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ABSTRACT

Objective: To compare the remineralization potential and caries preventive efficacy of CPP-ACP/bio-
active glass/xylitol/ozone and topical fluoride (TF) combined therapy versus TF mono-therapy.
Material and methods: Embase, PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science and Cochrane databases were
searched. 4457 records were screened and 26 trials were included. Data from 16 trials was pooled
using Review Manager 5.4. Level of significance was p <.05. The certainty of the evidence was eval-
uated using GRADE.

Results: Pooled analysis of two trials for white spot lesions (WSLs) regression (SMD —0.6, 95% Cl:
[-1.07 to —0.14], p=.01) and three trials for post-intervention DIAGNOdent values (SMD —1.24, 95%
Cl: [-1.96 to —0.52], p=.0007) significantly favoured CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy over TF mono-
therapy. The sub-group analysis for caries increment (SMD —0.14, 95% Cl: [-0.21 to —0.07], p <.0001)
and the post intervention S mutans count (SMD —0.42, 95% Cl: [-0.62 to —0.23], p <.0001) signifi-
cantly favours ‘xylitol-TF" and ‘CPP-ACP-TF’ combined therapy respectively. The high/unclear risk of
bias, imprecision and indirectness of the included trials presented a low certainty of evidence.
Conclusion: CPP-ACP-TF exhibits superiority over TF monotherapy in remineralizing existing lesions
and demonstrates better antibacterial effect, whereas it is not more effective for preventing caries inci-
dence. However, Xylitol exerts an added benefit over fluoride alone in preventing caries increment.
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The low-certainty evidence highlights the need for more good quality trials.

Introduction

Dental caries is an easily preventable yet highly prevalent
disease affecting individuals across all age groups [1]. The
oral-cariogenic bacteria act on the dietary sugars to release
acid that lowers the oral pH favouring demineralisation of
the tooth surface. As soon as the salivary pH returns to nor-
mal, calcium and phosphate ions present in the oral environ-
ment maintain an overall mineral balance and promote
remineralization of the tooth surface [2,3]. An imbalance in
this demineralisation-remineralization process leads to devel-
opment of new lesions or further progression of existing
ones [4]. For many decades, the sole management of dental
caries had been through a surgical approach involving resto-
rations or endodontic therapy. Recently, there has been a
paradigm shift to a more conservative and medical approach
that focuses on preventive strategies at an early stage of
demineralisation to avoid disease progression.

Fluoride use has been the mainstay of non-invasive regi-
mens for treating initial tooth decay [4]. Though the main
action of fluoride is remineralization and formation of acid-
resistant fluorapatite, it also has an anti-cariogenic effect
owing to its inhibitory activity on bacterial metabolism [5,6].
Literature has shown a significant decline in caries incidence
in the post-fluoride-use era [4,7]. It is stated that fluoride

remineralizes the porous surface layer of enamel blocking
the enamel pores that limits the exchange of mineral ions,
thereby preventing remineralization of the under surface [8].
However, it is also reported that fluoride ions alone are not
adequate for the highly cariogenic/low pH oral environments
and that fluoride has a limited effect in high-risk individuals
[9]. In fact, it has been observed that in populations with
appropriate fluoride exposure, the dental caries prevalence
has reached a plateau level, and no further decline seems to
be possible [10]. Therefore, even though fluorides in its vari-
ous forms (toothpaste, varnish and gel) is conventionally
used to prevent caries incidence and progression, it is con-
cluded that fluoride alone is insufficient to prevent caries,
especially in high risk populations [11]. Thus, new strategies
that can enhance the remineralizing potential of fluoride and
also exert an added caries preventive effect are now being
investigated. Use of CPP-ACP, xylitol, bioactive glass and
ozone in combination with topical fluoride (TF) is implicated
in exerting an added caries preventive benefit over topical
fluoride use alone, but conclusive evidence is still lacking.
This study aimed to compare the remineralizing potential
and caries preventive efficacy of combined therapy using
CPP-ACP/bioactive glass/xylitol/ozone and TF versus TF
mono-therapy on high-risk individuals.
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Materials and methods

This study is registered with PROSPERO (CRD42020150746).
The study is in accordance with the PRISMA guidelines.

Search strategy

Embase, PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science and the Cochrane
Library databases were searched. Grey literature (using
OpenGrey and TRIP databases) and cross-references were
screened to obtain additional records. The search strategy is
summarised in Table 1.

All the search results obtained from various databases
were exported to an EndNote library, and duplicates were
removed. Two authors (‘'SS’ and ‘AG1’) screened the titles
and abstracts of all the records followed by full texts assess-
ment of the shortlisted articles according to the eligibility cri-
teria. Discrepancies, if any, were discussed and consensus
was sought. The PICO (S) strategy is given in Table 2.

Inclusion criteria

All randomised controlled trials published till May 2020, in
English language or with original translation to English
Language, were screened for possible inclusion. The studies
should have evaluated the efficacy of combined use of TF
with CPP-ACP/xylitol/bioactive glass/ozone versus TF alone
on the remineralizing potential and caries prevention.

Exclusion criteria

In-vitro studies; non-human trials; reviews; observational
studies; trials with imbalanced co-interventions that can dir-
ectly or indirectly influence the outcome variables.

Outcome variables

The primary outcome assessed was remineralization of an
existing lesion measured through change in the laser fluores-
cence/lesion area and visual assessment of white spot lesions
(WSLs). Additionally, DIAGNOdent scorings were used to
assess change in the tooth demineralization status. The sec-
ondary outcome was the caries preventive efficacy assessed
through mean dental caries increment/proportion of subjects
with new carious lesions and post-intervention S. mutans col-
ony count/proportion of subjects with high S mutans count.

Data extraction and quality assessment

Two authors (‘AG1’ and ‘SS’) separately collected relevant
information from each study on various aspects such as
country of origin, study design, study site, study population,
treatment regimen, and the reported results.

The risk of bias for the included studies was assessed
using the Cochrane’s Collaboration tool for Systematic
Reviews [12]. Two authors (‘AG1’ & 'SS’) scaled the articles for
selection bias, performance bias, detection bias, attrition bias,
reporting bias and other bias. Discrepancies, if any, were
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discussed with the third author (‘AG2’) and a consensus
was sought.

Quantitative analysis was performed using the Review
Manager Version 5.4. For the evaluation of remineralization
potential of an existing lesion as well as post-intervention S
mutans colony count, studies with a minimum follow-up of
one month were pooled, whereas, a minimum follow-up of
one year was chosen to assess the mean dental caries incre-
ment. A minimum follow-up time period was specified for
pooling of studies to prevent misleading results and to
ensure homogeneity amongst the studies pooled. For the tri-
als that reported the outcome variables (caries increment, S
mutans and WSLs severity) as dichotomous data, the esti-
mate of effect expressed as odds ratio (OR) along with 95%
confidence interval (Cl) was converted to standard mean dif-
ference (SMD) and standard error (SE) [13]. This was pooled
with the SMD (SE) derived from trials that have reported the
same outcome variable (caries increment and S mutans and
WSLs severity) as continuous data (mean = SD) using the ran-
dom effect model and generic inverse variance method.
Studies that had summarised the outcomes (DIAGNOdent
values, delta F and lesion area) as continuous data
(mean £ SD) were pooled using the Inverse Variance function.
Because of the variability in the scales used to assess the
outcomes, standardised mean difference (SMD) with 95%
Confidence Interval (95% Cl) statistic was used [14]. p <.05
was considered statistically significant. Due to the high clin-
ical heterogeneity - variability in intervention regimen and
study population, a random effect model was used. Sub-
group analysis was carried out for individual agents.
Statistical heterogeneity was quantified using the * statistic,
where an I value greater than 50% was considered as mod-
erate to high heterogeneity [12].

Besides, two authors (‘AG1’ and ‘KG’) used GRADE to
evaluate the certainty of the evidence (GRADEpro, Version
20). The evidence was scaled using five categories (Risk of
bias, imprecision, inconsistency, indirectness, and publication
bias) of the GRADE framework used to assess the rando-
mised controlled trials. Based on the assessment, the cer-
tainty in evidence/quality of evidence was graded as very
low/low/moderate or high [15].

Results

Out of 6187 records identified via literature search in the five
databases, 1730 duplicates were removed. The titles and
abstracts of the remaining 4457 records were screened fol-
lowed by full texts assessment of 65 shortlisted articles.
Finally, 26 randomised trials were included for qualitative
synthesis, and data from 16 trials was pooled. The PRISMA
flow diagram is shown in Figure 1.

Characteristics of included studies

The characteristics of the studies included in the qualitative
review are presented in Table 3. All studies were published
between the year 1995 and 2020. The study population com-
prised of individuals at high risk of dental caries. One trial
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Table 1. Search strategy in the five databases.

S. No. Database Search strategy Number

1. Embase ('cpp acp’ OR ’casein phosphopeptide amorphous calcium phosphate’/exp OR ‘casein phosphopeptide 676
amorphous calcium phosphate’ OR (('casein’/exp OR casein) AND (‘phosphopeptide’/exp OR
phosphopeptide) AND amorphous AND (‘calcium’/exp OR calcium) AND (‘phosphate’/exp OR phosphate))
OR ‘ozone’/exp OR ozone OR healozone OR ’xylitol’/exp OR xylitol OR ‘bioactive glass'’/exp OR 'bioactive
glass’ OR (bioactive AND (‘glass’/exp OR glass)) OR ‘calcium sodium phosphosilicate’/exp OR ‘calcium
sodium phosphosilicate’ OR (('calcium’/exp OR calcium) AND (‘'sodium’/exp OR sodium) AND
phosphosilicate) OR 'novamin’/exp OR novamin OR recaldent OR ‘tooth mouse’ OR (("tooth’/exp OR tooth)
AND (‘mouse’/exp OR mouse))) AND (‘fluoride’/exp OR fluoride) AND (‘caries'/exp OR caries OR ‘mutans
streptococci’ OR (mutans AND ('streptococci’/exp OR streptococci)) OR 'streptococcus mutans’/exp OR
‘streptococcus mutans’ OR (('streptococcus’/exp OR streptococcus) AND mutans) OR ‘prevention’/exp OR
prevention OR ‘remineralization’/exp OR remineralization)

2. PubMed ((CCCCC((((("casein phosphopeptide amorphous calcium phosphate nanocomplex"[Supplementary Concept] OR 692
"casein phosphopeptide amorphous calcium phosphate nanocomplex"[All Fields]) OR "cpp acp"[All Fields])
OR (((((("caseinate"[All Fields] OR "caseinates"[All Fields]) OR "caseine"[All Fields]) OR "caseins"[MeSH
Terms]) OR "caseins"[All Fields]) OR "casein"[All Fields]) AND (("phosphopeptides"[MeSH Terms] OR
"phosphopeptides"[All Fields]) OR "phosphopeptide"[All Fields]) AND ("amorphous calcium
phosphate"[Supplementary Concept] OR "amorphous calcium phosphate"[All Fields]))) OR
((((((((("ozonated"[All Fields] OR "ozonating"[All Fields]) OR "ozonation"[All Fields]) OR "ozonations"[All
Fields]) OR "ozone"[MeSH Terms]) OR "ozone"[All Fields]) OR "ozone s"[All Fields]) OR "ozonization"[All
Fields]) OR "ozonized"[All Fields]) OR "ozonizer"[All Fields])) OR "healOzone"[All Fields]) OR (("xylitol"[MeSH
Terms] OR "xylitol"[All Fields]) OR "xylitols"[All Fields])) OR (((((((((("bioactivate"[All Fields] OR
"bioactivated"[All Fields]) OR "bioactivates"[All Fields]) OR "bioactivating"[All Fields]) OR "bioactivation"[All
Fields]) OR "bioactivations"[All Fields]) OR "bioactive"[All Fields]) OR "bioactives"[All Fields]) OR
"bioactivities"[All Fields]) OR "bioactivity"[All Fields]) AND (((("eyeglasses"[MeSH Terms] OR "eyeglasses"[All
Fields]) OR "glasses"[All Fields]) OR "glass"[MeSH Terms]) OR "glass"[All Fields]))) OR (((("calcium"[MeSH
Terms] OR "calcium"[All Fields]) OR "calciums"[All Fields]) OR "calcium s"[All Fields]) AND ((((("sodium,
dietary"[MeSH Terms] OR ("sodium"[All Fields] AND "dietary"[All Fields])) OR "dietary sodium"[All Fields])
OR "sodium"[All Fields]) OR "sodium"[MeSH Terms]) OR "sodiums"[All Fields]) AND "phosphosilicate"[All
Fields])) OR (("novamin"[Supplementary Concept] OR "novamin"[All Fields]) OR "novamin"[All Fields])) OR
(("casein phosphopeptide amorphous calcium phosphate nanocomplex"[Supplementary Concept] OR
"casein phosphopeptide amorphous calcium phosphate nanocomplex"[All Fields]) OR "recaldent"[All
Fields])) OR ((((((("teeth s"[All Fields] OR "teeths"[All Fields]) OR "tooth"[MeSH Terms]) OR "tooth"[All
Fields]) OR "teeth"[All Fields]) OR "tooth s"[All Fields]) OR "tooths"[All Fields]) AND (((("mice"[MeSH Terms]
OR "mice"[All Fields]) OR "mouse"[All Fields]) OR "mouse s"[All Fields]) OR "mouses"[All Fields]))) AND
((CCCCCCCC(("fluoridate"[All Fields] OR "fluoridated"[All Fields]) OR "fluoridating"[All Fields]) OR
"fluoridation"[MeSH Terms]) OR "fluoridation"[All Fields]) OR "fluoridation s"[All Fields]) OR "fluoride s"[All
Fields]) OR "fluorided"[All Fields]) OR "fluorides"[MeSH Terms]) OR "fluorides"[All Fields]) OR "fluoride"[All
Fields]) OR "fluoridization"[All Fields]) OR "fluoridized"[All Fields])) AND (((((((("carie"[All Fields] OR "dental
caries"[MeSH Terms]) OR ("dental"[All Fields] AND "caries"[All Fields])) OR "dental caries"[All Fields]) OR
"caries"[All Fields]) OR (("mutan"[All Fields] OR "mutans"[All Fields]) AND "streptococci"[All Fields])) OR
(("streptococcus mutans"[MeSH Terms] OR ("streptococcus"[All Fields] AND "mutans"[All Fields])) OR
"streptococcus mutans"[All Fields])) OR ((((((((((((((((("prevent"[All Fields] OR "preventability"[All Fields]) OR
"preventable"[All Fields]) OR "preventative"[All Fields]) OR "preventatively"[All Fields]) OR "preventatives"[All
Fields]) OR "prevented"[All Fields]) OR "preventing"[All Fields]) OR "prevention and control"[MeSH
Subheading]) OR ("prevention"[All Fields] AND "control"[All Fields])) OR "prevention and control"[All Fields])
OR "prevention"[All Fields]) OR "prevention s"[All Fields]) OR "preventions"[All Fields]) OR "preventive"[All
Fields]) OR "preventively"[All Fields]) OR "preventives"[All Fields]) OR "prevents"[All Fields])) OR
((("remineralization"[All Fields] OR "remineralize"[All Fields]) OR "remineralized"[All Fields]) OR
"remineralizing"[All Fields]))

3. Scopus ALL ( ( ( cpp-acp ) OR ( casein AND phosphopeptide AND amorphous AND calcium AND phosphate ) OR 4106
ozone OR ( healozone ) OR xylitol OR ( bioactive AND glass ) OR ( calcium AND sodium AND
phosphosilicate ) OR novamin OR recaldent OR ( tooth AND mouse ) ) AND ( fluoride ) AND ( ( caries ) OR
( mutans AND streptococci ) OR ( streptococcus AND mutans ) OR prevention OR remineralization ) ) AND
( LIMIT-TO ( SUBJAREA , "DENT" ) OR LIMIT-TO ( SUBJAREA , "MEDI" ) )

4. Web of Science (((CPP-ACP) OR (Casein Phosphopeptide Amorphous Calcium Phosphate) OR ozone OR (healOzone) OR xylitol 480

Core Collection OR (bioactive glass) OR (calcium sodium phosphosilicate) OR NovaMin OR Recaldent OR (tooth mouse))
AND (fluoride) AND ((caries) OR (mutans streptococci) OR (Streptococcus mutans) OR prevention OR
remineralization))

5. Cochrane Central ((CPP-ACP) OR (Casein Phosphopeptide Amorphous Calcium Phosphate) OR ozone OR (healOzone) OR xylitol 233
Register for OR (bioactive glass) OR (calcium sodium phosphosilicate) OR NovaMin OR Recaldent OR (tooth mouse))
Controlled Trials AND (fluoride) AND ((caries) OR (mutans streptococci) OR (Streptococcus mutans) OR prevention OR
remineralization) in All Text
Total (All databases) 6187

Table 2. PICOS strategy showing the inclusion criteria.

Population (P) Individuals at high risk of dental caries

Intervention (1) Combined therapy using CPP-ACP/ Xylitol/ Bioactive glass/ Ozone along with Topical Fluoride
Comparator (C) Topical fluoride mono-therapy

Outcome (0) Primary: Remineralizing potential

Secondary: Caries preventive effectiveness
Study design (S) Randomised Controlled Trials
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Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram showing systematic review process.

was conducted each in Denmark [19], Italy [36], Romania
[31], Sweden [34], Switzerland [40] and USA [37]; two in
Brazil [28,41], Costa Rica [33,35], Germany [18,39] and Jordan
[29,30]; three trials are reported from Thailand [20,24,38];
four from Australia [16,17,21,22] and five from Turkey
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[23,25-27,32]. Topical fluoride was administered as tooth-
paste [16-31,33-41], mouth-rinse [17,40] or varnish
[26,32,37]. CPP-ACP was administered as 3% w/v gum [16],
varnish [32] or as cream/paste [17-31] across the included
trials. Trials have used xylitol in toothpaste [33-35,37] or
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gum form [36,38]. Ozone had been applied in the gaseous
form [39,40] while the bioactive glass was used in the cream
form [41].

Quality assessment using cochrane risk of bias
assessment tool

Only one trial was assessed to have low risk of bias [17]
while one was assessed at unclear risk of bias [16]. Rest all
trials had a high risk of bias in one or more of the domains
assessed. Most of the trials did not report the method of ran-
dom sequence generation or allocation concealment and
thus were graded at an unclear risk of selection bias
[16,18,19,21-23,26,32,33,35,36,38,40]. The trials in which
blinding of the participants/personnel was not done were
graded to be at high risk of performance bias [18,19,21-23,
26,27,29-31,37,38,40]. If the trials did not report the reason
for loss to follow up or where the loss to follow up was
expected to affect the effect of the outcome assessed, attri-
tion bias was assessed to be high [21,22,33,35-37]. Details of
the risk of bias are presented in Figure 2.

Primary outcome (remineralization potential)

For change in fluorescence and lesion area, three trials
[19,24,30] with a total of 105 participants in CPP-ACP-TF
combined therapy group and 118 participants in the control
group were pooled together. No significant difference was
observed for post-intervention AF [SMD -—0.05, 95% Cl
(—0.40, 0.29), p=.76] (Figure 3) as well as for lesion area
[SMD —0.19, 95% Cl (—0.45, 0.08), p =.16] (Figure 4).

Two trials [25,27] that assessed the visual change in WSLs
using the Gorelick criteria were pooled using the generic
inverse variance method. The CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy
was noted to perform better in regressing the WSLs as com-
pared to the fluoride mono-therapy (SMD —0.60, 95% ClI:
[—1.07 to —0.14], p=.01] (Figure 5).

Three trials [26,27,31] with a total of 41 subjects in the
experimental group and 44 subjects in the control group
were pooled for post intervention DIAGNOdent values. The
results significantly favoured CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy
over fluoride mono-therapy [SMD —1.24, 95% CI (—1.96,
—0.52), p=.0007] (Figure 6).

Secondary outcome (caries preventive efficacy)

Three trials for CPP-ACP [16,21,22] and two trials for xylitol
[33,35] were pooled together using the generic inverse vari-
ance method for assessing the caries increment. The overall
results significantly favoured the combined therapy over top-
ical fluoride use alone [SMD —0.14, 95% Cl (—0.19, —0.08),
p < 0.00001]. However, the subgroup analysis showed no sig-
nificant difference between the CPP-ACP-TF combined ther-
apy and fluoride alone groups [SMD —0.21, 95% ClI (—0.55,
0.13), p=.23]. The overall result is thus strongly influenced
by the two xylitol studies [SMD —0.14, 95% Cl (—-0.21, —
0.07), p <.0001] (Figure 7).

For post intervention S mutans count, five trials for CPP-
ACP [21,22,27,29,32] and two trials [36,38] for xylitol were
pooled using the generic inverse variance method. The over-
all results significantly favoured the combined therapy over
topical fluoride use alone [SMD —0.28, 95% Cl (—0.46,
—0.10), p=.003]. However, the subgroup analysis showed no
significant difference between the xylitol-TF combined ther-
apy and fluoride alone [SMD —0.02, 95% CI (—0.27, 0.24),
p=.89]. On the other hand, CPP-ACP combined therapy is
seen to exhibit significantly better results than the control
group [SMD —0.42, 95% Cl (—0.62, — 0.23), p<.0001]
(Figure 8).

Certainty of evidence

The certainty of the evidence for the remineralization poten-
tial assessed through post intervention DIAGNOdent values,
Delta F, lesion area and regression of WSLs is graded as low.
For the secondary outcome also, there is low quality evi-
dence in favour of combined therapy with respect to caries
increment and post intervention S mutans count (Table 4).

Discussion

This study significantly favours the use of CPP-ACP-TF com-
bined therapy over TF monotherapy in remineralizing incipi-
ent lesions and in reducing the salivary S mutans load.
Results also indicate the superiority of xylitol-fluoride com-
bined therapy in preventing caries increment.

The primary outcome evaluated in this review is the
remineralization potential assessed through quantitative
light-induced fluorescence (QLF), visual inspection or laser
fluorescence methods. QLF method provides the change in
fluorescence (Delta F) and lesion area values that are consid-
ered reliable ways to quantify the demineralised tooth sur-
face [42,43]. The conventional method of a direct visual
examination of the incipient lesions using the Gorelick/
Ekstrand criteria is well validated in literature [44].
Additionally, laser fluorescence (using DIAGNOdent) can be
used to distinguish healthy tissue from diseased and is impli-
cated to be an excellent early caries detection method with
high sensitivity and specificity [43,45]. Nonetheless, the valid-
ity of the visual inspection method is similar to the objective
means, and thus both ways can be used as reliable methods
of non-cavitated lesion diagnosis [46]. For the secondary out-
come, the caries preventive efficacy is assessed by the caries
increment and S mutans count. It is well documented that
assessment of S mutans is a clinically useful tool for identify-
ing those at high risk of caries occurrence and progression
[47-50]. Banas and Drake have also reported that although
the pathogenesis of dental caries has shifted from the spe-
cific plague hypothesis to ecological plaque hypothesis, the
role of the S mutans in caries initiation and progression can-
not be overlooked [51]. Out of the 26 trials included in this
systematic review, data from ten studies could not be pooled
due to the lesser follow-up period [18,41] or due to variabil-
ity in the reporting of the outcome Vvariable
[17,20,23,28,34,37,39,40].



~
o
<

ACTA ODONTOLOGICA SCANDINAVICA

(panunuod)

G0 >d

881/¥€ :|onuo)

L£1/0S :|ewuswnadx]
:usipjiyd jeoL

S0 <d

850 + €'l Jonuo)

£0 F §'L :leuswnadxy
(@s ¥ ueaw)

wieald dJv-ddd %0l

/ uaJp|iy> aasod sieak 7 1e y1aal supinw § Kieaies 915edy1003 4 %H0E0 ‘91sedy1001 4 %p0E0 yuiq Jaye shep eljessny
supinw § jJo JdqunN SNOLIEd M3U JO "ON sieak ¢ ‘9duappul saue) ‘881 = N QL=N ¥ 18 paunay ‘€10z [1Z] ‘Je 1@ ®yuold ‘9
G0 <d
(6'SL)S€EL
(gelvrel
Sjwo~ssq
6rLLeL
(TenLel
w.vmh_
(e'6)e8L (1'8)0°LL
£lsq a1sed ogade|d d1sed dIV-ddD %0l
(@s) uesw (gs) ueaw ‘a)sedyiool 4 wdd ool ‘a)sedyyool 4 wdd pooL puejiey] ‘z10t [02]
- |o13u0) [eIUBWILIAAX] Jeak | sbulods || SYadl TIL=N JIL=N sieak G'¢-G'7 ‘le 32 buodenasiynis ‘S
co <d
(LE0YL0
(600)50°0 ;Ww 'y
G0 <d
OroLsy
(z8'1)st'y 4V aised dDy-ddd %0l
(@s) uesw (Qs) uesw () ease uoisa ‘1sedyrooy 4 wdd oL L ‘a1sedyrool 4 wdd QL1 spewuaq ‘1102
- |o11u0) [eIUBWILIAAXT yuow | ‘(4V) 4 ey2q 8T =N ZC=N sieak gL — €1 [61] ‘e 33 Jauydoig R%
S0 <d
¥2/S :|0uo)
$7/€ leauawpadxy
passasse s1a(gns
|e10} /e7 P3I0dS
s13(qns jo uonodoid
S0 >d
S'v F L'GL osuo) (eZ 91035)
¥y F '8 :[euswadxg uonedIssepd d1sed dov-ddd %01 Auewan
(as ¥ ueaw) puessy3y 91sedyjooy 4 wdd osiL ‘9)sedy3o0l 4 wdd osyL ‘0107
- sbuipeas JuspONOVIQ skep 1z ‘JUSPONDYIA YT=N YT=N sieak 0/ — 81 [81] "[e 19 1absaquayy €
weald ogadeld ‘wean dov-ddd %0l
so >d ‘buisup-yinow ‘buisun-yinow
10Z/69 :1041u0) 4 wdd 006 pasinvadns 4 wdd o6 pasinadns
£0T/S€ :|eruswnadxg ‘1sedyrooy 4 wdd ool ‘a1sedyrool 4 wdd ool eljessny
- |€103/U :UOIS3| SANDY syiuow ¢ sbunods || Syadl TW=N €T=N s1eak gL-z1 6007 [£1] "le 30 A3jieg T
S0 >d
£10%¥1/906 ‘|0l3uo)
6851/58. ‘[eJudwiLIadx3 ydesborpes
(passasse sadepns Bbuimaiq wnb bumayd
|e101/2dU3pIdUl ybnoiyy wnb Buimayd ogadeld dOV-ddD M/M %g
saied) uolssalboid passasse 31sedy3ool 4 wdd ooL ‘9)sedyool 4 wdd 0oL eljessny ‘8002
- saued |ewixoiddy sieak uojssaiboid saue) IS8 =N ‘68 =N sieak '€l —S'LL [91] "o 32 uebiopy ‘L
dOV-ddd
awodIno A1epuodas awodno Alewld pouad S9|geleA awodnQ dnoJb |osu0) dnoib [euswiadxy (o6e) uonejndod A13unod ‘eak ‘loyiny ‘'ON 'S
dn-mojjo4 Apnis
"S3IPNIS PapN|pul Jo SdfIsuUdIdeIRY) € d|qe]



_
<
—
w
<
[a)
o
<
I
N
wi

(panunuod)

"Junod subnw
S KJealjes ul uopdnpal
juediubis Ajjednsnels

S0 >d

86//T :10jesedwo)

99//1 |euBwLadx3
:[e301/UBIP[IYD

aAnIsod SN Jo Jaquiny

o >d

0'¢€ ¥ 819 ‘|o3u0)

97 F $6°€ Jeuswnadx]y
(as =+
ueawW) SjuUdWINSLIW
1USPONSYIA

JUSWE3I-1S0d

so > d

(€-7) T :jonuo)

(z-1) L :leIuswIdx]
(sbuel
9|iuenb-Ja3ul) ueipaw

ISYA JUSWIe3II-1S0d

so > d

0% F L' :|osuod

S'L F 6'L eyuswiadxy
(g@SFueaw)

TISM UOIUSAIDIUL 1504

S0 <d

§'G :o1u0)

0°¢ :[eruawadxg
‘(uelpaw)

S4NQ UOIUAAIRIUI 3SO4

S0 <d

Sp :o1u0d)

0°¢ :eyuswiIdx3
‘(ueipaw)

14N uonusAIBUl 1504

S0 <d

6C°CF9L°¢E Jouo)

€0°CF LO'E ‘[eauswnadxy
(as F ueaw)

Y UOIIUSAJIIUI 150

S0 <d

€07 F£6'L1— :|ou0)
9Ty F6£TCL—

‘|leyuswiidxy
(@s ¥ uesw)

4V UOIU3AIIUI 1504
'sdnoib sy
ulamiaq ul

9OUBYIP JuedYIUbIS ON

S0 <d

86/p ojesedwo)

99 /1 :|eyusawnadxy
:passasse
uaJp|Iyd Jo "ou |10}
/SUOIS3| ShoLed MU

YHM UJp|IYd Jo JaquinN

JUSPONSYIA

syuow ¢ ‘elIa)d pueslsyy

sieak |G
:dnoib jo13u0)
syjuow ISM
6 :dnoib ‘SdWa
|eruswLIRdXgy HE| ¢l

(V) ease uoisa
Jeaf | (dv) 4 ey2a
subinw °s Kleaies

syuow ¢ ‘JUSPONDVIA

subinw s Kieaijes

sieak ¢ ‘9duspPUI SaLR)

ysiuieA JeN %S

‘ysemyinow XHD %ZL0

‘wnb

Buimayd jouAx 9%z €T

‘a1sedyrooy 4 wdd osp1
8T =N

d)sedyoo01 4
0T=N

91sed ogade|d
‘a1sedyr001 4 wdd 0001
6E=N

d1sedy1o03 4 wddosyL
6CT=N

a1sedyiooy 4 wddooy
86 =N

a1sed dDv-ddd %0l
ysiuieA JeN %G
‘Ysemynow XHD %10
‘wnb
Buimayd [oNjAX 9%z
‘?1sedylooy 4 wdd osiL
=N

weald dov-ddd
‘915edyr001 4

0T=N

aised dIv-ddd %01
‘a1sedyro01 4 wdd 0001
or =N

wealn ddv-ddd %0l
‘a15edy1001 4 wddosyL
UT=N

weald dov-ddd %0L
‘313sedyro01 4 wddooy

9 =N

siedfk gL —g

sieak |'/1
:(Jo13u02)
obe ueapy
sieak 69|
‘(Jeyuswiadxa)
abe ueapy

siedf G'€-G'7

sieak 890
F ¢| :9be ueapy

‘yuiq Jaye skep
M3} B palInIdaY

Aaxanp
‘910 [97] uews|od
pue wedely NNy

Aaxany.
9107 [S2] "[e 33 yuasy

puejieyl
‘510z
izd|
‘e 19 buodenasiynis
Aaxany
‘v10T
[€2] "[e 19 JBUDIBA-INYAY

eljensny
‘€10
[cc] je 33 snjeynd

L

oL

L

awodIno A1epuodas

awodno Alewiid

pouad
dn-mojj04

S9|geleA swodinQ

dnoib josu0)

dnoib jeyuswpadx3y

(abe) uonejndod
Apms

A13unod ‘eak “ioyiny

ON 'S

‘penunuo) “¢ o|qel



[o)]
o
<

ACTA ODONTOLOGICA SCANDINAVICA

(panunuod)

S0 <d
0¢/L1 ‘|o1uo)
0Z/L1L :[euswpadx3y

uoned|dde ysiusea
4BN %S £q pamojjoy
eIsayisaeue |elauab

ysiwien 4oy
-dd)+4eN

%S Aq pamoj|oy
eIsayisaeue [esauab

|e10] /1unod S ybiy 1apun juawieas [eluaQg 1apun juawieal [eua(g Aasny
YIM UIp|IYd Jo "ON - syuow ¢ subjnw § Kieaies DZ=N 0Z=N siedk g-¢ 0207 [z€] eqO B zew)y Al
S0 >d
L6°0 ¥ ST’EL ‘loluo)
L0 F 81'8 ‘[eyuswiadxy aised dDV-ddd %0L
(@S ¥ ueaw) ‘31sedy3ool 4 wdd osyL ‘9)sedyo0l 4 wdd osyL ejuewoy
- $91035 Ew_quoSm syauow ¢ 1USpPAONDYVId 0T=N 0T=N sieak 97 — 1T ‘610z [L€] " 12 nqog 91
S0 <
§'6Y F €6'8€ ‘|01U0)
6'GE
F GTLE ‘[eruswadxg
ealy
UOISDT UOIIUAIDIUI 1504
S0 <d
9L ¥ €4'9— ‘jonuo) wean 4oy
£l -ddD A/M %01 uepJor :0z0¢
F 97°9— :|ewuawnadx] () ease uoisa 91sedyiool 4 wddoos ‘91sedyyool 4 wdd 0og [0€] ga91eyy-|Y
- 14V UOIUSAJDIUI 3504 syuow 9 (4v ) 4 ey2q se=N =N siedk G-  pue poowH ‘yauheyeg-|y Gl
g0
d
L€ /L1 :|ou0) uepJor
9 /1T wean 4oy ‘0z0t
‘[eyuawILadXg [e30) -ddD A/M %01 (4
Jua1piyd aasod 9)sedy3ool 4 wdd 0os ‘a1sedy3ool 4 wdd 0os ‘SA J3peyy pue y's
subInw § Jo JAquINN - syuow 9 suelnw 'S Aleales YE=N 9y = N siedf G- 1eY-|v ‘9’0 yaukeleg-|y vl
S0 <d
(61:£) YL :joau0d
(¥T ‘€1) 81 :|e3uswadx3
:[(sa14eNb
pigis]) uelpaw] aysed ogade|d aised dDVY-ddd %0L Jizeig
dn moj|oy yuow ¢ 91sedyjool 4 wdd osiL ‘91sedy3o0l 4 wdd osiL ‘8107
- 1e sbuipeas JuspONOYIA syiuow ¢ 1USPONSYIA ‘Y31 07 = N ‘Y1231 0z = N sieak €L — ¢ [8T] [e 10 sapuaiy €l
S0 <d
(#£T '98°0) ¥S'L
[
%56) Y01 A1anas ISM
G0 <d
¥'EF YL (loluo)
0% F L'8 :Jeyuswnadx3
(@S F ueaw) sa103s
o >d 14N uonuaAIRI 1504
81/9 :lonuo) S0 >d
91/ ‘[eyuswiiadxy 8€'v +0C'8 :|ou0)
uoluaAIul 3sod 8Y'C F 9/ |eyuswiadxy subinw § Kieaies
1uUnod subinw § W (as ¥ ueaw) xapu| 12109 a1sed dIV-ddd %0l Aaxpny
/N4 0L <spafgns sbulpsai JuU3pONDYIQ ‘1dwa aysedylo0) 4 wdd oSyl ‘a1sedy1o0) 4 wdd ogiL 110
|e303/5123(qNS JO ‘ON UOIJUIAIDIUI 3504 sieak ¢ JU3PONOYIA 91 =N 8L =N s1edk 0z-v1 [£2] "|e 19 njboipageIeY Tl
awodIno A1epuodas awodino Alewld pouad s3|gelleA awodInQ dnoib josu0) dnoib jeyuswpadx3y (abe) uonejndod A13unod ‘eak “ioyiny "ON 'S
dn-mojj04 Apnis

‘panunuo) ¢ |qe]



(panunuod)

_ T4
!SQp 104 PJIAAIDP
auozp wdd oLz
‘sieak 9 sieak 9
< abe 1oy 21sedyr00} < abe 1oy 215edy1001
Se0" = apuony wdd 00l apuonyy wdd pooL
d »su saued ybiy pue sieak 9 > abe pue sieak 9 > abe
G0 < d :||e1dnQ Joy 31sedyjoo} 1o} 31sedy1oo} Auewan
‘sanjeA JUSPONDYIQ apuonyy wdd 00s apuonyy wdd 005 sieak 7'z !500C
10} 159] UBXOD[IM syuow ¢ 1USPONSYIA =N wWw=N F [’/ 3be ueay [6€] "|e 3@ yinH A4
auozp
S0 <d
0L X681
F ,0L X 09°€ :|ol3u0d
LOLX €9 F wnb bumayd
0L X 9p'€ :[ejuswiLIadxg [oN|Ax Aep/6 €'/ puejieyy
(@S F ueaw) subinw (lw/n4d) 91sedyjooy 4 wdd ool ! 91sedyiooy 4 wdd ool 7102
S UonuaAI9UI 1504 - Yuow | supinw § Kieayjes 9T =N 6T =N s1eak €7-81 [8€] "|e 13 [nyeaNN "€
so'<d
60+60 so<d
= dnoib jonuo) STFYL
80F860 = dnoib jo1u0)
= dnoib |eyuswadx3 8TFST ysiusen 4eN %G
:(as = dnoJb |eyuswnadx3 ysiulen 4eN %95 ‘91sedy300) |o|AX vsn
F uesaw) uondnpal (@S F ueaw) subinw § Kieaijes ‘9)sedy3ool 4 wdd 0op'L %LE+ 4 wdd ooyl 102
S|9A9| subInw § JUSWIDUI SjWp uespy syuow 9 ‘JuawaIdul Saue) 0L =N S6 =N siedk G- [£€] "2 39 14D T
S0 >d
¥8'L+9¢€¢S
_:dnolb jonuod
1€G+ 87 G:dnoib
|eyuswadx3 9)sedy3oo) 4 91sedyjooy 4
(@s ¥ ueaw wdd oSy L wdd sy L Aley
Jw/n4D boy) subinw + wnb bumayd ogadeld + wnb Bumayd jonjkx 600C
S UO[IUSAJIRIUI 150 - syuow ¢ subinw § Kieales 8 =N ‘08 =N siedk 6-/ [9€] "|e 13 sndwe) 1T
S0 >d
0CFILSL
= dnoib j013u0)
68'LFEL
= dnoib |eyuswadx] 915edyjooy |oy|Ax edly e31s0)
i(as aisedylo0) 4 wdd oolLL %01l + 4 wddooLL ‘700
- F ueaw) Juswanul S4a syiuow ¢ luswabul s4a ‘65CL =N ‘08¢l =N s1eaf 71/ [S€] "|e 19 saquIS 0¢
‘dn-moj|oy
syjuow ¢ je sdnoib Uuspams
9y} U9IMIa-Uul snJj120qo3D7 d)sedyiooy |o|AX 5661
10 sdnoub ayy ulyum pue 9)sedy3ool 4 wdd 05z %/'6 + 4 wdd sz [¥€]
i dUIRYIP JuedIUbIS ON syuow ¢ subinw § Kieales TE=N cE=N siedk 9-¢ U0SSI919d pue uewIdm] 6l
= S0 >d
M L'y + £°G ‘|ohuo)d
a '€ F G :eyuswiadxy 915edy1001 |01}AX eJ1Y-e150)
< {(as aysedy1o0) 4 wdd oolLL %01 + 4 wdd oLl ‘S661
& - F uedW) JUBWRIDUI §4Q sieaf ¢ uBWaILUl S4a €8 =N ‘8 =N sieak 01-8 [€€] "o 19 sawis 8L
v loIAX
awodIno A1epuodas awodino Alewld pouad s3|gelleA awodInQ dnoib josu0) dnoib jeyuswpadx3y (abe) uonejndod A13unod ‘eak “ioyiny "ON 'S
dn-mojj04 Apnis

o
<

‘panunuo) ¢ |qe]



.|
—
<

ACTA ODONTOLOGICA SCANDINAVICA

‘uoisa J0ds 3UYM TISM

"3]eds Hojeuy [ensIA [SYA

‘subInW $N22003da.43S :SubINW §

‘uol|iw J3d sued :wdd

‘'aplon|4 wnipos :jeN

|l WA3ISAS JUBWISSISSY pue Uo1IIIRQ Sale) [euonieusdu| || SYadl
‘oplon|4 4

‘(Jusuewnad) sadepns pajji4 buissiy pakedaq :s4a /S4WA
‘(uauewuad) yias] paji4 buissiy pakedaq :14Wa

‘(Snonp1dap) sadeuns paj|i buissiw pakedap :sjup

*92uddsaloN}y Ul abuey) :(4y ) 4 ey

uIpIXayIoly) :XHI

‘91eydsoyd wnpje) snoydiowy — apndad oydsoyd uisae) :dIiv-ddd
'G0" > d e 135 duedIUbIS JO [9A]

S0 <d

(Mede yaam auo

(Mede yoom
| suoissas buiydes|q
€) uolssas buiyoea|q
yoed Jaye ulw g oy

9'L F 9’0l :]01u0) J319Wwoyoyd suolssas buiydesiq €) paljdde sse|b aandeolg
YT'€ F 96 :|eauswadx] -0410ads Kep e 2duy) — ‘Kep e dUY) —
(as Buisn passasse aisedyrool 4 wdd oSyl aysedy3o0} 4 wdd oSyl lizeag :£10T
- F ueaw) abueyd 10jo) skep Lz abueyd inojo) [L=N IL=N sieak 97 — 8l [L¥] "o 33 ouupuexa|y K°T4
uINeAON /sse|b aAndeolg
so'<d
%61 |013u0d
%1°C :|eyudwdx3
(eaJe juespenb
J0 abeluIdIRY) XapuU|
9dUIdSAION|{ padnpu| !SQE 104 PAJIAAIRP
1yb17 aAneuen)d auozQ wdd oLz
so<d Adesayy gy dsul yinow ‘asun
%1°C :1043U0) JO pud ayy 4 wdd o5z yinow 4 wddosz
%€ |eyuswIadx] Jun Jo syyuow pue 31sedy3o0} 4 pue 31sedyjooy 4 puepazIMS
(eaue juespenb jo 91 15e9| JUSPONDOYIA ‘(uaned ‘(yuaned sieaf G| '600C
9bejuadIayg) SISM MaN 1e o4 ‘eSO XI|310D /swueipenb omy) 0z = N /aueipenb auo) oz = N :9be ueapy [o¥] ‘e 3@ Biaquauosy
awodIno A1epuodas awodino Alewld pouad s3|gelleA awodInQ dnoib josu0) dnoib jeyuswpadx3y (abe) uonejndod A13unod ‘eak “ioyiny "ON 'S
dn-mojjo4 Apnis

‘panunuo) ¢ |qe]



412 S. SHARDA ET AL.

Al-Batayneh, Hmood et al. 2020 [30]
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Figure 2. Risk of Bias assessment of the included studies.

CPP-ACP, a milk derivative, acts as a reservoir of bio-avail-
able calcium and phosphate and is reported to strengthen
and remineralize the tooth structure [52]. CPP-ACP is also
believed to exert an antibacterial effect as it prevents adher-
ence of the cariogenic bacteria on the surface of the

teeth[53]. In the present study, the combined effect estimate
of three trials [19,24,30] pooled to assess the remineralization
potential of CPP-ACP-TF versus TF monotherapy, measured
through QLF, reported no significant difference in between
the two groups. On the other hand, for the visual assessment
of WSLs regression using Gorelick Index, the pooled analysis
of two studies [25,27] significantly favoured the combined
therapy. Guclu et al. [26] assessed the visual change in WSLs
using Ekstrand criteria and reported significant difference in
between the groups in favour of CPP-ACP-TF combined ther-
apy. However, this study could not be pooled because of dif-
ferences in the reporting of outcome variable. With respect
to the DIAGNOdent scorings, four included trials favour the
use of CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy [18,26,27,31] while two
trials [23,28] reported no added benefit of the combined
therapy. The current pooled analysis of three studies
[26,27,31] favours the combined therapy over fluoride mono-
therapy in remineralizing early lesions with respect to post-
intervention DIAGNOdent values. This is in line with the
result of the previous meta-analysis on in-situ trials and in-
vitro studies that also favoured the use of CPP-ACP in remi-
neralizing early lesions and preventing caries when com-
pared to control/no intervention [54,55]. However, the
pooled results are in contrast with Tao et al. [56] that com-
pared concluded that the CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy is
as efficient as fluoride mono-therapy in remineralizing early
caries lesions on smooth surfaces. The authors have included
studies having different fluoride exposure in the experimen-
tal and control group [56]. However, the eligibility criterion
in the current meta-analysis mandates similar fluoride expos-
ure in the two groups to ascertain the effect of the
added agent.

Results of a few trials significantly favour the caries pre-
ventive efficacy of CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy over fluor-
ide mono-therapy assessed through change in caries status
[16,17]. On the contrary, the results of other trials show no
significant difference between the two groups [20-22,25,27].
In the current study, the subgroup analysis of the three stud-
ies [16,21,22] pooled to assess the mean caries increment
also concludes no considerable difference between the com-
bined versus mono-therapy. With respect to post-interven-
tion S mutans colony count, few trials significantly favour the
use of CPP-ACP-TF combined therapy [21-23,27] while others
have shown no significant difference [29,32]. Results of the
sub-group pooled analysis driven by two trials [21,22], how-
ever, favours the use of combined therapy over fluoride
alone in reducing the salivary S mutans load.

Xylitol, sugar alcohol, has been suggested to exert an
antimicrobial effect against the cariogenic bacteria [57]. Also,
owing to its sweetness, xylitol stimulates salivation, facilitat-
ing a high mineral content salivary bath that makes physio-
logic remineralization possible [58]. Previously published
meta-analyses [57,59] suggest that using a xylitol-fluoride
containing toothpaste can significantly reduce tooth decay
as compared to a fluoride-only toothpaste. The current
pooled analysis has also shown similar results where the use
of xylitol has an added benefit over fluoride use alone in
inhibiting caries increment. However, these results are driven
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CPP-ACP +TF TF alone Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
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Figure 3. Meta-analysis on post-intervention Delta F values.

CPP-ACP + TF TF alone Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Al-Batayneh, Hmood etal. 2020 [30]  33.44 369 37 51.72 646 42 353% -0.34 [-0.78,0.11] —&T
Brochner etal. 2011 [19] 0.05 009 22 014 0 28 22.0% -0.37 [-0.93,0.19] —
Sitthisettapong et al. 2015 [24] 337 214 46 331 214 48 427% 0.03 [-0.38, 0.43]
Total (95% CI) 105 118 100.0% -0.19 [-0.45, 0.08] I
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.93, df= 2 (P=0.38); F=0% — t t {

4 2 0 2 )

Testfor overall effect. Z=1.40 (P=0.16) Favours [CPP-ACP + TF] Favours [TF alone]

Figure 4. Meta-analysis on post-intervention lesion area values.
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Figure 5. Meta-analysis on regression of WSLs severity.
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Figure 6. Meta-analysis on post-intervention DIAGNOdent values.
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Sintes et al. 2002 [35]) -011  0.04 525% -0.11 [-0.19,-0.03] |
Subtotal (95% Cl) 86.1% -0.14 [-0.21, -0.07] [}
Heterogeneity: Tau®*= 0.00; Chi*=1.20,df=1 {(P=0.27); F=16%
Test for overall effect: Z=4.03 (P < 0.0001)
Total (95% Cl) 100.0% -0.14 [-0.19, -0.08] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 3.48, df=4 (P = 0.48); F= 0% 5_4 -2 5 é 45

Test for overall effect: Z=4.76 (P < 0.00001)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi*=0.15, df=1 (P = 0.69), F=0%

Figure 7. Meta-analysis on mean caries increment.

Favours [Agent + TF] Favours [TF aloneg]

by two trials by the same authors on similar population children [37]. This may be due to the sub-optimal dose of
[33,35]. On the contrary, results from a cluster-randomised xylitol administered as children are advised to use only a
trial reported no added advantage of xylitol-TF combined pea-sized amount of toothpaste. Unfortunately, this study
therapy in preventing caries incidence among 4-5-year-old could not be pooled due to the cluster randomised study
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Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Std. Mean Difference SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
2.2.1 CPP-ACP

Al-Batayneh et al. 2020 [29] -0.29 0.288 91% -0.29 [-0.85, 0.27] I
Almaz & Oha 2020 [32] 0 0814 1.3% 0.00 [-1.60, 1.60]

Karabekiroglu et al. 2017 [27) -0.682 0.418 46% -0.68 [-1.50,0.14] e —

Plonka etal. 2013 [21] -0.382 0145 269% -0.38 [[0.67,-0.10] -

Pukallus etal. 2013 [22] -0.505 0168 22.0% -0.51 [-0.83,-0.18] ——

Subtotal (95% CI) 63.9% -0.42[-0.62, -0.23] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.19, df=4 (P=0.88), F= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z= 4.30 (P < 0.0001)

2.2.2 Xyfitol

Campus et al. 2009 [36] -0.02 015 257% -0.02 [-0.31,0.27) -
Mitrakul et al. 2017 [38] -0.01 0.268 10.4% -0.01 [-0.54, 0.52) i
Subtotal (95% CI) 36.1% -0.02[-0.27, 0.24] <@
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.00, df=1 {P=0.97); F=0%

Test for overall effect: Z=0.13 (P = 0.89)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -0.28 [-0.46, -0.10] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*= 7.35, df= 6 (P = 0.29); F= 18% 5_4 42 3 i 41

Test for overall effect: Z= 3.00 (P = 0.003)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi*=6.16. df=1 (P=0.01),. F=83.8%

Figure 8. Meta-analysis on post-intervention S mutans count.

design that might lead to artificially narrow confidence inter-
vals and p values thereby giving false positive conclusions
[60]. It is to be noted that the daily recommended dose of
xylitol for appropriate caries preventive action is 7—10g
daily [61]. The antibacterial effect of xylitol is attributed to
the interference of carbohydrate metabolism by xylitol. Three
months follow up trial by Campus et al. [36] have reported a
significant reduction of salivary S mutans colony count
among children administering 10g xylitol per day via chew-
ing gum. On the other hand, Mitrakul et al. [38] showed no
added benefit after daily exposure for four weeks to 7.3 g
xylitol among the adult population. Twetman and Petersson
[34] also showed no significant difference between the two
groups in reducing the bacterial load at a 3months follow
up period among 3-6year old children. Exposure to the rec-
ommended dose of xylitol over a more extended period may
exert notable caries preventive effect.

The potential for the use of calcium sodium phosphor-sili-
cate (Bioactive glass/NovaMin) for caries prevention is attrib-
uted to the release of Ca®", Na™, PO,>~ and Si*" ions
resulting in a rise in local pH and osmotic pressure [62]. The
only clinical trial that could be included in this review
showed no significant difference between the bioactive glass
containing toothpaste versus fluoride only toothpaste in the
post-intervention visual change assessed using a spectropho-
tometer [41]. The paucity of clinical trials makes it difficult to
comment on the added caries preventive benefit of bioactive
glass over fluoride alone.

Recent advancements in dentistry have made use of the
sterilising effect and bactericidal potential of ozone in caries
arrest and prevention [63,64]. Besides, the oxidising nature of
ozone helps in removing proteins from the demineralised
tooth structure thus enabling the diffusion of calcium and
phosphate ions that ultimately leads to remineralization [65].
The one trial included in this review showed no added
remineralization potential of ozone therapy over fluoride use

Favours [Agent + TF] Favours [TF aloneg]

alone [40]. However, more trials are needed to generate reli-
able evidence on the efficacy of ozone-fluoride combined
therapy in caries prevention and tooth remineralization.

The certainty of evidence with respect to remineralization
potential assessed through post-intervention DIAGNOdent
values, Delta F, lesion area and regression of WSLs was
downgraded for imprecision (due to the small number of
study participants) and high risk of bias.

For the caries increment and post intervention S mutans
count also, the evidence was downgraded for the high risk
of bias. Moreover, for the xylitol trials pooled for mean caries
increment, the certainty of effect obtained was downgraded
as the studies were conducted by same authors in similar
population. In addition, the seven trials pooled to estimate
the effect on post intervention S mutans count had a wide
variability in the time of follow up and thus downgrading
the evidence.

Limitations and recommendations

Very few studies could be pooled together for each outcome
assessed. In this study, to minimise the impact of clinical het-
erogeneity amongst the include trials, random effect model
using inverse (generic) variance method was used. However,
such heterogeneity might still project some uncertainties in
the results. The quality of evidence generated is assessed to
be low, further limiting the certainty of the effect estimates.
In particular, there is a paucity of randomised controlled tri-
als for ozone-TF combined therapy, and bioactive glass-TF
combined therapy.

Good-quality clinical trials should be conducted to evalu-
ate the efficacy of various agents that are expected to
exhibit an added advantage over fluoride use alone. The tri-
als should also take into account the multiple concentrations,
delivery vehicles and application regimen that could be fol-
lowed for each of these agents.



Table 4. Certainty of evidence according to GRADE.

Summary of Findings

Effect

Absolute

No. of participants

Quality Assessment

Risk with TF
mono-therapy

Relative

Topical fluoride
mono-therapy

Combined

No. of

Quality

Risk difference with combined therapy

(95% Cl)
Post Intervention DIAGNOdent values

therapy

Design

studies

@SDO0 Low™?

SMD 1.24 lower (1.96 lower to 0.52 lower)

44

41

Randomised Controlled Trials

Post-intervention Delta F values

@SDOO Low>P

SMD 0.05 lower (0.4 lower to 0.29 higher)

118

105

Randomised Controlled Trials

Post-intervention Lesion Area values

@SDO0 Low™?

SMD 0.19 lower (0.45 lower to 0.08 higher)

118

105

Randomised Controlled Trials

Regression of WSLs severity

@SDOO Low>?

SMD 0.6 lower (1.07 lower to 0.14 lower)

36

Randomised Controlled Trials

Mean caries increment

@D00 Low™*

SMD 0.14 lower (0.19 lower to 0.08 lower)

3199

3249

Randomised Controlled Trials

Post-intervention S mutans

HDO0 Low™*

SMD 0.28 lower (0.46 lower to 0.1 lower)

428

425

Randomised Controlled Trials

“Downgraded due to high risk of bias.

PDowngraded on Imprecision (small number of study participants/ wide confidence interval).

‘Downgraded because same authors did study on similar population/ wide variability in follow up.
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Conclusion

CPP-ACP-fluoride combined therapy exhibits superior remin-
eralization potential and antibacterial effect but not more
effective in preventing new lesions over fluoride use alone.
Xylitol, on the other hand, is shown to exert an added bene-
fit over fluoride in preventing caries increment. However, the
effect estimate is graded to be of low certainty. Thus, future
trials addressing the same research question may have a
substantial impact on the results obtained.
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