
Table 2. Lesion depth of artificial initial carious lesions before and after pH cycling.
	Restorative material
	Toothpaste
	n
	Baseline LD (gHAp/cm³)
	LD after pH cycling (gHAp/cm³)
	Change in LD (%)

	Resin composite
	Fluoride
	10
	111.767 ± 8.408
	134.833 ± 14.096†
	20.459 ± 5.587ᵃᵇ

	
	Fluoride + HA
	10
	111.167 ± 7.101
	132.200 ± 12.859†
	18.800 ± 6.313ᵃᵇ

	
	HA
	10
	111.066 ± 6.625
	128.266 ± 10.057†
	15.581 ± 7.476ᵃ

	
	No toothpaste
	10
	110.700 ± 4.517
	138.300 ± 11.458†
	24.398 ± 8.606ᵇ

	GIC
	Fluoride
	10
	111.667 ± 7.445
	108.067 ± 8.225†
	−3.234 ± 3.161ᵃ*

	
	Fluoride + HA
	10
	112.400 ± 8.362
	109.333 ± 8.038†
	−2.693 ± 2.337ᵃ*

	
	HA
	10
	112.266 ± 7.359
	108.500 ± 5.013†
	−3.213 ± 3.112ᵃ*

	
	No toothpaste
	10
	111.633 ± 5.734
	115.533 ± 5.994†
	3.501 ± 1.491ᵇ*


Data are presented as mean ± standard deviation (SD). HA, hydroxyapatite; GIC, glass ionomer cement.
†Significant difference between baseline and post–pH cycling lesion depth within the same experimental group (p < 0.05; paired t-test).
Within each restorative material, different lowercase superscript letters in the percentage-change column indicate significant differences among toothpaste groups (p < 0.05; Tukey post hoc test following two-way ANOVA). Groups sharing a superscript letter are not significantly different.
*Significant difference between resin composite and GIC for the corresponding toothpaste group (p < 0.05).






