003. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

19. Moorhead SA, Hazlett DE, Harrison L, Carroll JK, Irwin A, Hoving C. A new 
dimension of health care: systematic review of the uses, benefits, and limita-
tions of social media for health communication. J Med Internet Res. 
2013;15(4):e85. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

20. Moult B, Franck LS, Brady H. Ensuring quality information for patients: de-
velopment and preliminary validation of a new instrument to improve the qual-
ity of written health care information. Health Expect. 2004;7(2):165-75. 
[Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

21. Öztürk T. Üniversitelere ait İnternet Web sitelerinin ortodonti hastaları için 
sağladığı bilgi kalitesinin değerlendirilmesi [Evaluation of the information qual-
ity provided by university Internet websites for orthodontic patients]. Selcuk 
Dental Journal. 2021;8(1):106-12. [Crossref]  

22. Ghani S, Fan KS, Fan KH, Lenti L, Raptis D. Using the ensuring quality in-
formation for patients tool to assess patient information on appendicitis web-
sites: systematic search and evaluation. J Med Internet Res. 
2021;23(3):e22618. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

23. Kuter B, Atesci AA, Eden E. Quality and reliability of web-based information 
regarding restorative treatment in pediatric patients. Eur Oral Res. 
2021;55(3):104-9. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  [PMC]  

24. Ayala Aguirre PE, Aníbal I, Strieder AP, Lotto M, Lopes Rizzato V, Pereira 
Cruvinel AF, et al. Online quality and readability assessment of Early child-
hood caries information available on websites from distinct countries: a cross-
sectional study. Eur J Paediatr Dent. 2022;23(1):15-20. [PubMed]  

25. Aguirre PEA, Coelho MM, Rios D, Machado MAAM, Cruvinel AFP, Cruvinel 
T. Evaluating the dental caries-related information on brazilian websites: qual-
itative study. J Med Internet Res. 2017;19(12):e415. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  
[PMC]  

26. Weiss BD. Health literacy: a manual for clinicians. Chicago: American Med-
ical Association Foundation and American Medical Association; 2003. 

27. Cotugna N, Vickery CE, Carpenter-Haefele KM. Evaluation of literacy level of 
patient education pages in health-related journals. J Community Health. 
2005;30(3):213-9. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  

28. Hendrickson RL, Huebner CE, Riedy CA. Readability of pediatric health ma-
terials for preventive dental care. BMC Oral Health. 2006;6:14. [Crossref]  
[PubMed]  [PMC]  

29. Şahin TN, Özmen EE. Evaluation of readability and content of patient infor-
mation texts on Turkish websites about pediatric dentistry under sedation. 
European Annals of Dental Sciences. 2023:50(1):47-51. [Crossref]  

30. Kılınç G, Ateşçi AA. Evaluation of quality and readability of online informa-
tion on treatments of traumatic dental injuries. Selcuk Dental Journal. 
2022;9(1):46-52. [Crossref]  

31. Alexander RE. Readability of published dental educational materials. J Am 
Dent Assoc. 2000;131(7):937-42. [Crossref]  [PubMed]  

32. Alexander RE. Patient understanding of postsurgical instruction forms. Oral 
Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 1999;87(2):153-8. [Crossref]  
[PubMed] 

https://zeldman.com/talent/Taking_Your_Talent_to_the_Web.pdf
https://jech.bmj.com/content/53/2/105
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10396471/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1756830/
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/10.1001/jama.277.15.1244
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9103351/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1010518220301153?via%3Dihub
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32518020/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7255739/
https://www.turkiyeklinikleri.com/article/en-early-childhood-caries-a-literature-review-77449.html
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/idh.12580
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35030292/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1460458215602939
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26377952/
https://www.bmj.com/content/324/7337/573
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11884321/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC78994/
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/pub/deutip/issue/72585/1174522
https://academic.oup.com/iwc/article-abstract/21/5-6/393/754866?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://publichealth.jmir.org/2022/3/e34003
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35073276/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8929406/
https://www.jmir.org/2013/4/e85/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23615206/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3636326/
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1369-7625.2004.00273.x
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15117391/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5060233/
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/pub/selcukdentj/issue/62023/741264
https://www.jmir.org/2021/3/e22618
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33729160/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8035662/
https://iupress.istanbul.edu.tr/en/journal/eor/article/quality-and-reliability-of-web-based-information-regarding-restorative-treatment-in-pediatric-patients
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34746780/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8547753/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35274537/
https://www.jmir.org/2017/12/e415/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29237585/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5745348/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10900-004-1959-x
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15847246/
https://bmcoralhealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6831-6-14
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17109743/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1693546/
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/eads/issue/76324/1185285
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/selcukdentj/issue/69459/814290
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0002817714626787?via%3Dihub
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10916332/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1079210499702659?via%3Dihub
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10052368/

