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Aim of the study

The aim of this study was to evaluate the clinical and radiographic
efficacy of photo — activated oral disinfection and triple antibiotic mix in

management of primary molars.

34



Al of the Stady



Appendix

Patient Assessment Chart
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Appendix (i) showing Pediatric Dentistry Department’s Patient assessment

chart.
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Appendix

Appendix (i1) showing consent form for guardians to sign.
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Appendix

Clinical Evaluation

Point of Preoperative 1 3 6 9 12
comparison P month | months | months | Months | months

Spontaneous Pain

Tenderness to
Percussion

Abnormal
Mobility

Swelling and sinus
or fistula

(D

Radiographic Evaluation

Point of comparison Preoperative 6 months 12 months

Furcation
Involvement

Radicular Pathology

Root Resorption

Bone Density
measurements at
furcation area

2)

Appendix (ii1) showing tables (1) to record clinical evaluation and (2) to record
radiographic evaluation at different follow up periods.
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Appendix (iv) showing the decision taken from the Inspection Department of
Central Administration for Pharmaceutical Affairs, Ministry of Health on
26/4/2012.
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Results

Case Presentations

Case (1) for group I:

=
e

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(42): Photographs (A)and (B) showing preoperative clinical case selection for lower
right second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing preoperative radiographic case
selection for lower right second primary molar.

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(43): Photographs (A)and (B) showing final placement of stainless steel crown after one
week for lower right second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing final radiographic
placement of stainless steel crown after one week for lower right second primary molar.
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Results

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(44): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 6 months for lower right
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 6 months
for lower right second primary molar.

(A) B) ©

Fig.(45): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 12 months for lower
right second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 12
months for lower right second primary molar.
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Results

Case (2) for group II:

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(46): Photographs (A)and (B) showing preoperative clinical case selection for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing preoperative radiographic case
selection for lower left second primary molar.

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(47): Photographs (A)and (B) showing final placement of stainless steel crown after one
week for lower left second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing final radiographic
placement of stainless steel crown after one week for lower left second primary molar.
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Results

(A) (B) ©)

Fig.(48): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 6 months for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 6 months
for lower left second primary molar.

(A) (B) ©)

Fig.(49): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 12 months for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 12
months for lower left second primary molar.
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Results

Case (3) for group III:

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(50): Photographs (A)and (B) showing preoperative clinical case selection for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing preoperative radiographic case
selection for lower left second primary molar.

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(51): Photographs (A)and (B) showing final placement of stainless steel crown after one
week for lower left second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing final radiographic
placement of stainless steel crown after one week for lower left second primary molar.
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Results

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(52): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 6 months for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 6 months
for lower left second primary molar.

(A) (B) ©

Fig.(53): Photographs (A)and (B) showing clinical evaluation after 12 months for lower left
second primary molar, while photograph (C) showing radiographic evaluation after 12
months for lower left second primary molar.
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