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New approaches for antimicrobial strategies for biofilm in infected root canal
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The overall success rate of conventional root canal treatment has been shown to
range from about 65 % to 95%. Recently, some new technologies have been developed
for the purpose of effective elimination of infected regions, efficiency of treatment, and
reduction of treatment period. The estimation of these technologies are needed for
clinical use. A new technology has been developed for artificial root infected model and
estimation of root canal treatment.
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FIG. 2. Comparison of relative D s of macromolecules measured in
dental plaque or in in vitro oral biofilms. Sources: @, this study; A,
reference 11; (O), reference 1; A, reference 12; M, reference 5.
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