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ANRIgA 43.10 -

ﬂ'LlEW’JVIEWI‘iW Il
QW?&\?ﬂ‘iﬁUﬁJWl?VIH’]ﬂH
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SE Multi 40 sec 1 30.14
28.71

w N

33.33

IS

44.44
34.80

g
6

14.55
23.60
25.59
8133
56.33
22.01
20.32
29.24
2515
20.35
26.39
21.29

mu%ummﬂm 17

MO EEE 29.7809
P fifeaunnsg 11.19566

ﬂ’][ﬂ’]'&ﬂ 14.55

ﬂummmwmm 553
QW'\&\?ﬂ‘ﬁUNWI?VIHmH
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SB 30 sec 1 16.24
2 23.54

22.22

4 39.60

5 19.96

6 54.80

7 50.51

15.47
27.01
46.24
25.79
24.84
33.13
29.83
25.12
15.99
39.43

,’5 IUTUNARDY 17

;“ia‘f‘ \an 29.9833
ﬁmﬁmmummj'm 12.16332

mmm 15.47

ﬂ'LlEW’JVIEI‘VI‘iW INF  sooo
’QW?&\‘Iﬂ‘iﬁUﬁJWl’JVIH’]ﬂH



SE One 20 sec 1

RMUIUTUNARD
e
AR

galdeaiuuNIAggIY

£

muqu‘nuwﬂam

ﬂ‘Hﬂl’mﬁlﬂ?W gIN3

mmmmummmu

’QW’lﬂ\‘lﬂ?WﬁW"l’mmﬂﬂ

SIIUTUNARSY

3 -

AR

.
ANDEIIUNINTTIU
ANR40

ANGIaR

94

8.58
21.31
20.23
22.78
15.53
23.48
15.80
11.70
1101
12.09
13.61
47.87
26.34
17.80
26.40
15
19.6816
9.60604
8.58
47.87

81
26.3722
10.92320
8.58
55.33

185
28.0672
10.31628
8.58
60.52
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28AzBIANTUAIIT TR ANIATA

< 2 a = a ] é’ a
AITHLLIN W lNNTE AR ALBINITATENN AL ﬂﬁﬂﬂlﬁtﬂ@ﬁuﬂﬂ 2

NANNARDY U Aedy  AndeduunnsgIu Kolmogorov-Smirnov

SE One 20 sec 17 p=0.200
SE Multi 20 sec 24 p=0.143
SE Multi 40 sec 20 p=0.200
Single 15 sec p=0.200
Single 30 sec 19 p=0.200
Auudusslunnstinfingesngila: S NG IR

NANNAREY duny v Ar; Imogorov-Smirmov
[

SE One 20 sec - 19.68 9.60 p=0.200

%Multu%seﬂﬂﬂ’)ﬂﬁﬂﬁ“ﬂ’ln‘s 0=0.200

SE Multi 40 . ac Y 17 29. 78 11. 20 p 0.092

TXIRIANNT umwma

Single 3(]F § ;ﬂ pﬂ 126

InNn1e  Imszvssainlpalulnsev-amauan( Kolmogorov-Smirnov) dafluannnld

dmszinasnsranavesteya  wudn deyanngalunimasesiizduuunisnszanasiouuy

Unf 9 p < 0.05
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annsatassitesiudaysiianumanzanlunmsiatnuuy wisuussng snld Taeann
nsaassiteyarianualaeldann a9ud mas (Levene's test)  eldluntmasay Ay
wiilauaeA1ANLLs (homogeneity of variances)  wudndayanngm dnisnszans

Fawmieauniui p-value = 0.05 AIANII

F df1 df2 Sig

1.962 0.05
dayanninsiis NNATALLLNIINNFENG ADH

N19NTTANBRALLLNG pENMsAU AeualAULLY W13

wisnd atiadinsnzrineflil el ol 2 90 gWe WayhanaWeis of variances) A9gninn

1 lun159 AT 12 AILA A l g

source Sum of squg Sig Power of test

Corrected model 2517.391 2.868 0.004 0.959

Intercep 137622408 _
. %7 W boss 0475

.OOO 1.000

Annawenio 1778 '! 6 114 4588 0002 0940
aineaiuAsnnETenin309. 8@ 0.794 0.530 0:251
ﬂ%&ﬂ’lﬂﬁ@w gIN?
Total Ms319.843 185 .
—RRIATAIIREINY
.1 - E -

v k% a dl ° = ' d‘ ! <
ANNANTNINAUTUATBINY VIHWN’]HIAINNNﬂ[5]@ﬂ’]i‘Lﬂ@ﬂuLLﬂ@\‘l“ﬂ‘ﬂ\‘iﬂﬁﬂ'JWNLLﬂNLLN

HARALLUAY 1 p=0.06 Tuausidan ﬁLﬁ@n'l,‘ﬁl,l,aﬁ“ﬁ"lum?’ﬁ\ﬂuﬁNﬂﬁi'ar’hm'mlﬁq

L3 o

USIEARALLUAY a8 NaTiadAtun19admn p= 0.002 uaNINUUTINLI AR in I8

o

Wuliifinansenusesiinresdag  lunisinlfiiensudsuulasresdraauudausstinfin

WULAY 7 p=0.530
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yena Nty NsAAITIN NS RRATAtNITLIAUNIS WINRITBINTNARDL (power
of test) gninanldifenmaneusziaudeiu lunmsinmzd  Faomdemniae
uilstlsan Famnse wudnans et lunsaes  sLALNAITBINITAGaL
aaatladprinreaniu lun1maaadne 0.48 SLALNAITBINITNARALYBTIASE 3519 IFTeI
fo A8 0.94  uaTA1STALNEIIINIMAReLTENIARTIAiERe 0.25 FnsTAUNG ITRINTS

mmmﬂuwammLmmqna'ﬂamﬂm"mmm’ruﬂmmmaﬂumumm (type I error) 'vrm‘nu Faitl

v o

< *RX a =2 ad t=i ' o
AN LLTILLTNEI AR AL LI L AR N LS8 ' kil T HAZITNITNUANANNY - NIT

\‘N&‘ S

WATIZNAE N3RS TEN AallladSl 0 e "Way ANOVA) uazauuls

Usauzastlszansiinid® gl o vidh @sant \., ipIE*Comparison )IRA WARLAAA
o - W RN ' 1 a o 1
(LSD) asgnudnunld 1ig 7 I A IR el leviuin® Ay ety

IS ! : 3 i d’l’ a
NARDLANNIUNEUTBIATI AL 9 variances) luilafuilng

Levene statistic [} . . £io

S 1
T

1 0.006

3.858

it e ‘VrbEl NINYINT
9 RYIDETO HRATRYINY =

TIMINNGUNARBY  975.049 4 243 .762 2.791  0.030
nelunquneaes  8647.984 99 87.353
HATINTINNA 9623.032 103

270 NM53ATIEANLYsLTIU HANuANE1esEndengunAses p=0.030
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A J . ¥ d” a
NARBUAINNIMABUTBIAIANLLTLIU(Homogenity of variances)luillaRuainaslsfia

Levene statistic df1 df2 Sig

0.548 4 76 0.701

N1TILATIZI AL

Sig
FTUINNGNNAND 0.046
nMelungunaaes 8446.
NATINTIINUA
a s d : = 1 dl
21N NM3UATIZIANULTTI AT . Q29NQNNARBIN p=0.046

e

AULINENTNEINS
AR TN TN



nan1sulauiisugedaulaslfusanan( sp)luilafuainsisiia

Mean
Difference
(1) TEETH (3) TEETH 1-3) Std. Error Sig. -
LSD sclerotic SE fMutd 20 s normal SE mult 20 s -6.2585*|  3.12752 .047
normal SB 15 s -6.7322%|  3.12752 .033
normal SE multi 40 s -3.8923 3.33666 .245
nomal S8 30 sec -5.7350 3.21882 .077
normal SE one 20 s 2.2462 3.38399 .508
sclerotic SB 15 s -1.8223 3.49497 .603
sclerotic SE multil4d s -4.8559 3.38399 .153
sclerotic SB -5.0582 3.38399 137
3.49497 .135
sclerotic SB 15 s 3.24728 174
3.24728 132
3.44916 .549
3.33530 242
3.49497 .246
R 49497 .603
by, 3.49497 .387
49497 .356
3.60253 .051
sclerotic SE Multi 40 8 12752 .654
' 3.12752 .549
3.33666 773
3.21882 .785
3.38399 .037
3.38399 .153
3.49497 .387
3.38399 .952
3.49497 .004
sclerotic SB 30 se 2752 702
4312752 593
A\ 4 3666 727
_ 1882 .834
“ m 3.38399 .032
sderobc SE multi 20 s 3.38399 137
tic S8 15 s 3.2359 3.49497 .356
- ~ 20 952
sd St l_ 1 0.30 G*l% 004
scleroticSE Qhe 0% ™ no --- T {15019+|" "3.24728 ,001
| SB 15 -11,9756*| 3.24728
N - * 6
R8N ﬁﬁiﬁf&ijmw- e us
-299 149497 392
sclerotic SE multi 20 s -5.2434 3.49497
sclerotic SB 15 s -7.0657 3.60253 .051
sclerotic SE mutti 40 s -10.0993*|  3.49497 .004
sderotic SB 30 sec -10.3016%  3.49497 .004

99
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uan1zuwFauisuideulne lfusaiean(LSD) ke wulng

Mean

Difference
() TEETH (J) TEETH (1-3) Std. Error Sig. -
LSD normal SE Multi 20 s normal SB 15 s -4737 2.84805 .868
normal SE multi 40 s 2.3662 3.07625 443
normal SB 30 sec 5235 2.94801 .859
normal SE one 20 s 8.5047%| 3.12752 .007
sderotic SE multi 20 s 6.2585%|  3.12752 047
sclerotic SB 15 s 44362 | 3.24728 174
sclerotic S 1.4026 3.12752 654
i 1.2003 | 3.12752 702
11.5019*%| 3.24728 001
normal SB 15 s 20 . 4737 2.84805 .868
‘ i40 s 99 | 3.07625 357
tE 3 .9972 | 2.94801 736
0 w. .8.9784%| 3.12752 .005
2 ' = 312752 .033
sy 3.24728 132
f milio 3.12752 549
3.12752 593
9756*|  3.24728 .000
normal SE Multi i S - 1 3.07625 443
195 : : 3.07625 357
| 5B, ! | 3.16902 562
ngfmal 85 3.33666 068
ic S .8923 3.33666 .245
RS 5 0700 | 3.44916 549
1 .9636 3.33666 773
sclerotic E -1.1659 3.33666 727
357*%|  3.44916 .009
normal SB 30 2.94801 859
“ 2.94801 736
3.16902 562
_ m .gsﬁ 3.21882 014
© clerotic SE mutti 20 s 5.73 3.21882 077
sclerotic SB 15 s 3.9127 3.33530 242
c i 785
@ ug SRR 8o 5‘
20s 97 3530 .001
normal S%One 20s normal SE ?uln 20s -8 5047* 3.12752 .007
‘ . noanal.SB > 1 .005
o WA etk ‘Wﬁ | b | we
q : ofmal SB30"se 3! ‘ 014
sclerotic SE mutti 20 s -2.2462 3.38399 .508
sclerotic SB 15 s 4.0685 3.49497 .246
sclerotic SE mutti 40 s -7.1021%  3.38399 .037
sclerotic SB 30 sec -7.3044*|  3.38399 032
scleroticSE one 20 s 2.9972 3.49497 .392
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N193LATILIN AT AN ATBIR NS AN NANNAL (Failure Mode)

ﬁ‘ k2 = rd'd tﬁldl v °' I a v
LummnmﬂuauL'mawum'mnwmm'h (expected value) A1N21 5 INUTatas 20

Y

LAETIARTEIANMNEANGT NsANENT FeIAERAIULANANITSE NI AN NELIMGY
17;L’ﬁm%uluusimnzﬁuwmammqaﬁFlimﬂm:"l%ﬁ'mﬁﬁu,uuuau—w'mLum?nsf 7ia  Monte
Carlo Method 3aziflunnsszannuaniiliioudes (unbiased estimator) 294ANHAATY
434 TANANTIATIZY AR

Wadulng

wamadn LT AN Ao 4

Waiuapanlsina

oA

7 S T Y i ., o ;
WAAIIIHAIINUANGNNTDY AN HOISEIINE SRR INNQAUNARSY ANINITNARDUABINN
_,ﬁl';' A2

' nl '
ANLANGN9ANGHN s
] ]
NARBLAINY ;';T-_‘ VT :'# Huainaalssia
noffjnes Sig.
‘ iv]

0.791

SE Multl205fc /SB15sec

UEINENSNE03

SE Multi20sec/SE One2dec

AWt adl UNANEAY

SB15sec/SB30sec 0.335
SB15sec/SE One20sec 0.108
SE Multi40sec/SB30sec 0.719
SE Multi40sec/SE One20sec 0.341
SB30sec/SE One20sec 0.064

WUIIHAINUANGNNTENINe  SE Multi20sec iU SE One20sec(p= 0.020)

o oA
wsiliwuAuuANsnaTinguaw(p>0.05)



uazIBsnTeIuess ANlslaun LNy anaalsda ang

Dentin dark yelow of
s evident in the

S

ﬂ.l ¢ o o/
sy Db § VN 139 Sbd Vo3 VLBl k)2
The Unive’sity of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 419F Braver Hall,CB # 7450
Chapel Hill ,NC 27599-7450
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21882180AT8ITAAANTEARA(ANNBNANIIBITENE R R)
Clearfil SE Bond (a1n Kuraray Medical Co.(2000)Clearfil SE Bond resin-based dental
adhesive system : Technical information., Tokyo,Japan )

avALlsEnay
PRIMER : MDP, HEMA, DIMETHACRYLATE MONOMER, WATER

,PHOTOINITIATOR (approkimete pH=0.6)

BOND: MDP, HEMA, DIMETHA =R MICROFILLER PHOTOINITIATOR
RhLS —
1.Dispense appropriate 230uis*e Bent™Be.aat Mix the Primer and Bond.

-

2.Use the Primer and B
3.Apply a generous amg
4.Use mild air flow to dry i€ digplace it.
5.Apply the Bond,distributg ‘\ g mild air flow.Do not use a
strong air blast. Any puddlifig he Bond will decrese bond

strength |
6.Light cure for 10 seconds
Single Bond (31N uL Den 996)~.3M Single Bond Dental

Adhesive System: Teg \;,— <3

avALsznay 1
vy

i¥

Scotchbond Etchant : 35°/8.PHOSPHORIC ACID BY WEIGHT (approximate pH=0.6)

Single Bond Acﬁs H Hﬂ% WQ{] w&jﬂ ‘ﬂ\’%’rHACRYLATEs A

NOVEL PHOTG@EINITIATOR SYSTEM AND A METHACRYLATE FUNCTIONAL
i A TONT SRR Y
Adl’/

1.Etchmg : Apply Scotchbond etchant to enamel and dentin.Wait 15 seconds.Rinse for
10 seconds.Blot excess water leaving tooth moist.

2.Adhesive : Using a fully saturated brush tip for each coat, apply 2 consecutive coats
of Single Bond adhesive to etched enamel and dentin. Dry gently for 2-5

seconds.Light cured for 10 seconds



104
UszARgiliauineninus

a a

uaunngucsens IezulssdR (uwmanaiin neuetunad) Nafidawinasfs
=1 o =& =l =1 o o =)
fammsﬂnms:muﬂsznmnmmn‘mLmum}mamzm seAvNsINANIAN 19Ty
o = P 9 . o o o -
WFITENGANANT meﬂumﬂmmﬁnmmﬂlmuqmuﬁnmwﬂmzwumLvammmm 149
'8 a [ =] o o o a Sl
NIlNMIIMENAY JLw.A.2530 lngaunisAneiunuwme A ansTufnludin. . 2536
WAIAUNITAN LﬁT'ls*mwmﬂﬂuﬁumLmeTﬂ?:fé’ﬁNwmumféwmwuaum

uaziall Sandnas Tulln.a.28 AL sannTuTind. 2538 WaAnm

salunangmnsdseniptienirmkg apnilunattd  Aecsiunumme

ANARS WM S TIOR8 AT uﬂ?”mwmu‘%ﬂuﬁuﬁuﬁmm

\\”

Nmmﬂumﬂmummﬂulumm

ANUINUANTINARANNS wmmumwummsmmmmm
=4
ETE
W.A.2541 £17¢L
A1UANTsiR N g 0 SIMITIRR I T S \ \ sTulsEhng AziuRUNNE
ANGRT NWINENAEIAD 542 WWi5Unu NRCT-JSPS Scientific
Cooperation Program ‘ nd Dental University Tudszina
iy slaunlutln.m.2545 ‘W5 ETGE wefnwsieluseiuFoyoatn luanan
o o dl o ™ o a o dl'
NUANTINURNNTT NANETIUGLAN RVNINENaY uwasnuliEnausuiiie
?Jfé“uﬁﬂszmmﬁﬂu ':"__;ﬁz;;z;;;z:;;;;;:j;;;:;::;;;.'.:.::;::::: ' 1ulAT9N1T The Fellowship
#auanauluulsegu The

=

NED ﬂsvmﬁmﬂu

of International Sci

5
|
J

First International Con ss on Adhesive Dent:stry ‘VIL&I’rN

Tuilw. ﬁi m wiilszmalne sy
qwmm‘m‘?mﬂu ﬂ ﬂ ?ﬂﬂmm;:m Tullw.@.2543 1
W.A.2545 ﬁ m W’ﬂ ﬁ quqwumnsm
wsmm Ajﬂ@ ﬁ5 ﬁ@j’ j AiUayRRg
mmmwum nasnimnnng luilw.a.2546

uenanulszalusanisuda Seldsandunnienssunstususiunnssuimnnis
wistszinalng lusendnatln A 2542 §9 2544 uaziluAENTINNITITANTTUTUTTUR

ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘NﬁE]ﬂﬂ’Wﬁ‘LLﬁﬂﬂ?tLVIﬂlV]E} IﬂﬂﬁNﬂQWUWWNW LL@“L‘IIEIHUVIF]Q’]NIMF]@@NU?JT ’QW‘II’EN'J']?

a7 seusiBunenaluin. . 2542 auiailaqiiy



	รายการอ้างอิง
	ภาคผนวก

	ประวัติผู้เขียน

