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Different cleaning methods for glass ceramic restorations contaminated by saliva and its progress
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[Abstract] With their advantages such as aesthetics, wear resistance, corrosion resistance, and excellent biocompatibili-
ty, glass-ceramics are often used in clinical settings for veneers, inlays, or full-coverage crowns. The long-term restora-
tive effectiveness of glass-ceramic prostheses is often influenced by various factors, including excessive occlusal forces,
poor sealing between the restoration and abutment tooth, and various contaminants encountered during bonding. These
factors can significantly affect the lifespan of the prosthesis. Many scholars investigated different cleaning methods for
glass-ceramic prostheses contaminated with saliva and discovered their varying effects on restoring bonding strength.

This article presents a comprehensive review of these findings, which have guiding significance for clinical applications.
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