Advances in Clinical Medicine Ifi/REE223 &, 2024, 14(5), 2519-2524 Hans )0
Published Online May 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1451715

LRI RELE 5 ok BRI A 1T
RS 1 8 = RIS RIS SR AT EL 5347

w2 O, £ @, o R, REHR

VRORYLAE DB IA B F R IERRE, R MR
PRPCH R B S E R, BB KR
SRR DA ke D AR BRI PR IRIR

ks HiH: 20244F4H29H; FHHEM: 202445 H24H; kA HM: 20244F5431H

H E

HE: W MARERE R 5RRRBRERRE TR EBRER=AKTET . Tk ERRFEH
NRERI208) GE80FE T ) IEM G T F XA B =AM EE, KABHEFRIED RIGIT AN
RAWA, SAZ106]. B AR BioclearilERE A H#BIETHIERIRER, NRAMEHFRERE
RS BT R B R . ERFEINMA 6 NAHA—REMTEE, WEREMNRE K
TR SR WARPIEAGREERENGTHRAREREP < 0.05), FEE3NMA. 6 M AETRHAR
THRMERL, WHRBTREEEZR (P> 0.05). £i8: Biocearf&F BERM T HREBBEERL ) B
AR BRIERE, THEETHRE, ER) ZH

K§2in
Bioclear, WiREE, B=#, PEXAR

Comparison Analysis of Clinical Efficacy in
Resin Restoration of Black Triangles
Using Curved Sectional Matrices

versus Strip-Shaped Polyester

Matrix Forming Films

Yishan Xu?*, Dan Meng!, Di Wang?, Ming Yang3, Ruolin Zhang!

.

XEF| A Rk, TS, Eid, B, skE k. NI A S 4O R BRI R F AT R RS B = AR R K
BRG], PRI 3 J8, 2024, 14(5): 2519-2524. DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.1451715


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1451715
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1451715
https://www.hanspub.org/

ik 45

1Department of Orthodontics, Heilongjiang Provincial Institute of Stomatology, Harbin Heilongjiang
’Department of Restorative Dentistry, Daging Oilfield General Hospital, Daging Heilongjiang
3Department of Oral Surgery, Heilongjiang Provincial Institute of Stomatology, Harbin Heilongjiang

Received: Apr. 29", 2024; accepted: May 24™, 2024; published: May 31%, 2024

Abstract

Objective: Comparative analysis of the efficacy of Bioclear and strip-shaped polyester matrix
forming films in resin restoration of black triangles. Method: Twenty female patients (80 teeth in
total) with black triangles in the lower anterior teeth area after orthodontic treatment, who met
the inclusion criteria, were selected. They were randomly divided into two groups, with 10 cases
in each group. The treatment group underwent resin filling restoration with Bioclear-assisted re-
sin, while the control group underwent resin filling restoration with strip-shaped polyester matrix
forming films. Another dentist conducted follow-up examinations at 3 months, and at 6 months
post-filling to compare the efficacy of the two types of forming films. The clinical operation time
was shorter in the treatment group compared to the control group (P < 0.05). The success rates in
both groups were similar at 3 months and 6 months post-filling, with no significant difference be-
tween the two groups (P > 0.05). Conclusion: The efficacy of Bioclear forming films is superior to
strip-shaped polyester matrix forming films. The clinical operation is more convenient, and the
long-term follow-up efficacy is stable, indicating widespread promotion.
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