Supplementary information

Supplementary Table 1: Detailed composition of the varnishes used in the study
	Product
	Manufacturer
	Composition

	Duraphat® Varnish
	Colgate-Palmolive, NSW, Australia
	Sodium fluoride, ethanol, colophony, white wax, shellac, saccharin, other ingredients

	ClinproTM White Varnish
	3M ESPE, MN, USA
	Pentaerythritol glycerol ester of colophony resin, n-hexane, ethanol, sodium fluoride, silica, thickener, food-grade flavour, modified tricalcium phosphate

	MI Varnish TM Varnish
	GC, Tokyo, Japan
	Polyvinyl acetate, hydrogenated rosin, ethanol, sodium fluoride, CPP-ACP, silicon dioxide









Supplementary Table 2: DNA primers used in the qRT-PCR analysis
	Primer name
	Primer sequence 
	Amplicon size (bp)
	Source or reference

	Streptococcus mutans
	SMUT-F: 5′-GCCTACAGCTCAGAGATGCTATTCT-3′
          SMUT-R: 5′-GCCATACACCACTCATGAATTGA-3′
	114
	[1]

	Lactobacillus fermentum
	LACTFER-F: 5′-TTCGCATGAACAACGCTTAAA-3′
           LACTFER-R: 5′-CCGCAGGTCCATCCAGAA-3′
	59

	[2]

	Universal 
	           UNI-F: 5′- CGCTAGTAATCGTGGATCAGAATG -3′
           UNI-R: 5′- TGTGACGGGCGGTGTGTA -3′
	69
	[1]
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Supplementary Figure 1: Flow diagram of the study design
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Participants included in RCT, Details elsewhere
(n=581)

Participants randomly sampled

(n=135)

Caries free
(n=45)

Control group
(Duraphat)
(n=15)

*3 applications (n=0)
*4 applications (n=4)
*5 applications (n=8)
*6 applications (n=3)

Test group
(Clinpro)
(n=15)

*3 applications (n=0)
*4 applications (n=4)
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Test group
MI)
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*5 applications (n=6)
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Control group
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Test group
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*3 applications (n=1)
*4 applications (n=5)
*5 applications (n=6)
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Test group
(MI)
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*3 applications (n=2)
*4 applications (n=6)
*5 applications (n=6)
*6 applications (n=1)

Children with cavitated carious lesions

(n=45)

Control group
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*3 applications (n=1)
*4 applications (n=5)
*5 applications (n=7)
*6 applications (n=2)

Test group
(Clinpro)
(n=15)

*3 applications (n=2)
*4 applications (n=4)
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*6 applications (n=1)

Test group
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*3 applications (n=1)
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