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[Abstract] Objective The antibacterial properties and bonding strength of 3M orthodontic adhesive resin modified
by chlorhexidine acetate (CHA) composite mesoporous silica were investigated. Methods CHA with different mass
fractions was encapsulated in mesoporous silica nanoparticles (MSNs) (denoted CHA@MSNs). Fourier transform infrared
spectroscopy (FTIR) and scanning electron microscopy (SEM) were used to characterize the samples. The 3M Z350XT
flow resin was divided into 4 groups: group A: 3M+CHA@MSNs (0%); group B: 3M+CHA@MSNs (3%); group C: 3M+
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CHA@MSNs (5%); and group D: 3M+CHA@MSNs (6.4%), with mass scores of 0%, 3%, 5%, and 6.4%, respectively.
The shear strength of the modified adhesive was tested by a universal electronic material testing machine, the adhesive
residue was observed by a 10 X magnifying glass, and the adhesive Remnant index (ARI) was calculated. The four
groups of modified adhesives were cultured with Streptococcus mutans. The ODsy value of the bacterial solution was mea-
sured by a spectrophotometer, and the amount of plaque attachment was observed by scanning electron microscopy to
evaluate the antibacterial performance of the adhesives. Results Infrared spectroscopic analysis of CHA@MSNs
showed that CHA was successfully loaded onto MSNs. Under scanning electron microscopy, it could be seen that, after
Cha was combined with MSNs, the structure of MSNs changed, as the boundary was fuzzy and aggregated into a layered
structure. A comparison of shear strength revealed a statistically significant difference between the groups containing
CHA@MSNs and the groups without CHA@MSNs (P < 0.05). The value of the shear strength in group D decreased the
most, while there was no statistically significant difference between group B and group C (P > 0.05). There was no statis-
tical significance across all groups (P > 0.05), suggesting that the addition of CHA@MSNs had little effect on the brack-
et shedding. The ODsy value of bacterial fluid indicated that the difference among groups A, B and C was statistically

significant (P < 0.05), and the antibacterial effect of group C was the best; there was no statistically significant differ-

ence between group C and group D (P > 0.05). Conclusions

Therefore, adding 5% CHA@MSN antibacterial agent sig-

nificantly improved the antibacterial effect and did not affect the bond strength.
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24 fLt SRS B AL TP ACKE 1 mL MTT 38}
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Figure 1

AR FPAR G AL, AT Z 18] S ER BN 70 W . 4 CHA
5 MSNs 2545 Jr , FLEi ) e Ao AR Ak, B R S A
HRENJZARGEH , nT REJE i T CHA W Fff T MSNs
MALEiz b WA 2,

—— MSNs MSN is a typical silica structure, and the characteristic peak of the Si-O-Si group
appears at 1 082 cm™'. After CHA and MSNs were mixed, the characteristic ab-
sorption peak of -C = N-appeared at 3 326.5 cm . The characteristic absorption
peak of -CH2- appeared at 2 927.7cm™ and 2 854.7 cm™', and the characteristic
peak of MSNs also appeared in the CHA@MSNs infrared spectrum, indicating
that CHA was successfully loaded onto MSNs. MSNs: mesoporous silica nanopar-
ticles; CHA: chlorhexidine acetate

Infrared spectroscopic analysis of CHA@MSNs

CHA@MSNs Y ZT 411635 5347 18]

a: MSNs, SEM X 5 000; b: CHA@MSNs,
SEM X 5 000; ¢: MSNs, SEM x 30 000; d:
CHA@MSNs, SEM x 30 000. The structural
characteristics of MSNs under scanning elec-
tron microscopy were as follows: MSNs clus-
ter into long rod-like structures, with distinct
boundaries between long rods. When CHA
was combined with MSNs, its structure
“““““““ changed to a fuzzy boundary and layered
structure. CHA@MSNs: CHA was encapsu-
lated into MSNs. MSNs: mesoporous silica
nanoparticles; CHA: chlorhexidine acetate;
SEM: scanning electron microscopy

Figure 2 SEM images of MSNs and
CHA@MSNs

2 MSNs 5 CHA@MSNs 9 #ifi

““““ 00U %’% Fé—]

2.4 &8 ARI#H4 b3k

TE TR NN [R) 5% 2 43 #2 CHA@MSNs J5 , 2 Fill
Jo % 1A R HE R AR B 22 R AT L HA
HH KGRI AR B B R 20 A T 3 4 2 ] FE A
ASTA] 5 2 43 # i) CHA@MSNs Ji , HORG 12 590 5% 8 1
B FRE. WLk2,
25 TR E AR L

A 7R SRR R B B0, HIE S A
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Table 1 ~ Comparison of the shear strength of the orthodontic

adhesive brackets x+s

Group(n=12) Shear strength/MPa

Group A 12.339 + 1.570
Group B 7.542 + 1.397"
Group C 7.626 = 1.243"
Group D 5.847 + 1.950"
F 38.254

P <0.001

CHA@MSNs: CHA was encapsulated in MSNs; MSNs: mesoporous sili-
ca nanoparticles; CHA: chlorhexidine acetate; Group A: 3M +
CHA@MSNs (0%); group B: 3M + CHA@MSNs (3%); group C: 3M +
CHA@MSNs (5%); group D: 3M+CHA@MSNs (6.4%); a: compared with
group A, P <0.05; b: compared with group B, P <0.05; ¢: compared
with group C, P <0.05

U], 240 e R4 Ay B ¥, E Jin A CHA@MSNs Ji , A i
B.C.D 41 5 i, JE AR, B 2 40 i
PN T 20 LRSS, A R TR A T, B . T
K3,
2.6 B4R & ODspll b

7S ) CHA@MSNS (1) 5T £ 0 BI0ER R, A48 5 4%
ERTA Y ODsio fH /N, B .C.D =4 ODs.o fH 5 A
WA, Z R BRI E X (B4 :P=0.037;C
H:P<0.001;D4H:P<0.001), 5B, 7E
C.D AN ODso {235 T, 27 HA 50
HEN(CH:P=0018;D4H:P= 0.010), i B.C
MWAHE, ZR LSt EX(P=0934), W
%3,

W2 A LLIERDRE LR 0K 50 5% B 4 LR

Table 2 Comparison of ARI of orthodontic adhesives in each group n(%)
G (n=12) ARI value 7 p
roup\n 0 1 2 3
Group A 1(8.3) 1(8.3) 4(33.3) 6(50)
Group B 2(16.7) 3(25) 4(33.3) 3(25)
0.492 0.891

Group C 3(25) 1(8.3) 4(33.3) 4(33.3)

Group D 2(16.7) 1(8.3) 5(41.7) 4(33.3)

Group A: 3M+CHA@MSNs (0%); group B: 3M+CHA@MSNs (3%); group C: 3M+CHA@MSNs (5%); group D: 3M+CHA@MSNs (6.4%); ARI: adhesive

remnant index; CHA@MSNs: CHA was encapsulated in MSNs; MSNs: mesoporous silica nanoparticles; CHA: chlorhexidine acetate

3 3 i
I 2 B IR W S BCR W AR U R B H O

J T A R X R, DT 7 0 P o] A B 58 4 A
AT BIF 5T 3R W AR IR 7 2 -5 2 R A 5 1Y 1 Js Bk

a: 3M+CHA@MSNs (0%); b: 3M+CHA@MSNs (3%);
¢: 3M + CHA@MSNs (5% ); d: 3M + CHA@MSNs
(6.4%). The colonies of Streptococcus mutans in the
3M + CHA@MSN (0% ) group were relatively dense,
with regular morphology and smooth membranes. Af-
ter the addition of CHA@MSNs, the colonies were
sparse and irregular in morphology, with the loss of
cell contents. The cell membrane was relatively shriv-
eled and wrinkled. CHA@MSNs: CHA was encapsulat-
ed into MSNs. MSNs: mesoporous silica nanoparticles;
CHA: chlorhexidine acetate

Figure 3 Electron microscopy images of each
group of Streptococcus mutans biofilms (X 2 000)
3 A% 4R S R BR T LR W I A v B 1A
(x2000)



b

O EFRE 2022FE3A8 $£30%5 H3H

Journal of Prevention and Treatment for Stomatological Diseases, Mar. 2022, Vol.30 No.3  http://www.kgjbfz.com - 183 -

T3 AL EEERTE B ODsw {EL 1Y LLER

Table 3 Comparison of ODsi value of Streptococcus mutans in

each group X*s

Group (n = 12) ODsy value
Group A 1.106 + 0.299
Group B 0.905 + 0.157*
Group C 0.676 + 0.197"
Group D 0.653 + 0.235"
I 10.483

P <0.001

Group A: 3M+CHA@MSNs(0%); group B: 3M+CHA@MSNs(3%); group
C: 3M+CHA@MSNs(5%); group D: 3M+CHA@MSNs(6.4% ); a: com-
pared with group A, P <0.05; b: compared with group B, P <0.05;
CHA@MSNs: CHA was encapsulated in MSNs; MSNs: mesoporous sili-

ca nanoparticles; CHA: chlorhexidine acetate

AR R AR TR, X I R R 4 7 el
P IO A DR IE HCORG $22 5 B8 (W AU HR T, 4 200 B A TR
Je| FEDAY B a5k /0 R ol s R E AR A

A E N R mEER, e — M b
A= 3R, FEAE FHAIL I Sk A R F82E W A M . 5
COER 5k BRSSO RRY &
J5 AT AEMEVE SR EE S b, TS BN S 12 hy
TEARVRJE T, & O & 32 Ca I Mg™ 11 46 LA
T 40 e BE v KR A 2, DTG 7 AR P R AR
SO B OB BT N T O R A

R ER R IR h M A A O e &
S B i ORG E 0R R R L6 K B W B 2 RN
CHA BTG I L2 FLR T, H A O 5 Ik & X
REHL S BRI R IR, A FL SR AR FLAR
KAL) (AF 2 ~ 50 nm) L S FLER R ALY
DA K e B AR s AR A, T SR R e L SRR
BT, DA b i ke H B R S oL 245 1 Ak
A

ARSI BEREKG CHA T2k F MSNs i, TR e85
Ao e AR Ac e, JmHE=FhEcE
oy Tt/ i 5 52 F MSNs (A 50 O a2
VS T, FH) B 7 544 oA B/ MSNs T i 10T
FCA, T A AR S O A2 4 T B K, MSNs L
HARZ R 1 mm, AR F K72, CHA 22 % T
P, K PR O A, 7E MSNs 112k CHA Z 5 %5
Sy M Hh 1 T SO TR AW I A R R L R b
RIEHCRAE

A SZEG B A BB T CHA@MSNs e 4]

A3, AT 8T UIsR BN B . 7 CHA@MSNs B
[T 5 53 BN 6.4% ), FLBT YT 58 B 2 (5.847 £ 1.950)
MPa, 1fii 7 ~ 9 MPa 2y IF B 518 RS $22 B 75 24 1 5
DIsmEEt LT AN I AORS B2 285K, 1 i i 43 4K
“H 5% 1) CHA@MSNS (1) 59 D)5 4 (7.626 + 1.243)
MPa, A] LA 2 I R 75 22

ARIPE43 RE A 5 A0 Rl o % 1 1 3% B R 422541
TSNS ) o H 43 B0 CHA@MSNss 52 56 21 55 %6 HE 2
) ARTH2r EEAERLE2 0 532 0], A &
ML) CHA@MSNs AN 23 5% i FEAE 18 75 J5 2 1 1)
AR 43, 7 DAAE L BRATAE B, AN 23 38 46149 4 b
Jo B4 IR

FEF 5 L BE T R AR S R R R 2 000 £, AT
PIEE B E A CHA J5 |, 48 53 8 BR B 25 & 42 K
A% U] CHA I INAH — € BB AEH o F 1w B
Ay B ) 8 ) A A R R R ) S ) A B R AL
A EAE IR . R AR Ak 1 518
FHF, 6 EHEF FEAIER AR T AR
(Y PR DA e HoAt A e A Joe ™ o 7% S R 0 W 1Y)
W JRE I A% il A1l 5 11 €0 8 K TR A B R T 45 5 T
B R R BE

A SRR R A R A5 T RE T AP
U TR B A W REE 4 TR I i F IR R, CHA ()
TIUACRT LA R JC G B A P 6 3 e 30 AN ] o
5385 CHA@MSNSs 20 T8 W ODsio B 7T DA [] 422 1l 52
WA RS 2 7 BT B o ODsio [HL RN FEAS B BT
M, I Z M R R . ODsi fB T R
] bl % CHA@MSNSs 1A, H BT 5 1 6E B 2 4
o YA CHA@MSNs T 50 50N 6.5% | 5%Ht ()
PR PERERAT , Wi 25 S RG24 3L

25 b BT iR, 3% CHA@MSNs 5 5% CHA@MSNs
Y HE 6 I PR RS £ 38 B, {H 5% CHA@MSNs i 1
B T 3% CHA@MSNSs ., 111} 5% . 6.4% Ji 1 73 %1
) CHA@MSNs #1171 24 g 4L 4F , {H 6.4% CHA@MSNs
ANBE T K PRAS H250 BE 225K . 5%CHA@MSNs 7E 7
SRS HESR B IR LT LB TR R AP, H R BRIE
FE S, 2 Fely 045040 100 AU AS 2 35 0 o AR SE R
CHA@MSNs MRS #2550 T FEAE 09 G 2 441 1T g
P (HHAE R AR IE A FF 9T
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