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Table 1. B|fH AFAIR F 27| AR Holo| ME XSG OIS Y2, £5 2F| WS, ARES

Initial Probing Depth
Reference 1-3mm 4-6mm 27mm

Reference Pocket Attachment Recession Pocket  Attachment Recession Pocket Afmachment Recession Length of

reduction  Change reduction  Change reduction Change Study
Momison 0,17 0,04 0,17-0.21 0.96 0.23 0.73 2,22 091 131 1 month

Hammerle 0,03 -0.03 0 1.03 0.69 0.34 2,28 1.52 0.76 35M
Becker 0.04 0.27 0.24 0.86 0.49 0.37 1,54 0.61 0.93 iyr
Hilt 0.04 -0.50 0.04-0,54 1,16 0,10 1,16-1.26 276 0.47 2,29 2yr
Kaldahl  0.23 -0.03 0.26 1.26 0.82 0.44 231 1.59 0.72 2yr
Philstom  +0,15 -0.24 - 0,71 0.41 0.30 1,21 1,07 0.24 4yr
Ramfjord ~ +0.14 -0.89 - 1.08 0.32 1.08-1,4 292 0,59 233 Syr
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Figure 1, A: non-ligated test teeth(T), B: ligated test teeth, C: non-ligated control teeth, D: ligated control teeth,
GM: gingival margin, CEJ: cemento-enamel junction, aJE: apical termination of dentogingival
epithelium, alCT: apical border of infiltrated connective tissue, aRP: apical level of root planning

(Magnusson et al, 1983)
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Table 2, AIMA T2} AlFE4@ ¥ AT Folof ME THE AjMe B B2

Scaled Flapped
Probing depth
N / 0% Residual calculus N / 0% Residual calculus
1-3mm 38  86.4% 37 86.0%
4-6mm 41 43,2% 84  75.7%
Y6mm 10 32.3% 7 50.0%
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Table 3. £7] =(1~3mm) AT OO HIAH AFA|E ¥ AlFg Aol A=

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstrom 15 -0.01 -0.01 0,00
Lindhe 15 0.50 0.30 0.20
Becker 16 0.29 -0.07 0.36
1 Philstrom 14 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lindhe 15 0.40 0.30 0.10
Ramford 89 0.34 0.20 0.14
Becker 16 0.15 -0.04 0,19
2 Philstrom 15 0.08 0,01 0.07
Lindhe 15 0.30 0.25 0.05
Ramfjord 80 0.09 0,05 0.04
3 Philstrom 12 0.14 0.02 0.16
4 Philstrom 10 0.12 0.06 0.06
5 Philstrom 10 -0.02 0.04 0.24
6 Philstrom 10 -0.18 0.03 0,21
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Table 4, 7| SBE(4~6mm) R|FE HOIYA HIAIS A|FAIR F AT o[ o

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstrom 15 -1.30 -0.90 0,40
Lindhe 15 2.00 1.50 0.50
Becker 16 1.48 0.95 0.53
1 Philstrom 14 137 0,90 0.47
Lindhe 15 1,80 1.60 0,20
Ramfiord 89 1.54 1.28 0.26
Becker 16 1.42 0.86 0.56
2 Philstrom 15 1,14 0.79 0.35
Lindhe 15 1,80 1.50 0.30
Ramfjord 80 142 1.12 0.30
3 Philstrom 12 0.75 0,73 0.02
4 Philstrom 10 0.81 0.78 0,03
5 Philstrom 10 0.98 0.95 0.03
6 Philstrom 10 2.12 0.92 1,20

Table 5, £7| &=( 2 7mm) AT YOO Bt A|FA|E F AT Yol g

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstrom 15 -3.00 -1,40 -1.60
Lindhe 15 2.9 2,20 0.70
Becker 16 2,88 1.75 113
1 Philstrom 14 2.59 1.66 0.93
Lindhe 15 2.80 2,30 0.50
Ramfjord 89 3,41 3.2 0.20
Becker 16 2.66 1,34 1,12
2 Philstrom 15 216 141 0.75
Lindhe 15 2,80 2.30 0.50
Ramfjord 80 3.32 3.07 0.25
3 Philstrom 12 1.77 1.58 0.19
4 Philstrom 10 1.96 1.25 071
5 Philstrom 10 193 1.38 0.55
6 Philstrom 10 212 1.31 0.81
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Table 6, 271 HE(1~3mm) Al HO[oJA HIQIS AFAIZ & RALFC| waf

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstr m 15 -0.70 0.01 -0.80
Lindhe 15 -1.00 -0.20 -0.80
Becker 16 -0.56 0.29 -0.27
1 Philstr m 14 0.76 0.27 0,40
Lindhe 15 -1.00 .20 -0.80
Ramfjord 89 -0.58 .31 -0.27
Becker 16 -0.53 -0.27 0.26
2 Philstrom 15 -0.80 -0.20 -0.60
Lindhe 15 -1.20 -0.40 -0.80
Ramfjord 80 0,81 0,55 0.26
3 Philstrom 12 -0.82 0,27 -0.55
4 Philstrom 10 0.73 0,00 0.73
5 Philstrom 10 0.71 0.75 0.91
6 Philstrom 10 0.41 0.31 0.72

Table 7. 27| SEE(4-6mm) A7 HOIOJA HISKIE AFAIR % SAZ0| pigt

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstrom 15 0.10 0,60 -0.50
Lindhe 15 0,30 0.40 0,10
Becker 16 0.35 0.49 -0.14
1 Philstrom 14 0.09 0.41 -0.32
Lindhe 15 0.10 0.50 -0.60
Ramfjord 89 0.11 0.20 -0.31
Becker 16 0.10 0,49 -0.39
2 Philstrom 15 0.01 0.43 0.42
Lindhe 15 0.10 0.30 -0.40
Ramfiord 80 -0.24 0.15 -0.09
3 Philstrom 12 -0.09 0,29 -0.38
4 Philstrom 10 0.01 0.35 0.34
5 Philstrom 10 0,51 0.80 -0.29
6 Philstrom 10 0.47 0,87 -0.40
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Table 8. 21| §=( > 7mm) X|Fd HO|0jA] HIAT A|FAIR R g2l FE RIS}

Follow-up Mean Reduction Difference
time(years) Study Sample size surgical non-surgical (mm)
0.5 Philstrom 15 1,30 1,20 0.10
Lindhe 15 1.40 0,90 0.50
Becker 16 0.96 0.95 0,01
1 Philstrom 14 0.97 1,10 0.13
Lindhe 15 1.40 1,11 0.40
Ramfiord 89 1.16 1,22 -0,06
Becker 16 0,25 0.61 0,36
2 Philsirom 15 1.38 0.9 0.42
Lindhe 15 1,30 0,90 0.50
Ramfjord 80 0.58 0.67 0.9
3 Philstrom 12 1.35 1.44 0,09
4 Philstrom 10 1,50 1,42 0,08
5 Philstrom 10 1.60 182 0,22
6 Philstrom 10 1.32 1.68 0.36
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