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Study on the method of analysis of fluoride ion in toothpaste.
Chotpaibulpun, S., Taycharpipranai, S and Angchanpen, P. : C.U. Dent. J. 5:

Abstract

The experiments compared the six methods of analysis of sodium fluoride Stannous
fluoride and Sodiummonofluorophosphate in toothpastes. The ionic fluoride content was
determined by Orion Research Microprocessor Analyzer Model 901 and fluoride electrode. The
results in analysis of sodium fluoride and stannous fluoride were indifference but the modified
TISAB method was the best However, sodium monofluorophosphate containing toothpaste

should be determined by Pearce’s method which gave the higher result.



