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Abstract

The core of root canal therapy lies in thoroughly eliminating infections and smear layers to improve
the efficacy of root canal disinfection and obturation. The smear layer is an organic-inorganic compo-
site layer formed after mechanical root canal preparation, which hinders the penetration of disinfect-
ants and impairs the bonding effect of sealers. Root canal irrigation serves as a key method to remove
the smear layer, and distinct differences exist in the mechanisms and effects of different irrigants. Eth-
ylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) and sodium hypochlorite are conventional clinically used root
canal irrigants. EDTA chelates calcium ions to remove inorganic components, while sodium hypo-
chlorite dissolves organic tissues, yet a single irrigant fails to achieve thorough cleansing. Compound
preparations such as MTAD, QMiX and SmearClear possess both chelating and antibacterial properties
with stable effects and wide applicability. Organic acid irrigants feature favorable biocompatibility and
exert prominent advantages in removing the smear layer in the apical one-third region. This paper
reviews the efficacy, characteristics and clinical applications of various root canal irrigants in smear
layer removal, aiming to provide references for rational selection of irrigation protocols in clinical
practice.
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1. 51§

W& SRR S E R —EANL - THIEEE, 8T ARG T a5k 4w 1]
[2], =PBAAFMPES A AR T S Ao /N B B, SomaiE R OR, [R5 AR
EREMIREEIERE[3]. AIETR H, MRARVIBR AR H 22 BRENT5 20T e T B 25 /K 1 1V T AT 78 3 R (415
FHAEWFINA, W52 EREREHAFIBANT AR NE, SHERERTTER[5]. Kokkas &R, K
15 2B B RS NIREAFTE 2 5[6]s 3515 2 A7 AT BeAA B 13070 3 IR 5 AR A BE K2, {H Gettleman
ST, Sealapex 5 Sultan 35 I RS20 B AN SZ B Y5 J2 52 [ 7] A BEIRTT I RURA T 10 ZE A UM
TR RE RGN MEVIMIRIERE, ZEAREGE TIPS 505 5T BECIRE S, ARER
GIRFIEE S, FAERSER. BMSEHE, NAEROERRT R T E R MREE > AR S 80
AR, SR BR8], PRI AE A BRI T R OR TR R R, A IR g vei. BA
PR A VLR R el = 2R T 25k
2. MEAERIAEY
2.1. R4 MikiR

2.1.1. ZZRRMZER(EDTA)

EDTA 2 —F&EER, BRAEAEH, KRENAEESEESE FEAI MR, 52MERE
TE RS TE G [9]. Wu 25 NIIBT SR, 17% EDTA LR S ERRCR B30T 20%F75 8 . MTAD
J% SmearClear [10]. Prado % N[ FCIESE, B2 ZRENS 28RS EDTA MHiL, R RIFRLRE[11].
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Z U RBIIAE T EDTA 55575 2 A 8. Caron 8 AIBFFL KL, 17% EDTA 5 3% NaOCl £t
Jei, SRR S, ARG ERRCREN[12]. —IH T B R ER, LS mL EDTA
FREYE 3 208l A ROERRARE BEM RS 2 [13]. JR RO R T AR I A R EoR, S5
G FIMLEL, 15% EDTA WS T A SR RE, HEBRENTERR IR [14]. —IUF AR, 17%
EDTA 4 1 43Bh 8 A 0G5, Pl 20E B AR iR A B BT JE A B [15]

Saito 5 N R H, WETEE, ¥ 17% EDTA [rhseif [ A 30 FPIEKE 1 405, ml4RTHEES
EHEBRBCR[16], EDTA 5 NaOCl ERECE A HIMEE 1+ 3. 5 708h, 1EEAREREMESS 2 RBRBCE
SEFHER[17]. Sen ZENMIWF T ER, ANFEKER EDTA £S5 ER IR 2 R[18]. Perez HAK
B, MREWSLREF, 15%EDTA /¥t 1 2405 8% EDTA i 3 204, ZBE5 ZMBCERM24[19]; &
HWFFE R, EDTA PPk 3 08t RS 2 E BT 15 0%, ifi ] EDTA-T phikit, AN
B TR ZH R RAOR T 5 35 22 72 (201 Adigiizel S8 NIBFFTER A, A B EE 474 EDTA midefa, MBI
J7~ MR MR 173 KRR RS V5 )2 TE R R0 5N 85%. 60% K 50%, TEJB ERRFR BN 95%. 90% K 85%
[21], KB EDTA XHT5 2 MR BORERR XIBAAES G, B AFENUMELRL & EDTA #HT08E, Bk
FE4 KIS RGTE T -

2.1.2. REEEW(NaOCl)

RE BRI SR B AR, B RS, L5 0, H5% TK[22]. 23R I0HE BR,
YRR 2 B i R P S FH B I2 AR A e, I R B WCFEAR B v A I R AN I AR, IR
FEN 2.5%~6% I E RN 23] TEMRERITH, INERNE & Z MOt et A BRI AR AR Y sk
P b wi . BEE ASAHLIAHL24] [25], TR MR I RarETE R, Bh I s BRARE Y R
A At G, S EANR MG RE[26]. BhAh, UREER N BRI A R I AR AR AE . AU IR A
P, X—FREA R T RIEPUR AU REA, (FBEAE I AR, ORItk 2@ ka5 [27]. a7 i dix
FhahAS BIRRIRE AL, ] B 25 IR SRR AN (1) BEAA ST 20 S AR A A A 2 IR S R AR A = A 5 o IR SRR AN A7
RS, BREEAEE. TIRERERIGE. B, SR SEF A e, Ha RS
Mo AR AR AR, S FERE B AR S T A RS E 7.

2.2. EAMIKR
2.2.1. MUIRE - B - EEFREH(MTAD)

BioPure (MTAD)H Torabinejad %5 2003 4EHEH, 8N 4.25%FFIFIR . 3% 2 FHIA R K 0.5% K 11134
FiE[28]. Torabinejad 55 E {X$gt, MTAD WA & EBRHEGTG R HX A A FUNE Gt etk ), JtIEH T
NaOCI % G AR vk . HG80H 9t &R, MTAD TG RREE A RGTS 2, (EAE B AT GEvk B /b B
WL A3[29]. JeHIMRE NaOCH #9E, LA MTAD 2K MPE, mIiE5E MTAD 552 LBRECE; (Hif
WA MTAD Joik 56 2T R BTS2 [30].

Tay 5K, EDTA 5 MTAD ¥ ] 7€ 7 A5t /N i B AR b A A ot o T iy Ji SR B o vty LRk
MTAD H{EF5ET EDTA[31]; HEBMAEMPI TR, MTAD MM F A5 )£ T EDTA. De-
Deus %5iESE, MTAD 35S A 3 715 W KT 17% EDTA [32],

2.2.2. QMiX

QMiIX N MR RGBT NaOCI G S L KM B, A& E. EDTA 5
TEER, CARIHAEE R . BRI QMIX 5 NaOCl ER 7 AT kiE, (H4 748 B NaOCl 353
%05, B AR K e, BESRE BUTTEM[33]-[35] Stojicic 25 HIEEHT 7T B, QMIX EFRFESTS
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ERR S EDTA #H24[33]; A —WF7CIESE, £ 5.25% NaOCl #Jik )5, QMiX 5 17% EDTA R —%([34].

2.2.3. SmearClear

SmearClear AL MGG EERA, £ &/ E 7RISR 17% EDTA EH. BIER, 17%
EDTA. SmearClear. 10%FriEIRIIEGSE L BRCRIC R 2 % 7(36]; Silva SFiIESE, SmearClear 2:FR1E A
REHTGZHRCRE 14.3% EDTA #134[37]; HAEFFRE FHRCR S EDTA LZR([38]. MRt
i, 17%EDTA R T SmearClear; 7AW 7178, SmearClear X 3SR AV R B E T T 1%,
6% NaOCl [39].

2.3. BHERAHER

2.3.1. THERR

FEEERR R — A NLISIR, = T oy B g SRR, 5 v —KEWRICKD BRI, BEET 78°C
I T AH ELA AL, T I8 I A AR R T B A B R R R SR A A, TS B 22 BR BTG R R [40] . G PR P
TR BRI EETE A 1%~50%, HoAdt 10% 7B ERVE N i & e, 1ERREGS ZMACR R, SIEKE
PrifE 17% EDTA AH2, Hizmil T HEDP RE &7, fEMRE S 1/3 Xk, G EERBCRIUNESE, R
EHEXIMEIAE[41]; RIS, WFICIESE, 10% 76 BRI I AEAHA IR T 17% EDTA W& [42], 2l
PRARE VR TT HR 5 BREGTS E AR TUE R . Olivieri 58 AXF FRISh S BURH AT TPl KIL 5%58 10%47
RS Fahsh & BE I, 355 210 2R iR AE[43]

Prado %5 N\AG PPt A VE NI R S8, RIMPE 30s J5, FERRERE T 1/3 BLiRGS 2 2Bk R
ETAR, BE 1 min JERE77 AR 1/3 BURRCRIE TR 1/3 Be[43]. Turk 5 AA Silva 55 N33 74
USSR, UFSEFFIERR MR 5 F AR BE LR ES S E ik B kD [44] [45]. Pitoni S8 NFIBFFUR I, AFIERRIMH
BeJa K AR TR S 2, UD BREARAFAE T AT NE R ZE, 058 A ZERTEGL[46] . AT TR I,
A0%FTHR R YL 30 s 7 60 s FIRCR B, HAIERE = ANX BTS2 7 [47].

SRMIFTAF IR 25 bR 15 R RSCRAN A — 2 RIR, AT FUIESE, 10%- 40%IK FE T IR Y Toik e 4
THRRE RS, IR 1/3 XIR[48], Viad 55 AUFS21% X IR 5 215 R AR T 17% EDTA [49];
BATBRRIERAER 60 s Gk 2 S 80T A FUNE & [0 AE R S8 Y K[50]. thoh, 6%FriFmR Ehg
BB RS 2 R A AT /NE[51], HAERBRIAT B E BRI TR K 5.25% R4
SEIRTR(52], (HILERTH TR J18i R, TR LAVBE BAR R R B [53].

ANE IR S EDTA FICRNT LUAF(E 22 5%, Liolios 28 N B 70 KB, 118 EDTA #I713hT5
EEBRRNT S0%ITERR[54], HAWIH R, 15% EDTA STERINEEE LB LR EE
A B F[55], X ATRE SRR . PRV TA) . REA ST KPPl VAN R A O
2.3.2. D3kEg

LR e A A BRARYR 1/3 XIRESTS 2, UM EEMERAR, o nri i 5 i 2 A o 3 Th R A P AR
TEPESE s E PR RO RE PR, RO B T AR BRI [56] [57], 22U 5T A 7% S R ERIE X IR, P4l
AR SRR B AN R X S5 B 15 2 R BR AR [58]. TFACRI, 7% RIRIERAS 1/3 XIHEBRENG)ZH
MRIT 5% LTER . 0.5%1d 8 LR 10%FT 2 IR S5 e 7)[59]: Ballal 8 NWEEE, FEARE el 77 F 6
173 X3k, 7% KR 17% EDTA [EG5 2 LBRRURTC R 3 % 7[60]; Ulusoy FEWF RN, 7% 5K
SmearClear. 17% EDTA. MTAD. 7EARE 76 77 10 1/3 XK BTS2 LBR PR RAF, 11 7% 5 RERTEAR
A 1/3 XIRTE BRI AT/ NE T 156115 Nabi 25070 T A HOGECS SRR A EDTA W55 2125
B, RIETE SR EZER T 17% EDTA [62]. 2R, Attur 22 AR, fEMRE % XK, 17%EDTA 2
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BREGTS ERVBER IR T 7% 5 KMR[58], LR ZE R TRE S LIHAE . FEARMRIRHEAFA 5.

HoRERIN pH fHAKZE 1.05, BRVEARSE, AE(ERE IR R ERF M ROk, B R8T EDTA.
Varghese 250170 T 7% oRERTE 1 /380 A1 3 20 hE I IR R IRSCR, R OUPIRPI (] 25135 B 2 2 PR B
1521631 HTARRX A AR mEMEL, 1 7%% KRN pH EASTHE, SRR, Kkl
ARE R WATA X ES 2, FE 8 A B A AR TUEAT I [64]. BFACIESE, 75 RBRRR 1/3 &b
SR, 7% 5 KR BRI T 17% EDTA H1 18%/M B B RR[62], X —45 55 Ballal 2% A A Prabhu %%
NI6STHIBFTE b —8, XA RE RN 17% EDTA (3R TH 5K 77(0.0783 N/m) & T 7% 5 KR(0.06345 N/m);
AR, EDTA Z:BREG5 2 HRCR 268 pH (B FF R (A1 RS 1 R 4, 10 SR R AR M SE 5, A 7 58 J i ] Y
KRR SR VEF [66].

2.3.3. ZHEERg

CEERR Oy T/ BRAR B B HONE WL [67], 2 R F A0 PR 1 AL HE I 7E B AR
FI[68]. LBERR RINAFAE T HREAE R B3, ToRtE H T AR M#[69]. iRk e LIRS R 7K /)
WA, (R T AR, A5 KA 5 0 R & A 2 b 2 B R FE T i B A, T AR S
558 P AN 2 DR BRI P R AR AR 2 352 [ 701 LBERRIY) pH {ERTARSE 90 K, X —HptEfEH a0 2 4.
BRI TR, HZE SRR, 1E8F AT AR ERA[71]. S%IREN LEERREA 2K
EBREGSE, 5 EDTAL MBERMBCR LS %257, HAFRRER CBERRAERE . 9 1/3 XKIR BRI,
HEMRMITER, UWHRMER 5%IRKE CIFRR, RS LRSS ERET): 5% M 10% OB 2R EG
15 2 HICRART,  H R ) L EERR IS H 17%EDTA [1EGT5 2175 BEAK[69].

IR, CBERR A P O & — PP B B AT S AR S 2R e 7 2, BERRIR F A1k A 88 Ia IT
MR B AOR, MR A AT, NIEB R IRIT SUESER[72]. 4R, Wik RG KRR
M, HhRAR - QBRI &2 . (EAFLRA R IR, HEAAEYAEREME R 4
VORG A BESCELE IR ZG I SRR AR RS540 R4, ZBERIE ORI AR GK A T RALKR - 2
FR YN AL CLAE A il va o7 A B I, H e R Z AR J7 W . gk kLA 0 344 e fe 42
FASE I A AN L AR IRER . B M SCARE . RIS XA H AR B T 2570 S Xk, 3K 8 X da
P LA B (73] BHFLRE, BT BRI - CRERAKR AT E T, X FEmakeE
W RE PR B AR E P g, HAE A 2R EO0T7 0 R IF M PUBE ORI oy BAR AR E A 254
[74].

2.3.4. EE;

IR & — M e 77, RS B SRR R AR T, E N RV, HEREA RIFMEY
A, SRR AR BRI IE IR 75]. I —DUCERZER TR, IR 0.5%~1 % MR H 5 = %
BRECRE 17% EDTA AHIEBLEEAR[76], X AT AR TR AN EE 5 I F AR G5 EME Wik, &
RIF/NE I, B RA YRR BAERR R ZI 2 (W e —— 2 A ORG240 3 v T W IR e 20 48
Nassar 5 A [77] [78]FHIF A I, TEL UCGUR BN AR BT 1) 76k 77 ~F 5 2 24 03 2 TR 38 B 70065 I ARV oy AR
ZEREGS ZBCRILT EDTA, HXP A BE4EM G /EH . Gandhi 58 AN[7916 5% 10%. 17%=Fhik
1 E RIS 17% EDTAL 5% 10%- 17% B ERIEBAT G, PG AR R4 R I RLRE . 455
IR, 17% EDTA A1 10% R 0 HIEARE B W BURIAR B RIS VR Bl 17% M R4 e AR
S8 BRI P B 1BV RIS BR AR AR 7 (RFER B IR T 10% A8 R . 1% RISV pH HZ8 1.2, X
A A HAS B TR B AR R R . Nikhil 258 A\ [801HIRF 5T 2 B, MERR £ AR 7 A4S o S5 e /5, AR
FEE 5 F R Y, (KT EDTA.
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O Z I TR TR KBS R IEEREE S, JFR BRI {E ) EDTA &R TRET5 2 A2,
FHRRAE S AT Fr ERTERRABCRILT EDTA, (LM & RE R4 5 EDTA MCRH (77, MY
SR O S AR S Bl e A B W 2[81], 5 EDTA. VYRR BPUERFESHIMEL, MYk
FILBRIGTS 2 RE SRR RLSS . (BB FCRM], RINHEFIER RCEBRIETS Z RIS, S HRE AR i
(7722 AN AR REIE BB DA AN, 3K 5 B B e F X L —— AR B 7RIS 5 A 5 g 2k BE
AFIFEMEE/NT7], X s S 1 RIR P YR LR o A B S B T3 T v e 5, RAE B BREGTS R
(RIRE S AN e Rl (EAR U B R e PR S R B B L, (AR — D IR B LA I T R )T
I 7T

3. MikER S E
3.1. AR (25~40 kHz)

R FH P G RONE R ZAE Bl e 3R THIUIRT -5 B AR RO SR N 75 RIS B3R AT (RS A H i 5 )
FRE B PRBGE TARIAL. FTiE “#sh” . e TARRHAERE WA hiszh, @G 588 KRR, &
TARRAM A e, HARMIRRE . RImARBL, oLt — AL [82].

3.2. R IE(<20 kHz)

TEERCRE R, SRR TES, KA E R, RIFLANEE D ([83].
3.3. BEK

TEEBCR RAF, (RS RHAS AR AL AR B0 ERE I HOE. Nt YAG #
J+ Er:YAG B0t Er,Cr:YSGG B0t 47 SN Bot R B A (LAD S E BERE (PIPS), £ H Er:YAG
BOL[84].
34 *Ell\ﬁE

WRARBIEE SR T EE RS, JUFIGBRISIUING; ERIRARTIA EAR >0.351SO. HEE > 0.4,
B A5 25 AR A ok DAY A2 [85]

3.5. FRIEAIFWL(MDA)

FIEARPE TAFKE 1 mm Ab/MEZESN(100 XK/5381, TEEE 2 mm), $RFAME WL BB, 125
MR T A, BRAERIAE, HACRIS T LR R (86].

4. 4Eip

KL RGGR T4 B6 AN =IME MR LRI Z 0 e . SRRH, MIp—
MR RETH R T A KT K : EDTA 5 NaOCI 75 BcA 13 FH DASRIBUCHL 5 A VLo 0 2%y BEH55 D6
BOMEBAR S AHIREERSR 1/3 KERA R, HAVABEE L. e s b 8o & B T
WEWEA . B SEORE GRS, (H15 % BOA ) BAZAE M e AR AL RS S F 3 s ig
éﬁ%\ﬁWEE,E%E@ﬁmm¢ﬁﬂiﬁﬁoM&$ﬁﬁ%,mnwmmu%mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@
WIREI, AR AR AR T SRAF A B, Arm e teid . tedh, Bx sl F
PRI, BhT5 RSt P FRORG 42 ) s e DRUPDRL T e, I PR AR 40 BT adk 3 A R M o o e SR, iR
HHIERINGEM T AL, &0, WEMPERIER S IRE MR RYRE . W& K LA T At
ITAMRAIE R . ARAI T T i — R ZRIE A AR 1 W [F) AR B 7 B R SR 77 B0 W PR3 £
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