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Abstract \

This paper assesses incremental cost effectiveness ratio (ICER) of a dental

sealant project conducted at 22 primary schools near Lam Lookga hospital, Pathum
Thani Province. Total of 486 primary school students at year 3 are examined in this
exercise. Of these 486 students, 312 students participated in the project and 174
students did not participate in the project. It has been found that the average values
of Decayed/Missing/Filled/Teeth (DMFT) of participants and non-participates are
almost identical. Consequentially, the ICER analysis indicated that the project fails
the test for cost effectiveness. Such failure can be attributed to several factors. These
include delayed and infrequent provision of sealants. This project was not worthwhile
investment due for sampling in research does not reflect the risk of dental caries.
However, if non-monetary and long-term benefits in term of cost saving were to
be included in the analysis, the results might be different. Moreover, the religion
of population and the cause of dental caries should be included in the analysis to

increase the efficiency of the project.
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