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Abstract The aim of the present study was to evaluate the
remineralization potential of five dentifrices with different
fluoride concentrations. Initial caries lesions were created in
72 cylindrical enamel blocks from deciduous teeth. The
specimens were randomly distributed among six experimental
groups corresponding to six experimental periods. Each of the
six volunteers carried two deciduous enamel specimens fixed
in an intraoral appliance for a period of 4 weeks. They brushed
their teeth and the enamel blocks at least two times a day with
dentifrices containing 0 ppm (period 1), 250 ppm (period 2),
and 500 ppm fluoride (period 3), respectively. A second group
of volunteers (n=6) used dentifrices with a fluoride content
of 0 ppm (period 4), 1,000 ppm (period 5), or 1,500 ppm
(period 6). At the end of the respective period, the mineral
content was determined by transversal microradiography
(TMR). The use of dentifrices containing 500 ppm fluoride
(38% MR), 1,000 ppm fluoride (42% MR), and 1,500 ppm
fluoride (42% MR) resulted in a statistically significant

higher mineral recovery compared to the control group
(0 ppm fluoride). Mineral recovery was similar after use of
dentifrices containing 0 and 250 ppm fluoride (24%; 25%). It
is concluded that it is possible to remineralize initial carious
lesions in deciduous enamel in a similar way as it has been
described for enamel of permanent teeth.
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Introduction

Fluoridated dentifrices are suggested to be an important
factor for caries decline in children in many economically
developed countries. Normally, fluoridated dentifrices
contain 1,000–1,500 ppm fluoride. However, due to
toxicological considerations, child formula toothpaste con-
taining 250–500 ppm fluoride is recommended in some
countries [8]. De- and remineralization efficacy of fluoride
dentifrices have been evaluated in pH cycling models [13,
14]. With these laboratory-based experiments, it was shown
that there is a positive relationship between the amount of
fluoride administered and the existing cariostatic efficacy.
Concerning the clinical use of dentifrices in a recently
published Cochrane review, it has been argued that the
caries reducing efficacy of low fluoridated dentifrices
seems to be ambiguous, since well-performed randomized
clinical trials comparing differently concentrated fluoridat-
ed toothpastes are lacking [9]. Particularly, studies aimed at
remineralization capacity of fluoridated toothpaste in
deciduous teeth are rare. It was therefore the aim of the
present study to compare differently concentrated fluoride
toothpastes in an in situ model concerning their relative
remineralizing capacity in enamel of deciduous teeth.
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Materials and methods

This institutionally approved, parallel-controlled, double-
blind randomized in situ study was carried out in
accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The study
protocol was reviewed and approved by the university’s
independent ethics committee. Seventy-two extracted de-
ciduous teeth were gathered and cleaned thoroughly. The
roots were cut off and from each tooth one specimen with a
diameter of 2.5 mm was prepared with a trepan bur. The
specimens were embedded in epoxy resin (Orthocryl,
Dentaurum, Ispringen, Germany) and the enamel aspect
was ground flat and polished with SiC paper up to FEPA P
2400, thereby removing minimum surface roughness. Then
the enamel blocks were plasma sterilized. A defined area of
intact enamel was covered with an adhesive tape. Subse-
quently, the specimens were kept in a demineralizing
solution containing 3 mM CaCI2·2H2O, 3 mM KH2PO4,
50 mM CH3COOH (acetic acid), 6µM methylendiphosph-
onate, amounts of KOH to adjust the initial pH to 5.0,
Thymol (traces) [5], and positioned on a shaking table for
3 days. After the demineralization period, a control slice
was obtained and underwent a TMR (transversal microra-
diography) evaluation in order to check the demineralized
specimens for minimum variation of mineral loss. Subse-
quently, the demineralized surfaces were partially covered
with nail varnish to serve as control area.

Twelve adult volunteers in good oral health gave their
written consent to participate in the study. For each
volunteer, a mandibular appliance was fabricated carrying
one enamel specimen in each buccal flange. The volunteers
were equally distributed among two experimental groups
and everybody shared three experimental periods.

Two enamel specimens each were mounted into the
buccal aspects of intraoral appliances.

The first group of volunteers (n=6) used dentifrices
containing 0, 1,000, and 1,500 ppm fluoride, while the
second group received 0, 250, and 500 ppm fluoride-
containing toothpaste (Olaflur, GABA, Therwil, Switzerland)
during the respective experimental periods. The composition
of the dentifrices did not differ except for the fluoride
concentration. Each period lasted for 4 weeks. At the
beginning and after each period, a washout phase of 1 week
was fitted in. During that period, the teeth were brushed with
fluoride-free toothpaste. During the whole study, the volun-
teers abstained from the use of other fluoride preparations
(e.g., mouth rinses, fluoridated salt, fluoride-containing
mineral water, fluoride gels, etc.) The volunteers brushed
their teeth three times a day after the main meals with 1 ml
toothpaste derived from a syringe. During the meals, the
appliances were kept in 100% humidity.

After tooth brushing, the volunteers had to spit out
once, but they did not rinse with water, i.e., they retained
some excess of toothpaste–saliva slurry in the oral
cavity. The intraoral appliances were gently cleaned with
a separate toothbrush without dentifrice and inserted into
the oral cavity. Then the volunteers rinsed their mouth
with the retained toothpaste–saliva suspension and spat
out again.

For mineral analysis, the specimens were sectioned to a
thickness of 100±10µm and processed for TMR as
described by Buchalla et al. [4]. Mineral recovery (MR)
was calculated from the integrated mineral loss of the lesion
before and after remineralization as (DZ demin−DZ
remin)/DZ demin and expressed as %. Change of lesion
depth (Ld) was calculated accordingly.

For each subject, the results from two TMR analyses
were averaged and the average was used for statistical
analysis. For confirmation of statistical testing, an analysis
of variance (ANOVA) model was used. In the case of
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significant differences by ANOVA, groups were statistically
compared using the paired t test.

Results

All specimens showed a different but roughly comparable
mineral loss after initial demineralization. The mineral loss
accounted for 1,483±499µm vol.% corresponding to an
average lesion depth of 51±13.8µm. After the respective in
situ phase, all specimens revealed a distinct mineral
recovery. Since mineral recovery and reduction of lesion
depth were not statistically significant for the two placebo
dentifrices (0 ppm F−), data were pooled and only one
control group is presented.

Figure 1 shows the relative mineral recovery for the
different groups, while Table 1 gives the absolute numbers.
It can be seen that the use of 0 and 250 ppm fluoride-
containing toothpaste led to similar results of 24±0.75%
and 25±5.8% mineral recovery, respectively. The applica-
tion of 500, 1,000, and 1,500 ppm fluoride-containing
dentifrices led to a significantly higher mineral recovery
compared to the lower concentrated fluoride dentifrices.
After the use of 500 ppm F toothpaste, the relative mineral
recovery amounted to 38±6.9%, for the 1,000 ppm and
1,500 ppm F− containing dentifrices, a mineral recovery
amounted to 42±5.5% and 42±5.8%, respectively. How-

ever, between the three groups, no statistically significant
differences could be observed. An almost similar behavior
could be found for reduction of lesion depth (Fig. 2 and
Table 1). Lesion depth was reduced by 13±3.2% and 13±
2.3% in the 0 ppm and 250 ppm groups. The use of
500 ppm, 1,000 ppm, and 1,500 ppm dentifrices resulted in
a reduced lesion depth of 23±4.0%, 23±2.3%, and 29±
4.0%, respectively. Only the latter group differed signifi-
cantly from the four other groups.

Discussion

The cariostatic efficacy of fluoridated dentifrices is indisput-
able. However, it has been reported that their unsupervised use
in small children may result in an undesirable high fluoride
intake [6]. Consequently, dentifrices with a lower fluoride
content dedicated to young children have been developed.
The clinical efficacy of these toothpastes in deciduous teeth
is a matter of dispute and particularly whether a lower caries
preventive effect can be determined for fluoride concentra-
tion below 500 ppm. Twetman et al. [15] stated in a recent
review that inconclusive evidence was found regarding the
effect of fluoride toothpaste in primary dentition. In contrast
to our study, for permanent teeth, Dunipace et al. [7] and
Wefel et al. [16] found that mineral acquisition by initial
white spot lesions increased with an increasing fluoride level.

Groups Mineral recovery (vol.%·µm) Reduction of lesion depth (µm)

0 ppm F− (n=12) 269.60±44.74* 6.9±0.41

250 ppm F− (n=6) 264.80±25.69 6.3±0.59

500 ppm F− (n=6) 674.70±194.56 14.2±2.19

1,000 ppm F− (n=6) 856.90±186.58 13.2±2.07

1,500 ppm F− (n=6) 806.10±123.26 15.5±1.53

Table 1 Mean mineral recovery
(vol.%·µm) and mean reduction
of lesion depth of initial carious
lesions in deciduous enamel

n=number of volunteers, each
volunteer carried two enamel
specimens

*Mean±standard error of the
mean
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Recent studies showed that 500 ppm F− containing denti-
frices led to a similar caries reduction compared to standard
toothpastes in permanent teeth [12]. It has also been proven
in vitro that at least 500 ppm are necessary to protect the
enamel of permanent teeth from net demineralization [13].
Bjarnason and Finnbogason [3] found in a randomized
clinical study that the progression of already existing carious
lesions was similar, after use of 250-ppm- or 1,000-ppm-
containing fluoride dentifrice. On the other hand, Peterson et
al. [10] could show that 250-ppm-containing toothpaste did
not inhibit lesion development when a high number of acid-
producing bacteria are present on the respective enamel
surfaces. Thus, inherent information about the effectiveness
of using a low concentrated fluoride dentifrice is available.
Additionally, deciduous teeth exhibit a different behavior
according to de- and remineralization [11]. Therefore, the
question arose how deciduous enamel behaves concerning
remineralization after use of differently concentrated tooth-
pastes. In the present study, it could be shown that the
application of a 250-ppm-containing toothpaste did not result
in a significantly higher mineral uptake compared to placebo.
In a systematic review, Ammari et al. [1] reported about
randomized controlled trials comparing low fluoride tooth-
pastes containing 600 ppm F or less with toothpastes
containing 1,000 ppm or more in children and adults that
250 ppm fluoride dentifrices are not as effective in caries
prevention as dentifrices containing 1,000 ppm fluoride. The
results of our study are in accordance with these clinical
studies. The cariostatic efficacy of the dentifrice containing
250 ppm fluoride was not superior to that found for 0 ppm F.
This may be due to the model chosen for the experiments. In
fact, almost 25% of the mineral loss is recovered by salivary
exposure alone, with no added fluoride. In a model with
demineralization episodes, different results could have
occurred. However, the results of the present experimental
set up shows that 500 ppm F− is needed to see a response
and this response is not significantly improved with higher
F-concentrated products. Nevertheless, it is not clear if
mineral recovery has reached a plateau or if an increased
experimental time would have resulted in a continued effect.
When using 500 ppm fluoride-containing toothpaste, a
significantly higher remineralization took place. It was
comparable to the mineral uptake in the 1,000 and
1,500 ppm fluoride groups. These results are in accordance
with those of Biesbrock et al. [2] who performed placebo-
controlled dose response study in 657 subjects. They did not
find any evidence of a dose response (1,450 ppm F versus
500 ppm F) according to caries reduction.

Conclusion

From the present study, it can therefore be concluded that it
is possible to remineralize initial carious lesions in
deciduous enamel in a similar way as it has been described
for enamel of permanent teeth and that 500 ppm F− is
needed to see a response.

Acknowledgements We gratefully acknowledge the support of
GABA International AG, Bale/Switzerland.

The authors thank Ms. Petra Heß for her excellent assistance.

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflict of
interest.

References

1. Ammari AB, Bloch-Zupan A, Ashley PF (2003) Systematic
review of studies comparing the anti-caries efficacy of children’s
toothpaste containing 600 ppm of fluoride or less with high
fluoride toothpastes of 1, 000 ppm or above. Caries Res 37:85–92

2. Biesbrock AR, Bartizek RD, Gerlach RW, Jacobs SA, Archila L
(2003) Effect of three concentrations of sodium fluoride denti-
frices on clinical caries. Am J Dent 16:99–104

3. Bjarnason S, Finnbogason SY (1991) Effect of different fluoride
levels in dentifrice on the development of approximal caries.
Caries Res 25:207–212

4. Buchalla W, Attin T, Schulte-Mönting J, Hellwig E (2002)
Fluoride uptake, retention, and remineralization efficacy of a
highly concentrated fluoride solution on enamel lesions in situ. J
Dent Res 81:329–333

5. Buskes JA, Christoffersen J, Arends J (1985) Lesion formation
and lesion remineralization in enamel under constant composition
conditions. A new technique with applications. Caries Res
19:490–496

6. De Almeida BS, Da Silva Cardoso VE, Buzalaf MA (2007)
Fluoride ingestion from toothpaste and diet in 1- to 3-year-old
Brazilian children. Community Dent Oral Epidemiol 35:53–63

7. Dunipace AJ, Hall AF, Kelly SA et al (1997) An in situ
interproximal model for studying the effect of fluoride on enamel.
Caries Res 31:60–70

8. Holt RD, Nunn JH, Rock WP, Page J (1996) Fluoride dietary
supplements and fluoride toothpastes for children. Int J Paediatr
Dent 6:139–142

9. Marinho VC, Higgins JP, Sheiham A, Logan S (2003) Fluoride
toothpastes for preventing dental caries in children and adoles-
cents. In: The Cochrane Library, Issue 2, Oxford: Update Software

10. Petersson LG, Edwardsson S, Koch G, Kurol J, Lodding A (1995)
The effect of a low fluoride containing toothpaste on the
development of dental caries and microbial composition using a
caries generating model device in vivo. Swed Dent J 19:83–94

11. Sønju Clasen AB, Øgaard B, Duschner H, Ruben J, Arends J,
Sönju T (1997) Caries development in fluoridated and non-
fluoridated deciduous and permanent enamel in situ examined by

268 Clin Oral Invest (2010) 14:265–269



microradiography and confocal laser scanning microscopy. Adv
Dent Res 11:442–447

12. Stookey GK, Mau MS, Isaacs RL, Gonzalez-Gierbolini C,
Bartizek RD, Biesbrock AR (2004) The relative anticaries
effectiveness of three fluoride-containing dentifrices in Puerto-
Rico. Caries Res 38:542–550

13. Ten Cate JM, Exterkate RA, Buijs MJ (2006) The relative efficacy
of fluoride toothpastes assessed with pH cycling. Caries Res
40:136–141

14. Thaveesangpanich P, Itthagarun A, King NM, Wefel JS (2005)
The effects of child formula toothpastes on enamel caries using
two in vitro pH-cycling models. Int Dent J 55:217–223

15. Twetman S, Axelsson S, Dahlgren H et al (2003) Caries-
preventive effect of fluoride toothpaste: a systematic review. Acta
Odontol Scand 61:347–355

16. Wefel JS, Jensen ME, Triolo PT, Faller RV, Hogan MM, Bowman
WD (1995) De/remineralization from sodium fluoride dentifrices.
Am J Dent 8:217–220

Clin Oral Invest (2010) 14:265–269 269


	Remineralization...
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


