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[Abstract] As the gate of the human body, the oral cavity tends to be exposed to physiochemical and biological factors
that damage mucosal integrity, bringing inconvenience to patients’ daily lives. A variety of wound dressings with adhe-
sion, hemostasis, drug loading, and antibacterial functions have been developed and applied for oral wound treatment.
These novel dressing materials are superior to traditional treatments in terms of use, pain relief, and wound healing. This

review summarizes the types and application scenarios of existing intraoral wound dressings. The design features and
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challenges have been discussed, and some future study directions are suggested.
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