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Group Baseline (S0) Stage 1 (S1 Stage 2 (S2) Stage 3 (S3)
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Erosion depth

Gl 2395.5 1089.7 2421.8 1091.8  2457.3 10915 2526.6 1104.7
G2 1877.0 1086.5 1899.3  1088.8 1930.0 1092.3 1960.8 1097.3
G3 1491.2 810.6 14993 810.2 1513.7 810.7 1530.0 810.9
GO 1416.4 9452 1485.8 964.3 1668.8 995.7 19344 1032.0

Scratch depth

Gl 76.5 14.4 89.7 16.2 2153 49.6 387.7 54.1
G2 115.0 30.8 130.8 29.5 283.8 47.5 4359 91.8
G3 66.2 12.0 70.5 11.6 89.1 14.1 107.6 233
GO 72.6 14.9 102.0 15.6 279.6 50.6 522.4 121.5

Abbreviations: SD = standard deviation; G1 (Group 1) = Erosion + CPP-ACP in saliva; G2 (Group 2)
= Erosion + SnF; in saliva; G3 (Group 3) = Erosion + SnF,/CPP-ACP in saliva); GO (Control group)
= Erosion + saliva

Table S1. Erosion depth (nm) and scratch depth (nm) data at baseline (SO) and subsequent stages (S1,
1 min; S2, 5 min; and S3, 10 min of erosion) that were analyzed by using linear mixed-effects models,
controlling for baseline. The changes from baseline for erosion depth are shown in Fig. 1, and for

scratch depth in Fig. 2.



