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aallal 3l : Biofilm dastsud) clagsll) mllaiae; 5l lide LS 3-2-1

s G dsase asia gens o2 s .(Costerton et al., 1978) Costerton

2l BUE) o o peats ossld zla 2plSu aie il e e

.(2-1) Jsall (, Burleson et al., 2007Costerton et al., 1994)@5\3&\

& aihall &f (Costerton et al., 1999) Willson sMillward 83 i

gl iliaall Lbia J81 11 LS (gpallall Lgdaat 8 Calids A gl o) clay )
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, Millward and , Costerton et al., 1999Sena et al., 2006) 4Ll

adiha daslid dasall Y1 Mah s Stewart ¢ WS .(Wilson, 1989

adiall saliaall Jalsall (31580 daglia (yaals Sy cadihall alaall Jalsall Biofilm
el S5 Gl ey Al Al a5 gaill ae s 4 L3S (Biofilm Qi
Mah ) ¢ 1531 Jie Loslia ralall alast ()5S Cum 4o st (e 208 IS alilall JSs

.( , Stewart and Costerton, 2001and O'Toole, 2001

» i

% 2 ST s o= U §id
S4700 2.0kV 10.9mm x5.00k SE(M) 6{27/07 10.0um

ISl 3l Jabyall ¢ oalall handl e afihall sai el skl 35 SN eaalls 3y50m 2(2-1) JS&
(Haapasalo et al., 2010) Biofilm

Sl juaail) dsaaf 3-1

0 S Laasi (5 MICrO—Ct el alaiiinly il pall (e apaall cplal 1-3-1
, Gusiyska Peters et al., 2001) juzaaill cilgal Guads Y 2353 gl )aal)
Desai and Himel, 2009) s 3 Bl 8 Lals ((3-1) Jsal (et al., 2016
umyal) adaliall il i .(, Howard et al., 2011, Brito et al., 2009

Jouetal., ) i ff (rlae cish (gsmn gy il 1) Bas 150l 4800
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Gl 8 Jyshall (gsumadl JSEN d5ms Jhae Gl 43 WU Zushyl Lasis (2004
dlalgually Lliud) alalsdll 8 %50 ) adis 5 %25 o)l dpdall sLal) (e g,
o3 52l LA e Siaall gyl 38 siads (WU et al., 2000) Zyslal) 46

b (e % 70-0 o) Taha S5 8y sl jumatl) oW oY) e 3yl
e %35 4w () w Peters Wl ((Taha et al., 2010) jZash ¥ 4 sanll slidl)

Gergi ) daiidl juaaill dah (e I Saany jucasd (50 A A0 Ll mlas
o5l 4 %43 e @l cnglis o, Peters et al., 2001et al., 2015
Al 4 5laal) Bdagl) Hsdall 4 %33 ) cdslall ola DU A3pdaall Ay

calati ~lide oo A0 skl o)y ) 14 Ul .(Paque et al., 2009a) Paque

.(Haapasalo et al., 2005) juaaill gl lehai ¥ ) laliall iy

(Gusiyska et al., 2016)apiall 3Ll (has e panall je Bhaliall 1(3-1) 8

L1 8 Aed e LT Y] Sl el a81d a1 Al (e a2l ey 2-3-1
cobaad) JelSD Jpaaslly lgd mans ¥ ) 481 Sf dsdadl)
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3Lall (has (e % 40 daus dasd 45 )(Wu et al., 2003 4Dy WU 4y e
b Wl . hsall pnaatl) U] clsal) ae (ela 235,400 ddlaial) 3 335041
092 Al ghaall e %60 &5 sl Jysall jumadl) o caaay Metzger

.(Metzger et al., 2010) uzaas

5Ll (3lalie apead Jul&ll jpcanill o iy Sl 5Ll i G LS 3-3-1
—( 4 Jlai) (lSe) il —fins clagial isthmus &5hal Jedi Ly gyl
, Wu and Peters, 2004) 43l 5Ll aa 5 AY) @ldziilly « deltas Gl
, Ricucci , Vertucci, 1984 , Guerisoli et al., 2002Wesselink, 2001
L U s ¢ (4-1)dgal (, Nair et al., 2005and Bergenholtz, 2003
JolS gty (U5 Jymionall (o 4318 11 jpanil) G 52055 aflyalls el i
, Nair et , Peters, 2004Ricucci and Bergenholtz, 2003) 43,3l 5Ll
i 4 .(, Vaudt et al., 2009 , Siqueira et al., 1997al., 2005
Haapasalo et ) 3llsalls alll gl AU o153Y) Py AslasCll Gl 555 0

Jgydal) slal) ghalie JalS jiehiig Candatig ‘(al., 2005

Abbott et )idaul ¢la S 4l H5dall 3 48l #5050 Micro computed tomography s s (4—1) JS

(al-, 2011
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V) Lealise dia S8 Bjaiall VAN £yl Leledll Hgall acxi 4-3-1
ey cddle Allaal dume <Y 4 48Y) 3l A accessory canals dilaay)
Jilguss 153 08 12gly clggle Apslal afihall 40€ s Lalay) L) pan o ading
(Vs adihall A1) Sy SolSall jumaill aedy caeuill Ala s afihall salias
L g Jpasl) ueal) laliall o AAUANN Aida s cipaiall il 53]l LAl
Jie adlall 3l gl Idb'lj «( , Haapasalo et al., 2005Lee et al., 2004a)

L0500 3Ll e 00 0al) cilalaally glal) 1Sl 1)
=)=3 e D 5] Uy SR

Lnpnlly Lnlad) Llally afihall 3] (3 SV )52 o)) Jilad G and 13 2

£ il 3Ll Mol 5 553 Jea Lo ) Y] Jsams Lasse 55 30 2)la adass 8 Al
AnS s A3yl sl A3l Hlee sl 88 . (Haapasalo et al., 2010) jpzaal
Townsend and ) Ll SulSall sl aey 230 Aol i ddgiall 530,

.(Maki, 2009

aiall ol A e s s ¢ Disinfection gl Caeil Jla g gy -
Townsend and Maki, ) ¢ls,y) Jilw dja ye 488l adilially 45,010 Ll e

L S jpeaaill oSl audll a5 ¢, Baugh and Wallace, 20052009
Sl S 5 (ol Jala (o Alagall 538 it G 230 2580 2l dnllaad

-(M.Hargreaves, 2011) 23,3

ealiall Gl o 43,8 calee 30T tels V) il Adled e 555l Qelsall (s

, Chow, Rosenfeld et al., 1978) 433l sLdll (a0 il caalsll muilly o gl
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caadiad) JiL) g5l )50 aity 13 (1, Violich and Chandler, 20101983

SHSa) jpanill BBYLy s s 3L il ALY o elgY1 A) elg Y Hlais

.(de Gregorio et al., 2010)

Lee et al., ) salull 4y} a5l flushing action Jiladl cayally Jusll Jadl &) LS
, , Turkun and Cengiz, 1997 , van der Sluis et al., 20052004b
Basrani and Haapasalo, ) L8lS aasll oS of s (Okino et al., 2004

, » Moser and Heuer, 1982Chow, 1983) Wle )5y Jasas «(2012
Turkun ) zudl) Ja e 48y SolSaal) adall aaay e o(Howard et al., 2011
, Moorer , Hand et al., 1978 , Okino et al., 2004and Cengiz, 1997
daxiiosall 8yY) has (Bac s BLAN gyt Jasipe 138 Sy .(and Wesselink, 1982

.(Abou-Rass and Piccinino, 1982) ¢15 3

52 sl3 ) Jstaals ((Haapasalo et al., 2014) il aallaall #las - lika 15yl

Agdall 4548l A glaidl Debridment jueat 4 ala
: Ideal Irrigant AGall £lg ¥ Jslaae 4-1

, Torabinejad et al., 2002) Jull J& ¢15 )1 Jslas caualy o) g

:( , Basrani and Haapasalo, 2012Torabinejad, 2009

Sl saclualls (Peters, 2004) dysanll jue5 dygand) il da e 5yl —1

.3a)yl) AJ5)
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.(Basrani, 2011)xbhdlly adihall 30 43la -2

.)(Basrani, 201 115es aa Jalaiy Y5 ¢das A Jsa gudll (2330 2 =3

LA Jes (Basrani, 201 1)( i) Jslaal) 8 Gl iy —4

e Glysmall olad Alle Aled 4005 ((Basrani, 2011)ue adhall sloadl ol =5
.(Schilder, 1974) s5a4ll5 4315l

.)(Basrani, 201145 ) cliidally agpalls aall 35as 2ic Jlaé =6

Jils duliwl dpalall oda 5335 ¢(Basrani, 2011) médie adaudl oyigi =7
e sl il ) Giliadl) Joasl) (i lal) Jpemsll anial) Glalial) b sl 3y

Al Ay adandl il

Aol \C““‘:‘“ :_ua.\w G Y -8
A 3l iy 7l el oy challal) k] el Y1 e 6 -9

. Ayl

Ase e ol ey (Basrani, 2011) dusls delie Llaiud =iy ¥ -10
.(Zehnder, 2006) ¢l ddagmall WAL (lajuss e s dazdl

Haapasalo et )¢l 4y Ciauay Dz lall 48054l (aibadll e sy ~11
.(al., 2010

il dse 8 5)M e i Y 12
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s alSa e - 14

ele ) Sl &\y\ 5-1

: Physiologic Saline syl sl Joladll 1-5-1

(C5ial) oashopiuil) ladl) Jslaall Calliy .Saline alal Jlaaly Al 43) 5Ly
b Osmotic Pressure acali laaca 53 gag5 casmpall HslS mlos el (1

. PH=7 alsies G gen da)3 535 cgpial) Jumall & 25msall Gl

ol dgas (e Al slgladd) Jlae 3 Jlexia) & Juad) alall Jlaall el

By el Y Blom Ay ae s o) Lad A )3 Jsm ol 30 0l ey 48 g
shs Al ik Qi Y aslsnadll alal Jalaall of ) il el ) el
Caron et al., ) L layla aylayy sl e dealill L) Ge dyydall 3Ll Jusy

(', Senia et al., 19712010

:(H20,) Hydrogen peroxide ususSs¥l el 2-5-1

%53 Gzl S5 Bany daladinly 1y (Clsin sac dia o)) JiluS 223k
aaiudl €50 maal & a5 ¢, Svec and Harrison, 1981Harrison, 1984)
Slug pilly afiball 3 Jé 55 .(Seal et al., 2002) %30-1 o s

Seal et al., ) zeudll Adlall 4308 Sudiys cdadhlly ol e Jil 48 LS L ) glal

cogually Bhall b Sl Jeus e e Jilu 431 ¥1.(2002
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oAl JaSgpnel) 3 Jand cJanSspuell ysdn Y 3l wa Jeliiy zopil 4401 -
oo BB 4l aill Jlad) Jadll 383 . aginadl DNA 5 il caas e (OH)

o paiivy Gy (g3 Jon gendll 1) JE 45 Y) casagaall cuyloun 4l
ahat Vs b Aull) syaall i 6 d0a A1 Alalad) cllEsy) eNls

-(Kaufman, 1981)s A @)
lodine-Potassium-lodide (sl asulisadl 25 3-5-1

Gllyy igyiall LY elg Y B aatin) asulisdl 305 4% 535 2% e (5Sh
sy 508 Lyl Cay 38 480 T 45 33l afilall saliadl) 4iailiadl
O oo Dale iy 431 adhall salime Adlasy Jliey 43 LS Laalaiin (e 3a lae i

.(Molander et al., 1999) zull

:(CHX)Chlorhexidine Digluconate (pausSa, Kl 4-5-1

22350 1957 sle s (1940 diles 8 1A 8350 70 (e ST Jia oyl o
saliadl) 4illad Cansy ¢ alaal ¢ Lzally =5 pally alall cililis) dallaaly sl jelass
slall 8 aDlasl Jeud) (pas cleS Culiy (g5l £ (g3n sed Abpans Aliy adiall

dagslll e pylad) & 4slasinl (e a2l . (Greenstein et al., 1986)

323 1970 e Lyl Gala 4 auly JSi aaafi) 481 W) 1959 ale Al duagiyall
.(, Epstein et al., 1991Loe and Schiott, 1970) Schiott sLoe , du,

5 e g Ohally i) 8 Jlab s &l dpn il Ayl e 0,805 aa ) LS
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Al Ay Alnall gl Anaa o Jalially ¢y sadll Zaball 0 Y,

.(Epstein et al., 1991)

O e 8 ga g ads adihall slial) olacd g5l Jals dlaca gl elgy) SIS paaind
gy 4l Ay Y ol ot iy Wy (LilasS ns cpsaaslall sl sum
ad) o5 48LaYL (Greenstein et al., 1986) 4die (ailad 4y oLl

ot 4l gl DY) e e adhall Liall ofl elary ¢ yainall afiall

.(Shabahang et al., 2008) aUalll Zada Jij ¥y adiball apan 8 e 50l

mbiialy chagibal 53l e b ALals g5l Capy sl el (B 4 el
28l 858 Jshay (gonll Al Casnas ¢ aal) LWl 3yusl) ()Mlls 3g,)

. (Haapasalo et al., 2005)

Kovac and Kovac, ) %2 M %0.2 o s dilide 58050 aadieg @ 38 All-
O Al A sead) b 13 oLy Jay 7= 5.5y Al gen A zlsiis - (2011
s Loe J g, .(Vianna et al., 2004) il oWl Sl sk 4pdall sl
, Mohammadi and Vianna et al., 2004) _aidic gileas srnse am S

.(Abbott, 2009

Aol g Al adiha slad Jlads cCilall auls cadilall sliae Jale sa 20yl 4301

, Ferraz et al., Gomes et al., 2001) il 8 puaall d3)sel) adilally calie

, Sena Ferraz et al., 2007)an) cllandl Lala jlally shilly (2007
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.(Bonsor et al., 2000) 4 g a3l jlas

Jang % 2 3l 510 Gl g L Ui f atihall S0 oS5 of 4%y
SASUE G Ll atiball g3 Lewdlsid) Cunasis (s5lal) e Liall Cupiy jedasS
Cliia) by o spnll sl el s afhall Unfe €% 0.2 dnisid)

iy .(Gomes et al., 2003) 3253, 43V La (5S35 (Apad) (s daaiiie

afihall 3alzas Allai€ 0.12 (o dumdl %2 585 of clahall e 2l

.(Shabahang et al., 2003)

Vianna et al., ) Jas Jile (i aadl slglaal) 3 alasiad) Jal e s LS
Jall Ll (il ol 30l 30 PDa dppgaal) cilysasll 8 Jilad) 1S5 43K4, (2004
@Al iluhy i gan (3.%0.2 585 Gl ) %2 585 306 22 (e zling

.(, Vianna et al., 2004Gomes et al., 2001)Jall g5l ae S5l dllad &

Cun o %5.25 asseall Cuyol<oun s 2% pana ) IS G ci)lE A cupal g
48 5 3 5 2y 5500 A s lgaly Lliae Gl 3 afihall saliad) 4l
Oncag et al., ) il DS CpanayslS die 8 581 agipal) (il (IS8 el
, Vianna et Gomes et al., 2001) sl cluh 3 Glledll cigls L (2003

.(al., 2004

Jslas€ 0.12%  passSayslS aladinly  Soludl ALl juzaatl) of o glsall S
A cadhall (e A8 5L plac) 8 Qg 40 Gl Jals adihall s said oy )
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Jilguad) o 30 3L g 08 el Aallae b dpypedl 4S5L5)) Zehnder 5

dada A3Y EDTA — Lsuanll el Jal NAOCL a s saall cuyyolS gann 12,10
22 .(Zehnder, 2006) adlall sliadl Calall 3331 CHX (ppasa i€ — 2aliall
VoY) Blgw G OOle s Sigan (Saall (e (ST adihall 3aliaal) Aulladll 475 A8 )LL)

eV G ST gy
: Citric Acid gsadll (aes 5-5-1

Amaral et ) %50~ 1 ( #5)5t dliaa 5155 Aalalll Zida Ay 1y Y1 5 a2k
385l . (Haapasalo et al., 2010)@ls 3-2 (e aillzd e ¢(al., 2007
EDTA (e 5T allaiy 2alalll ik 215) 550 13 oo 385 %10 legs <)
dagda Al 8 Legin B (Al iy aa3 W iy ((Machado Silveiro 2004)
Aallads Ll ZOY . Alled 4L ey WS L (Schafer, 2007) 2alall
Gauy 43X . (Yamaguchi et al., 1996) EDTA  Jslae (o ST adihall 33las
bl Qs pemaill 4les xie J .(BASRANI et al., 2007) pusnsn Jad

-(Gusiyska et al., 2016) siall J& A)5 aady Cadaill 25 o g3 guall el g
:(EDTA) i 1w Jil S paes 6-5-1

Ethylene Diamine <liS (e JilsY) CaadU laia) s EDTA

. Tetraacetic Acid
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1935 ale Coay Lo Jsf 22Ul Zida 8 Ganaiall ejall Allly i 5y 41 Jils 5
J8 e 1957 ale & 4l cilallaadl Gl 8 aslasind Tayy .Ferdinand Js o
STEWART ) dulSiall 5 48zl 481 jumatl ac e J5laeS Nygaard-Ostby

(et al., 1969

ks e Y AsUall) d5ds A5 e aaily ¢ %17 58 paiudll EDTA S5

.(Gonzalez-Lopez et al., 2006) @& 5-1 520 43l 3L jlas aa dluall

a5\ SI 3yls (Ap3adl LAY para lgraiag (sa) salal) sda Jadind 1oyil 301

e 33 il cagirgeall Hlsds zlall (8 Admaa LB ) GlSHe ) A yal)
A5l e gl A1) sy iy 450 WMl JJand S cpsandll) 3yl5i (e Yoy 2 Ll
A Jadll 138 DA G bl M s

o 1 gl AUl ik Al e 06 e eany EDTA Gubi 05 L baley
S5l st pe 43S L0 1 1 LAy gumal) ealiall DY gl Jla yesic Ail)
) eum My EDTA aladinl o il aead) Jasgll 5aY) Jiegd ca s guall
(a1 .(Haapasalo et al., 2010)EDTA dauls lgaid 25 o 2 dgalal)
psdseall CuyslS g 5)8 88y anl Cauly JRE (ol slaall G ASLa) vie oL

.(Zehnder, 2006)Juatic (S Legalaiin) Juady 131 czaill A1la1)
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: Sodium Hypochlorite asnasall <u)slsma 7-5-1

Jasfind 20 Gl 4day dia olall Jladl) 8 Gipe e sad o)) Qllae ST e
zhalls, Henary Drysadle Dakin LSl Jd (e J5Y) daadlell ol DA
2ags . (Dakin Dh, 1915) #ssall dallee 3% 0.5 S5 lexis Carrel
die Lla Gl s cmaill Alls 508, 5 asngiall Cuylsua ¢ Grossman
= .(Jungbluth et al., 2011) wligsll 5 muidll Ja i Lo ddaiip PH clags
saliad) 4alsal ¢ Walker Js e 1936 ale ) dallaall (g loin ddin sy 4
, Carson et al., 2005) 4all yes dall dysuanl) dgall Ja o 43)085 2diall
smear layer daUalll daal 4 pmall cliSall Ja g (Clegg et al., 2006
.(Naenni N, 2004)

1ot 4l 1-7-5-1

CuyslSsan Aglled 8 b)) sall PH=11-12 G500 Al o lald) canlim
Oilalas asmsall CuyslSan S dua cligg ull alud o 45,085 6503 guall

5 Aggaand) Mgl ae Joliid Ay paed) ndl) Jag afihall sliadl) Jedll Laa ¢iing b
Jyrmle s (S0@P) ol (mgeal) =3l ) Lelsass clead Landll (gl oy
.(Estrela et al., 2002) _asall Jolaall adaldl 54 Sy o3l (Jsasl)
(S5 puell Hlsd )t aa 215 e Lal) Gl S&te Aisa) im gaall iy SIS -

.(Estrela et al., 2002) PH lldsy Je jim Jull,
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Hypochlorus (sl suell mas e Liad asisseall cuy S sun Jolaa (gsmasm
D5 Ayl ) ae ela e (06 Ladie Jae Aiay enay 53l <acid

oo cagipall eV Jasding ol Adad) 5,080 (e Jssasall Chiorine )50
i3 Al Chloramins el sl (8 e Ayina¥) i) de gene g 4lS8 (Pla
Ajaiall udll Jaii 1Xa g (Estrela et al., 2002) dua sl 4lal) C)lE) b
Ghlid) ) Juadl J88 Jgaslly Jsaall adilall slaall Jelall gk g capalally
Nginkan g Al

Lo laag e pslSll 3le sppan e salall gl afihall sbiadl Jadll b of Jaind) e
. EDTA e L legis ogalll (mea pa NaOCL 230 sie Liafl Joany

ge sl Ohsil 5l (gsel Jadll dnti ofilall dlaall Jadll 318 Hy0; o o1

. (Kaufman, 1981) Laajl 5115 [O] adgll Cpmus 1 G
taailad 2-7-5-1
Charally dylall Ay gal) Aibuessll chaall Jje0 o l8  SiilSae Jré 4l -

Sjogren et al., )( 4y shusdll asaill)lanal b gdl) Cujas g dylal) LdNELY)

(1991

030 Db e 8 adais iy WS dlgla il 380 VT any 10 ¢ ey -2
S0 edaw Gyt dags Ll ST asatseall oyl o (5S Cua g suall dialad
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@small gl Ja e )38 (aity Ji Jslaall sl 5y53) (535 Las ey (y50)

.(Sousa et al., 2005)

g e i e 43Ky (%5.25 ddledll JulSU 538 5 craca Gli NaOCL (ysSd
cepall e By B Gl B ALHRT Cind e 2ay LG e dddlal) A.Jj 13l

BNERY] L':AC“J@“‘ ‘).j @@uhj Al L.i\.i i}[}h.« % e

afhall sabiadll ailiadl) adiaiy % 6-0.5 315 dulll dalladll 8 aaiiy =3
&1 olay) sy (&1 .(Siu and Baumgartner, 2010) 5850 e il Jag
3laall 8B s LS «(Susin et al., 2010) Bgn iy dels 4t bl 5,050
Yoia % 5.25 =1 cm nShiy addadivd 2y 121 (Tasdemir et al., 2008) .l

Al cilalleddl

(o gy il i Jlad ggd 12711 L dim g Aaps (g5l8 Jslaa 431 Layy —4
aidlad (5S5 il g g ¢ Vals yshaly ahe Anlins daslag) Al (re A yaall Jalgal
Ayl iy sSally 5Ll Amlal) il Jals %5.25 385 S adhall 3aliadl

.(Zhang et al., 2003) 2 dagmiall 5SS

e 7l i) o8 Al Aadlaall ¢ W o g seall sl oned il ye aladnlN) -5
281 Gabel (W cadll b o oudl aabally cgmpall Gadle (s A} G sl st

NaOCL Incident assall g Esls ) Jusil . ey
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:NaOCL Incident agmgall cu)glSgun jglas Lol
S5 e e Gin Ay asdsall CuyslSoua jolat Bolal gl ZDG @l
S L) e Sl caadl & 5Ll ¢ careless iatrogenic injection

(Zhu et al., 2013).45,3]) Jya dilaiall Joadd gyl 59,3 i 0358

dpaia e s g 5 Al oty Gursoy S5 ad i bl adle s
Al ool L rzmsall i) Jslas (e Yoy ASiall ddalial) 3 o g geall CuyyslSsagd
e Al oda 331 als dpalic 3 Cigan A0 (90 (e \ghsaly ApSial) Aglaliaa) # il

.(Gursoy et al., 2006) 4asll A xS

«(Kavanagh and Taylor, 1998) &l cays ) 8 Z8ja Gua Galiely il
Zairi and Lambrianidis, ) Lle 1,455 Laha Sals QUi 4 23T )

(2008
3 a5 Usn 3530 il 3 4 gpageall CapyslSned el e gl cial

(Farren et al., 2008): <ilas (3 )ow sl Ll g3

(338 52 3.4 a2 KYR fj_
Sl sl

s Glexy () e (gsad Jal (gl o gsla G Wl e oy
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S iy A1 Cajill (i dimd L ) L) s ae AplaY) o (i
(5-1) IS Raals A ity ddagaall due Y15 sl ol oy g5la G
gl ol il Cumsll 08 (e Fynae Cilieliae Cagand (e s 8
A 0sS d8 Badll ac iy gasl) caanll B3 ) Q315 Cufie Cacaell 2 laal) caas

Zhu et al., ) &8 all Al ju‘.\;ﬂ(ﬁ\q_ﬁé&éq}ﬁ 3393y e dnuasl) CuylSon

(2013

U il gl ol gy ) A e gy ) g il pgnd gl ClS s las (5-1) S

(Abbott et al., 2011) juaail

Slasalls L) Q65 £50be Ll (V1 Aaally iyl Ailals o dallaall adies
JsY Al 52)k ol Aasinly ey G (gl G (e Dleally AV e
sl gl =Ll sy el sl goaad agpusl 4381 ClalaS 5 cdadsl) Ll paasy
sy caliall Caa gl zlias My cialale ClSis Ciay oY1 dallae callasy WS
JA1 it VAN aany By gyl Jsm gl Agpdall sl (pe oY) Jl
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il e saclie 8y e Jpeanlly Caypeaill Jigasis Taiall (e palall sl

.(Mehdipour et al., 2007)

i g asgeall sl sl e Aealil) llSERY) 3] diph Juadl ()
3 eald) agsull Jie AT elg)) Jile alasiad oy @lldy (Ul oda Cagaa

sl ¥) 5 s sl amasmall Cuygloua (e pamiiia K5 alasiul o (Cpansa )i
Aah ¢ ) alasiuds cdalall Jshall JalS (e ale 3=1 Jd lag¥) sl vic

.(Mehdipour et al., 2007) &1s,¥) o Ul a5 Unam alasiod Ciiatg cdgla

A58 Al i Lo Wle A0ad adihal) e gl QU L ASSHU Jihe Jed 41 =6
Gt Gl Ly L sals A€ iz Alubd) 3a0m8 dawd (i gen JRE Cuany
ilaiially ipal) geaill auSiall Jrdlls 4 pgaall il gazmell Cupaal adalits ¢ L

.(Beltz et al., 2003) cysaill e Anslll (4xall) dg U Aaihl) Jijy chsasiyal)

3'31?’.} &l} de\ &= dfah.uﬂ‘saum u.uu’.bc.Au.I Lae cuas;.m ‘:ALLJ\ bj})ﬁ =7
i Al i) 5als Gigans (NAOH salyy s ¢yl ol (g 5850

.(Beltz et al., 2003) Lkl Sl
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(van der Sluis LWM, 2007) Acoustic Streaming asesall i seall dal3all (10-1) J<i

W) R 3 abie] pabi jelage dial) Clilias 85N laad 3181 Ll e
il .(Ricucci and Bergenholtz, 2003) sial) (ulsi yie Juasy 3l e 43 )lia
@l Jigiall SLal Gl dpiall sl 8 dpay S5aY) e 3yl 38 axe xie

S iy Y 8 S B S

: Acoustic Cavitation 4% siall culg<all of el sadll-
Microstreams ) = 4afy ciliysads iy deylll e Gl ge min
A8l gl Apdpe il S el cilelsd Laws 310 U5k e (Cavitation and

WL W

GlaSilg L) ol B Cle e ¢ gty A5 glall gl Cyat AT g 5L 2 A sh

&e :\_D:\SA 3\;\.‘43_“ 0da C_.a.\aﬁj AL ‘ﬁ ( 3\}'} ‘_,’.::.SS) \ig.um'é.l)_;).d\ Cle Lagl) 0 guil g
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ndiyo e ilingl

dayn wdyis Llle Uil Wle Unia a1g5 405 Y) s sl audis cile ladl) i) vie
Sirtes et al., ) muill Ja o 43)385 4108 e 2y Ml els,¥) slaa 5ha
Juadl 488 Al (&5 jlgtY) Adass xiad (|, Al-Jadaa et al., 2009b2005
ol Ay yma Alee ag o sunll 2 Y Leledl aafi il de il 8 5lall cilipa

) Adiiall S gadl) (hanl ardig (gAlls ¢ (SOnoluminescence)  Jisall g iy
bl die W bl jlaad dexiall e anla f 3N ASa D a mic Lath el
Siiall Clgadl) lE a3 Al clgadl) JKE el (pad (2 gecaiall) S50

.(Peters, 2004) 315! Caaiia b Ly Sars S (S

Calll vl a3l s IS5 58 Al Clsadll puat) dagall Jalsall (e
EE o2 ye adaiag Bala Aila aa GuleY) mhandl i3 31 o 45l 4 Peters
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. (van der Sluis et al., 2005) Ll )l gl 1l o Al il 3l

GS& e sy Al - Vapor Lock Effect 3 pasiall dc il 3jals ) 3)LaY) <
A5 piay Lo —dalall A8Y) I3 H5dall 8 4 g geall ol gugn Ay suanll Sl
((10-1)JSa ole 2-0 ¢ ST Y1 (ol e Ty g, Al e Y1 Jibu
laaiul die 4la sallall a5 . (Senia et al., 1971) A jumsl) o b
L ¢( , Tay et al., 2010de Gregorio et al., 2010) Jxall lasy) o153y

(Tay et al., 2010) jp=ul) Loss <Y s Bl dilia Jang
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(Tay et al., 2010)
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Jseasl) o153)) il (o Las ¢ igmall (355 Ssmall s sedas coannia ik
Agyiall sl shlie JalS)

( EndoVac) Apical Negative Pressure s 3l Ll ¢ls,¥) 5-8-1
:Irrigation
Gl 3 (e wflally saull Juimdl A05) (el opyshai o5 i el ) ldas
Ciady Jaladl Jshall JalS e ol5,)) 4l 350505 «(Parente et al., 2010)

» sl Q:._ljhj d:il.mn ‘)\5\;:1
e 2iays YL B daass oo Lase (55ll o)y DU 5K s Ayl fiad

&gjypweﬁge:@ﬂ\w\@&M\@aﬁap‘@d\.b@\&‘)}a

. (Shin et al., 2010) =k araraiy

A

(Nielsen and Baumgartner, 2007) Endovac ss,All Jaadll 53 elsy) Slea @liska (12-1)J8s

(TT-1)A Sl dudl sas gl ala dale ) Agange gl (pe Callyy

dpdadl sl Jaxi L (11-1) B.C J<ali(ale 0,32 sl ) culull) dabiae il
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JisY Laais: Master Delivery Tip sls,¥) Jile Jasy syl Gul -
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Glaa i Crea aadiudy 4uial) il By Al 0 Macro Cannula 8l 4sll-
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slall LS (e Calaal) QL Cb;:u.n\

ol g Adlad <Y1, i J8Y) EndoVac S 4l 5,0 ae 431 )ie e
(Siuand 35,3 (e ale 1 s AdUasll (3a8an 23 L300 AN A8 (e e )g)Y) Jila
sas i 41 LS .Baumgartner, 2010 , Tanomaru-Filho et al., 2015)

Slea O e Shin Al s o seall sl aladin) die o8 agiys
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. (2010
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Sidly (e desicas ((0,02) lxiuly cale 0.35 Jalalls cale 0.55 alal)

3Ll Jass gially alill CaB h ot Alajal Bars o cbanls byad andid (33 Calad
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el (Plad) (e A Fypeaall lall clelad A1) e selus oY) s 48l
Lpenall 4l 850 gmsall Appemall sl Mol i SN cpantll (o Lgaiaiy
Glad o Sy Appgaall Al Cagii (s o (g a2l ey ((KURTZMAN, 2008)
@ois LB 12 sl ety Janlly i pUatl (8 il e ol Y1 o8 L
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Abstract:

Background and Aim of study : Microbial control is of paramount importance in
clinical endodontics. Therefore, cleaning and disinfection of root canals are
essential to achieve endodontic success. The aim of this study was to compare the
efficacy of traditional needle irrigation method, EndoVac irrigation,and passive
ultrasonic irrigation in removal of debris from two simulated root canal

irrigularities (coronal and apical).

Materials &Methods: 45 straight mandibular premolars with completely
formed roots and single canal were decoronated to the length of 17 mm. Each
root was prepared to the working length using protaper instruments to F3( 30#)
then apical with K-file size 35#. Each canal was embedded in silicone putty to
create a set matrix, which allowed reassembling of the tooth for irrigation tests
after being split longitudinally. Then placed on another silicone matrix to allow
cushioning when split into two halves. After splitting the tooth into two halves, an
artificial standardized groove (L:4, W:0,2 , D:0,5) was cut in root canal dentin of
each half.The locations of the grooves were 2-6 mm from WL in one root half
(apical grove) and 8-12mm from WL in the opposite half (coronal groove) . Each
groove was filled with a dentin debris. Digital images were taken before
reassembling under stereomicroscope X40. Subsequently the two halves of roots
were reassembled and fixed with wax , and remounted in their silicone
matrixes.The specimens were randomly distributed into 3 tested groups of 15
teeth each.
Three different irrigation procedures were performed with Naocl (5,25%) and

(1) Syringe irrigation, (2) EndoVac, and(3) passive ultrasonic irrigation. The

amount of remaining debris was evaluated using a 4-grade scoring system
for Van Der Sluis et al 2007 .
Kruskal-Wallis test and Mann-Whitney U test were made for comparison

among groups and levels.

Results: Passive ultrasonic irrigation and EndoVac irrigation removed debris

significantly better from the artificial canal irrigularities than syringe irrigation in
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the apical part (p<0.05). The passive ultrasonic irrigation was the best in the
coronal part(P<0.05).

Conclusion: In conclusion, the present study showed that none of the tested
irrigation devices were able to completely remove debris from artificial grooves in
straight root canals. Passive ultrasonic irrigation and Endovac irrigation are more
effective than syringe irrigation in removing debris in the apical part where

passive ultrasonic irrigation was the best in the coronal part.

Key Words:

Debris, irrigation, root canal, ultrasonic, EndoVac System
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