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Figure 1, Diagram of the measurements
a: Recession(Cementoenamel junction to gingival margin)
b: Clinical attachment level(Recession + Probing depth)

¢t Probing depth

d: Width of Keratinized gingiva(Gingival margin to mucogingival line)
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Table 1, Comparison of mean recession values(mm)
Baseline(SD) 45+(SD) 125+(SD) 205(SD)
Tetmc;zzzline 3.32(0.99) 0.27(0.63)* 0.27(0.63)" 0.27(0.63)*
n=
No
tetracycline 3.07(1.17) 0.64(0.71)" 0.55(0.63) 0.50(0.60)"
n=22

*: Significantly different from Baseline(P {0.05) using Wilcoxon signed Ranks test
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Figure 2, Comparison of mean recession values

Table 2, Comparison of Mean Pocket depth Values(mm)

Baseline(SD) 4%(SD) 12%(SD) 20%(SD)

Tetracycline 1.55(0.51) - 1.82(0.50) 1.86(0.64)
n=22
No

tetracycline 1.64(0.49) - 1.95(0.49) 1.95(0.49)
n=22

*:Significantly different from Baseline(P{0,05) using Wilcoxon signed Ranks test
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Figure 3, Comparison of mean pocket depth values

Askao 2 803t o2 BTl HESo]Ze  Fo] 245 mmE 2.25mme] S HYTHTable 3,
2 = 7 4.80 mmol|A] & F 2059 2.14 mm=E 2,73 Figure 4).
mme] &, 2T & A 4.7 mmolA & 520
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Table 3, Comparison of mean clinical attachment level values(mm)

Baseline(SD) 45(SD) 125(SD) 205+(SD)
Tetm‘g;ﬁ“e 4,86(0.94) ; 2.09(0.91)" 2.14(0,98)"
-
No
tetracycline 4.70(1.27) - 2.50(0.80)* 2.45(0.83)*
n=22

*: Significantly different from Baseline(P{0.05) using Wilcoxon signed Ranks test
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Figure 4, Comparison of mean clinical attachment level values

4 st A|I2 4,25 mm=E 1,16 mme] A& H A tH(Table 4,
Figure 5).
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Table 4, Comparison of mean keratinized tissue values(mm)

Tc

No Tc

Baseline(SD) 4+(SD) 1257(SD) 20F(SD)
Tetquzgline 3.32(1.43) 6.16(1.49)* 5.05(0.97)* 4.08(0.87)
=
No
tetracycline 3.09(1.42) 5.39(0.75)* 4,48(1,00)" 4.25(0.99)
n=22

*: Significantly different from Baseline(P{0.05) using Wilcoxon signed Ranks test
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Figure 5, Comparison of mean keratinized tissue values
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Table 5. Comparison of mean differences from baseline to 20weeks for both groups(mm)

4+(SD) 125+(SD) 20+(SD)
CEJ-GM Tetracycline 3.05(1.00)* 3.05(0.96)* 3.05(0.96)*
No tetracycline 2.43(1.29)* 2.52(1.29)* 2.57(1.26)*
Sulcus Tetracycline - 0.27(0.55) -0.32(0.72)
depth No tetracycline - 0.32(0.48) -0.32(0.48)
CEJ-PD Tetracycline - 2.77(1.18) 2.73(1.27)
No tetracycline - 2.22(1.43) 2,25(1.31)
GM-MGL Tetracycline 2.84(1.34) 1.73(1.28) 1.48(1.25)
No tetracycline 2.30(1.21) 1.39(1.18) 1.16(1.13)
*: Significantly different from Baseline(P{0.05) using Wilcoxon'rank sum test
CEJ : Cementoenamel junction GM : Gingival margin
PD : Pocket depth MGJ : Mucogingival junction
Table 6, Percentage of root coverage(mm)-from CEJ to gingival margin(mm)
Baseline 20weeks Coverage
Tetracycline 3.32 0.27 93%
No tetracycline 3.07 0.5 83%
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