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Comparative Clinical Study of Composites Labial Veneer
Between Silux and Command Ultrafine in Treating

Dental Fluorcsis in 14-16 Year-old School Children.
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Comparative clinical study of composite labial veneer using Silux

and Command ultrafineR in treating dental fluorosis in 14-16 yvear
-0lé school children.

Abstract

This study was conducted to compare the clinical results of

composite labial veneer between SiluxR and Command ultrafineR in

46 patient who had fluora;ad teeth from mild to moderate levels
of severity, aged 14-16 year old

The simple random treatments on six upper anterior teeth

(#13, #12, #11, #21, #22, #23) were performed by using SiluxR and

R y
Command ultrafine on either left or right three upper ante=i-i

teeth 1in each patient. The clinical evaluation and interview
( th th th

had been accomplished at the 6 : 12 and 18 month after

treatment.

The clinical results had been shown to be much effective in
both SiluxR and Command ultrafineR there were not statistically
significant differences (P>0.05) when comparing between the two
composites in color matching with the shade guide, marginal
adaptation, the endurance for cavo-marginal discoloration,quality
of surface texture. The dental caries had not been occurred on
the restored teeth during the three periods of follow up

For the gingival health and oral hygiene of the patients,
statistical analysis of the results showed more improvement and
no differences between SiluxR and Command ultrafineR. Further
analysis of patient's attitude in receiving treatment of dental
flucrosis, again showed high level of acceptancec durinc “he three

evaluation periods.
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