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Table 1 The number of patients and teeth classified by age and sex.

Group No. of patients No. of teeth Recalled No. of teeth
of age

M F Total M F Total 1w 1M 3M
~19 0 2 2 0 3 3 3 3 3
20~29 13 9 22 22 17 39 33 39 39
30~39 2 1 3 5 2 7 7 7 7
40~ 1 1 2 2 4 4 4 4
Total 16 13 29 29 24 53 47 53 53

M : Male F : Female

Table 2 The number of teeth classified by position.

Position 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total
Maxilla 16 12 1 0 0 38
Mandible 0 2 3 1 1 15
Total 16 14 10 7 4 1 1 0 53
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Table 3 The number of teeth classified by

cavity.

Cavity class No. of teeth
classIl 33
classIV 2
classV 14
WSD 4

Total 53

Table 4 Clinical evaluation classified by age.

Group Excellent Acceptable Unacceptable
of age

~19 3 0 0
20~29 36 2 1
30~39 0 0
40~ 1 1
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Table 5 The evaluation of vital teeth.
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Lining No. of teeth Excellent Acceptable Unacceptable
+ 18 0 1
— 31 1
Total 49 2 2

No example shows pulp symptoms except only one which was classified acceptable.

Table 6 Causes of the classified acceptable case as shown in Table 4.

State of

Age/Sex pulp Lining Cause Cavity Operator
49,/M vital — rough surface WSD A
20M non-vital — discolored surface | A
26/M vital — cold water pain \Y B

Pulp symptoms appeared on only one patient (Male, 26 years old).
He complained slightly cold water pain a month after, but it disappeared untill three

months past.

Table 7 Causes of the classified unacceptable case as shown in Table 4.

Age,/Sex Etﬁ;e of Lining Cause Cavity Operator
21/F vital + filling I C
dropped out
49/M vital — filling WSD A

dropped out

There was no case classified unacceptable due to pulp symptoms.



286

5. BEEMER|DOREER)SEE (Table8)
FDOLRBRPIOFERD S S SPTH - o
P& MFEB L WSD DR 16)Th 2, MK
plis3 7 Ao &R, WSDiZ1 #H o2
BHIIRE 23, otk EROBIEE % b
SRR (+) BLUBEE (+) L¥EzHh
FERITH B, AR WSD 54 flh o
1HT25% LR bEH VDS, EFEDDE L BRE

Kk BEELTIORRETDH 5,

HEKHEE 12 281-288, 1987

Table 8 The number of filling dropped out
classified by cavity.

Cavity Filling %
class dropped out

il 1 (83)

v 0(2)

v 0 (14)
WSD 1(4) 25

() : The number of all cases.

Table 9 Clinical evaluation classified by tooth position.

Position 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 Total
Excellent 15 14 9 2 1 1 0 48
Acceptable 1 0 0 1 0 3
Unacceptable 0 0 1 1 2

Position number contains maxilla, mandible, left and right.
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Abstract : The purpose of this investigation is to clinicaly evaluate “The GLUMA
Composite System (013-LG)”. Fifty three teeth of twenty nine patients who agreed to
participate in this study were selected. A cavity was prepared in these teeth and filled,

following the manufacturer’s instruction.

At a week, a month and three months after filling, the condition of those teeth was
observed and recorded. The following points were observed : gingival reaction, pulpal
response and the condition of the filling. Each preparation was especially observed as to
the stability of color, staining, surface roughness, marginal adaptation, fracture and the

rate of drop-out from the cavities.

The evaluation is classified into three groups, excellent, acceptable and unacceptable.
Excellent indicates that there was no clinical problem. Acceptable means that it
is accepted climically in spite of a few problems. Unacceptable means that it is necessary

to re-restore or give pulp treatment.
The results were as follows.

1. Of all the composite fillings forty-eight cases were excellent.
2. Three cases were acceptable. Two of them had rough, stained surfaces and the other

showed slight pain with cold water.

3. Two cases were unacceptable. Fillings fell off the cavities.
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