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The purpose of this study was to evaluate the antibacterial properties of a sealant containing S-PRG filler

compared to those of two contemporary commercial sealants to determine the inhibition of bacterial growth in

broth culture and biofilm formation using the CDC Biofilm Reactor. The BeautiSealant containing S-PRG filler,

the fluoride releasing ClinproTM sealant, which are known to have higher antibacterial effects, and the non-fluo-

ride releasing ConciseTM sealant were selected for this study. A Streptococcus mutans culture in BHI broth with-

out sealant served as a negative control in the planktonic growth inhibition test. As a result, bacterial growth

was inhibited in all three sealant groups compared to that in the control. The ClinproTM sealant showed a signifi-

cantly reduced number of CFUs compared to those of the BeautiSealant and ConciseTM sealants. However, no

significant difference was detected between the BeautiSealant and ConciseTM sealants. The ClinproTM sealant sig-

nificantly decreased biofilm formation compared to that by the BeautiSealant and ConciseTM sealants. No signifi-

cant difference was observed between the BeautiSealant and ConciseTM sealants. In conclusion, the sealant con-

taining S-PRG filler had a less potent anti-bacterial property and increased biofilm formation capacity compared

to those of the fluoride releasing ClinproTM sealant. 
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Abstract

Ⅰ. Introduction

Dental caries develop when bacterial plaque cannot be

removed from the tooth surface. Approximately 90% of

carious lesions are found in the pits and fissures of per-

manent molar teeth1). Sealants have been used for

decades as a preventive measure against caries develop-

ing in susceptible pits and fissures by forming a physical

barrier between the oral environment and deep fissures2-4).

Once the pit and fissure are covered with a sealant, the

bacteria are isolated, and the number of cariogenic bac-

teria (including Streptococcus mutans) decrease to

50%1). 

This positive effect can be enhanced by adding some

antibacterial agents to the sealant material5). In recent

years, chlorhexidine6), bioactive glass7), silver and zinc

oxide nanoparticles8), fluoride compounds9), and S-PRG

filler10) have been added to sealants as antibacterial

agents.

S-PRG fillers are prepared via an acid-base reaction

(of a traditional glass ionomer) between fluoroalumi-

nosilicate glass (base) and a polyacrylic acid in the pres-

ence of water, whereby the preliminary product is a sta-

ble glass ionomer phase within the glass particles11,12).

Upon freeze-drying, the desiccated xero gel is further

milled and silane-treated to form an S-PRG filler of a
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specific size range13). This filler has fluoride release and

recharge potential14), inhibits dentin demineralization15),

prevents demineralization of surrounding orthodontic

brackets16) and reduces plaque formation17,18). This posi-

tive effects may be due to the ability of the S-PRG filler

to release various ion species (fluoride, strontium, alu-

minum, sodium, etc.) as well as its capacity as an acid

buffer19).

Resin composites that include S-PRG filler particles

have antibacterial effects compared to those of conven-

tional resin composite materials. Saku et al.17) reported

less plaque accumulation in resin containing S-PRG

filler than in other composite resin restorations. Kimyai

et al.20) reported that bacterial adherence in a resin con-

taining S-PRG filler is lower than that to a microfilled

composite resin not containing S-PRG filler regardless of

the prophylaxis technique and the generated surface

roughness. However, the antibacterial effects of a

sealant containing less filler than a composite resin con-

taining S-PRG filler have not been reported.

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the antibac-

terial properties of a sealant containing S-PRG filler

compared to those of two contemporary commercial

sealants to determine the inhibition of bacterial growth

in broth culture and biofilm formation using the CDC

Biofilm Reactor (BioSurface Technologies Corp.,

Bozeman, MT, USA)21). 

Ⅱ. Materials and methods

1. Materials

The BeautiSealant containing S-PRG filler, the fluo-

ride releasing ClinproTM sealant, which are known to

have higher antibacterial effects9), and the non-fluoride

releasing ConciseTM sealant were selected for this study.

Table 1 lists the materials selected for this investigation

and their manufacturers.

2. Specimen preparation 

The specimens were 7 mm in diameter and 2 mm

thick and prepared with a metallic mold. Each sealant

was packed into the mold, pressed between two Mylar

strips sandwiched with two glass slides, and polymerized

for 20 sec from both ends of the molds with a LED light

curing unit (Valo, Ultradent Products Inc, South Jordan,

UT, USA). All specimens were sterilized by autoclaving

at 121℃ at 15 lbs pressure for 15 min. 

3. Bacterial strain and culture conditions

The bacterial strain used for this study was S. mutans

(KPSK-2), which was obtained from Department of Oral

Microbiology, Gangneung-Wonju National University.

Bacterial cells were incubated in brain heart infusion

broth (BHI) (Becton-Dickinson and Co., Sparks, MD,

USA) under aerobic conditions supplemented with 5%

CO2 at 37℃ for 24 h. Turbidity of the bacterial suspen-

sions was measured with a spectrophotometer (Smart

Plus 2700, Young-woo Institute, Seoul, Korea). A stan-

dard curve comparing culture turbidity and bacterial cell

number was established and utilized. The bacteria were

diluted to 2 × 109 colony forming units (CFU)/mL with

BHI broth. 

4. Planktonic growth inhibition test

Two experimental sealant blocks of each group were

crushed to a powder with a ceramic mortar and pestle to

extend the surface area. The ground powder was filtered

through a 500-mesh sieve (Standard sieve, SAEHAN

Lab, Seoul, Korea) to obtain < 25 ㎛ sized particles and

sterilized by autoclaving at 121℃ at 15 lbs pressure for

15 min. The bacterial culture was prepared as described

above. The bacterial suspension was adjusted to 1.5 ×

103 CFU/mL with BHI broth. 

Table 1. Sealant used in this study
Group Material Composition Manufacturer

I BeautiSealant TEGDMA, UDMA, Fluoroboroaluminosilicate glass, Micro fumed silica Shofu Inc., Japan
(S-PRG filler containing sealant)

II ClinproTMsealant TEGDMA, Bis-GMA, Tetrabutyl-ammoniumtetrafluoroborate, 3M ESPE, USA
(Fluoride releasing sealant) Silane-treated silica

III ConciseTMsealant TEGDMA, Bis-GMA 3M ESPE, USA
(Non-fluoride releasing sealant)

TEGDMA, triethylene glycol dimethacrylate; UDMA, urethane dimethacrylate; Bis-GMA, bisphenol A glycidylmethacrylate
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A 0.2 g aliquot of powder from each group was im-

mersed in 2 mL of bacterial suspension and incubated at

37℃ in a CO2 incubator for 24 h. A bacterial suspension

without sealant served as a negative control. A 0.05 mL

aliquot of the bacterial suspension was serially diluted

with PBS and plated onto blood agar plates. Colonies

were counted after incubating for 24 h at 37℃ in a CO2

incubator. The antibacterial activities of the tested ma-

terials were measured as inhibition of bacterial growth

compared to the negative control. Results are CFU/mL.

5. S. mutans biofilm assay using the CDC Biofilm

Reactor

The CDC Biofilm Reactor was used to prepare the S.

mutans biofilm. The sealant blocks for growing the

biofilm were mounted into eight rods (each rod held

three discs) that can be removed and replaced aseptical-

ly through the lid (Fig. 1).

The size of each coupon was 1.27 cm in diameter and

0.3 cm in height. As the size of the sealant block (0.7

cm diameter and 0.2 cm height) was smaller than the

coupon holder, the remainder was wrapped in hy-

drophilic vinyl polysiloxane. The blocks wrapped in vinyl

polysiloxane were placed in the CDC Biofilm Reactor,

and the reactor was sterilized by autoclaving at 121℃ at

15 lbs pressure for 15 min.

The CDC Biofilm Reactor was filled with 100 mL S.

mutans suspension (2 × 109 CFU/mL) and 300 mL BHI

broth, and placed on a stir plate at 50 rpm. After inocu-

lation, the reactor was incubated under shear conditions,

but no media flow, for 24 h. BHI broth was then

pumped through the reactor at a flow rate of 18.6

mL/min for 72 h.

To evaluate formation of the S. mutans biofilm on the

blocks, the hydrophilic vinyl polysiloxane was removed

from the blocks with sterilized tweezers. The blocks were

washed twice with PBS to remove the non-attached bac-

Fig. 1. (A) CDC Biofilm Reactor sampling rods with the BeautiSealant, ClinproTM sealant, and ConciseTM sealant discs. (B) Experimental set-up for the CDC
Biofilm Reactor.
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teria. Then, the blocks were transferred to 2 mL PBS

and sonicated with an ultrasonic sonicator (VC 100,

Sonics & Materials Inc., Danbury, CT, USA) for 15 s at

60 W to disperse the biofilm. A 0.1 mL aliquot of the

dispersed solution was serially diluted with PBS and

0.05 mL of the diluted solution was plated onto blood

agar plates. The colonies were counted after incubating

for 24 h at 37℃ in a CO2 incubator. The results are ex-

pressed as CFU/mL.

6. Scanning electron microscopic (SEM) observa-

tion of the S. mutans biofilm

The sealant blocks used for biofilm formation were

pre-fixed with 4% glutaldehyde and 1% paraformalde-

hyde solution in 0.1 M cacodylate buffer at pH 7.4 for 4

h and then rinsed with 0.1 M cacodylate buffer three

times for 10 min each. The blocks were dehydrated

through an ethanol series (10, 60, 70, 80, 90, and

100%) for 20 min each with isoamyl acetate and dried

with CO2 using a critical point dryer (HPC-2 critical

point dryer, Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan). The prepared

blocks were observed under an SEM (VP-FEVP-FEVP-

FE, SUPRA55VP, Zeiss, Zena, Germany).

7. Statistical analysis

Data are presented as means and standard deviations

(SD). Intergroup differences were estimated by one-way

analysis of variance (ANOVA), followed by a post-hoc

multiple comparison (Tukey’s test) to compare means.

A p-value < 0.05 was considered significant. 

Ⅲ. Results

1. Planktonic growth inhibition test

Table 2 and Figure 2 show the planktonic CFUs after

incubation with the experimental materials. All materi-

als showed significantly reduced planktonic CFUs (p <

0.05) compared to that of the negative control. The

ANOVA showed significant differences among the three

experimental groups. Tukey’s post-hoc test indicated a

significantly reduced number of CFUs by the ClinproTM

sealant (p < 0.05) compared to those of the BeautiSealant

and ConciseTM sealants. 

2. Biofilm assay using the CDC Biofilm Reactor

The results of CFU values of S. mutans in biofilm are

represented in Table 3 and Figure 3. The ANOVA

showed significant differences among the three groups.

Tukey’s post-hoc test indicated a significantly reduced

number of CFUs by the ClinproTM sealant (p < 0.05)

compared to those of the BeautiSealant and ConciseTM

sealants.

Fig. 2. Streptococcus mutans cell count in the planktonic growth inhibi-
tion test. Data are mean and standard deviation (SD) (mean ± SD,
CFU/mL × 105) (* : p < 0.05).

Table 2. Streptococcus mutans cell count in the planktonic growth
inhibition test (mean ± standard deviation CFU/mL)

Group (n = 4) Bacterial count (CFU/mL ×105)
I (BeautiSealant) 1.143 ± 0.257c

II (ClinproTM sealant) 0.234 ± 0.097a,b,c

III (ConciseTM sealant) 1.418 ± 0.136c

IV (No sealant) 2.051 ± 0.285
The one-way ANOVA test, Tukey 
a Compared to group I, statistically significant at p < 0.05
b Compared to group III, statistically significant at p < 0.05
c Compared to group IV, statistically significant at p < 0.05
No significant difference between groups I and III 
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3. SEM observations of adherent bacteria

To confirm our results, we observed the S. mutans

biofilm by SEM. Figure 4 shows SEM photographs of S.

mutans that adhered to the respective material. It was

observed by an SEM that the number of S. mutans that

adhered to the surface of the ClinproTM sealant (B1 and

B2) was significantly lower than that to the

BeautiSealant (A1 and A2) and the ConciseTM sealant

(C1 and C2).

Ⅳ. Discussion

S. mutans was chosen as a representative cariogenic

oral bacterium because it is one of the most important

microorganisms in the etiology of dental caries and is

particularly found in early plaque. S. mutans produces

glucosyltransferase that enable glucose to be transferred

from sucrose for synthesis of glucans (cellulose-like poly-

mers), which increase cariogenicity22).

A review of comparative studies examining bacterial

levels in sealed permanent teeth showed that sealants

reduce bacteria in caries lesions, but some studies re-

Fig. 4. Scanning electron microscopic image of sealant colonized with Streptococcus mutans after 72 h in the CDC Biofilm Reactor. (A) BeautiSealant, (B)
ClinproTM sealant, and (C) ConciseTM sealant. (1) Magnification (× 15,000), (2) magnification (× 50,000). 

Fig. 3. Streptococcus mutans cell count in biofilm assay. Data are mean
and standard deviation (SD) (mean ± SD, CFU/mL) (* : p < 0.05).

Table 3. Streptococcus mutans cell count in biofilm assay (mean ±
standard deviation, CFU/mL)

Group (n = 9) Bacterial count (CFU/mL × 105)
I (BeautiSealant) 1.416 ± 0.626
II (ClinproTM sealant) 0.631 ± 0.309a,b

III (ConciseTM sealant) 1.738 ± 0.767
The one-way ANOVA test, Tukey 
a Compared to group I, statistically significant at p < 0.05
b Compared to group III, statistically significant at p < 0.05
No significant difference between groups I and III 
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ported that low levels of bacteria persist23). As microleak-

age of sealant cannot be avoided, antibacterial properties

of fissure sealant materials may contribute to prevent

occlusal caries. 

Thus, we carried out this study to evaluate the an-

tibacterial properties of sealants containing S-PRG filler

compared to that of contemporary commercial sealants

in vitro. The test materials included the S-PRG filler-

containing sealant BeautiSealant, which has antibacteri-

al effect by releasing a number of ions, the fluoride-re-

leasing ClinproTM sealant, and the non-fluoride releasing

ConciseTM sealant. Bacterial growth was inhibited in all

three sealant groups compared to that in the control.

Antibacterial effects would be attributed to low pH of

sealants or ions released from sealants.

Song24) reported that the degree of sealant conversion

is 40-60%; therefore, unpolymerized monomers remain.

These unpolymerized monomers could influence the low-

er pH environment and affect growth of S. mutans25).

Because all three groups had monomers, they may have

affected inhibition of bacterial growth.

More bacterial growth was observed in the

BeautiSealant group than that in the ClinproTM fluoride

releasing sealant group. Similar bacterial growth was

observed when compared to the non-fluoride releasing

ConciseTM sealant. Previous studies reported that S-PRG

filler has an antibacterial effect by releasing a number of

ions. In particular, the releasing and recharging ability

of fluoride ions from the S-PRG filler is excellent14,26).

Fluoride has several mechanisms for its antibacterial ef-

fect. Fluoride interferes with bacterial metabolism and

dental plaque acidity, inhibits the glycolytic enzyme eno-

lase and a proton-extruding ATPase, as well as the bac-

terial colonization and competition4,27). Furthermore, in-

tracellular or plaque-associated enzymes, such as acid

phosphatases, pyrophosphatases, peroxidases, and cata-

lases may be affected by fluoride ions28). The S-PRG filler

releases inorganic elements, such as Sr, Al, B, etc. Sr

shows a synergistic antibacterial effect when combined

with fluoride29,30). In addition, Al release is associated

with enhanced fluoride release, which may lead to an in-

crease in the number of alumino-fluoro complexes31). An

in vivo study showed that B has antibacterial activity

against periodontitis and inhibits bacterial and fungal

quorum sensing32). Moreover, Sr, F, and B ions con-

tribute to inhibit growth of oral bacteria33). Therefore,

ions released from the S-PRG filler adjacent to the

enamel would suppress bacterial growth and subsequent

acid production in the oral environment. However, in

this study, the antibacterial effect of BeautiSealant was

not greater than we expected. Previous studies claiming

the antibacterial properties of the S-PRG filler used the

filler directly or a composite resin containing a number of

fillers18,34-36). BeautiSealant contains a smaller amount of

the filler than that used in previous studies. The filler

content in BeautiSealant is approximately 40%, whereas

filler content of composite resin, including the S-PRG

filler, is about 70%. Several studies have reported that

higher S-PRG filler content leads to higher antibacterial

properties35,37,38). It is thought that BeautiSealant does

not have enough S-PRG filler to have an antimicrobial

effect.

The ClinproTM sealant has an organic fluoride com-

pound, tetrabutylammonium fluoride. The tetrabutylam-

monium ion forms a tight ion-pair with fluoride, and

such ion-pairs leach out of the material, which may lead

to higher water sorption and solubility39). As a result, a

number of fluorides are released. Naorungroj et al.9) re-

ported that the ClinproTM and Embrace sealants were the

only materials to show discernible inhibition zones in an

agar diffusion test, even though all of the tested sealants

contained fluoride. Therefore, the ClinproTM sealant

seemed to have a greater antibacterial effect in this ex-

periment.

The inhibition of planktonic streptococci does not re-

flect the situation in dental biofilms because biofilm bac-

teria are up to 500 times more resistant to antimicrobial

agents than those of planktonic bacteria40). Therefore, we

also performed the biofilm assay using the CDC Biofilm

Reactor. This reactor allows biofilm to form on the sur-

faces of experimental substrate in a highly reproducible

manner. The system was developed to grow biofilms un-

der slow laminar flow close to the air-liquid interface.

Biofilms form occurs in hydrodynamic stressed conditions

very similar to in vivo conditions. The CDC Biofilm

Reactor avoids most of the disadvantages of static reac-

tors based on bacterial sedimentation rather than at-

tachment that do not allow biofilm formation using a

clinically realistic method41). 

In the current study, the biofilm assay results were

similar to those of the planktonic growth inhibition test.

Moreover, the SEM photographs of bacterial adherence

on the S-PRG sealant and other sealants are presented

in this report to visualize the topographical differences

more clearly. In many studies, biofilm formation has

been investigated in conjunction with several properties
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of these materials, such as surface roughness, surface

free-energy, electrical property, hydrophobicity, and flu-

oride release30,42,43). Hanning44) reported that plaque for-

mation on solid surfaces is influenced predominantly by

the oral environment rather than material-dependent

parameters. The ion and unpolymerized monomers re-

leased from the sealant could change the surrounding

environment17). Therefore, the difference in dental plaque

accumulation among the three sealants could be due to

the ion-releasing capability of the material and unpoly-

merized monomers as in our planktonic assay results.

Some limitations of this study should be mentioned.

The present study investigated antibacterial ability of

only the BeautiSealant block in the short term, and we

did not consider other environmental elements such as

saliva. Previous studies have reported an interaction be-

tween material containing the S-PRG filler and human

saliva. Saku et al.17) reported that a composite resin con-

taining the S-PRG filler allows less S. mutans adherence

when the samples were soaked in human saliva. Hotta

et al.45) found that saliva coating the S-PRG resin re-

duces the adherence of S. mutans to the resin. Hence, it

is necessary to conduct long-term studies to evaluate the

effects of other environmental elements such as saliva in

the BeautiSealant on its antibacterial ability. 

Ⅴ. Conclusion

We evaluated the antibacterial properties of a sealant

containing S-PRG filler compared to those of two con-

temporary commercial sealants to determine inhibition of

bacterial growth in broth culture and biofilm formation

using the CDC Biofilm Reactor. The BeautiSealant con-

taining S-PRG filler, the fluoride releasing ClinproTM

sealant, which are known to have higher antibacterial

effects, and the non-fluoride releasing ConciseTM sealant

were selected for this study. 

The ClinproTM sealant showed a significantly reduced

number of CFUs compared to those of the BeautiSealant

and ConciseTM sealant in planktonic growth inhibition

test. The ClinproTM sealant showed significantly less

biofilm formation than those of the BeautiSealant and

ConciseTM sealant. However, no significant difference was

observed between the BeautiSealant and the ConciseTM

sealant. The sealant containing the S-PRG filler had a

weaker anti-bacterial property and increased biofilm

forming capacity compared to those of the fluoride re-

leasing ClinproTM sealant. 

References

1. Griffin SO, Gray SK, Malvitz DM, Gooch BF :

Caries risk in formerly sealed teeth. J Am Dent

Assoc, 140:415-423, 2009.

2. Ahovuo-Saloranta A, Forss H, Walsh T, et al. :

Sealants for preventing dental decay in the perma-

nent teeth. Cochrane Database Syst Rev, 3:

Cd001830, 2013.

3. Mejare I, Lingstrom P, Petersson LG, et al. :

Caries-preventive effect of fissure sealants: a sys-

tematic review. Acta Odontol Scand, 61:321-330,

2003.

4. Matalon S, Peretz B, Sidon R, et al. : Antibacterial

properties of pit and fissure sealants combined with

daily fluoride mouth rinse. Pediatr Dent, 32:9-13,

2010.

5. Loyola-Rodriguez JP, Garcia-Godoy F : Antibacterial

activity of fluoride release sealants on mutans strep-

tococci. J Clin Pediatr Dent, 20:109-111, 1996.

6. Petrovski KR, Caicedo-Caldas A, Williamson NB, et

al. : Efficacy of a novel internal dry period teat

sealant containing 0.5% chlorhexidine against

experimental challenge with Streptococcus uberis in

dairy cattle. J Dairy Sci, 94:3366-3375, 2011.

7. Yang SY, Piao YZ, Kim SM, et al. : Acid neutraliz-

ing, mechanical and physical properties of pit and

fissure sealants containing melt-derived 45S5 bioac-

tive glass. Dent Mater, 29:1228-1235, 2013.

8. Al-Naimi, Al-Alousi, Al-Nema : Effect of silver and

zinc oxide nanoparticle addition on microhardness

and depth of cure of resin based pit and fissure

sealants. IJERSTE, 4:157-163, 2015.

9. Naorungroj S, Wei HH, Arnold RR, et al. :

Antibacterial surface properties of fluoride-contain-

ing resin-based sealants. J Dent, 38:387-391, 2010.

10. Shin SW, Kim JS : Microleakage and anticariogenic

effect of S-PRG filler-containing pit and fissure

sealant. J Korean Acad Pediatr Dent, 40:247-252,

2013.

11. Tay FR, Sano H, Tagami J, et al. : Ultrastructural

study of a glass ionomer-based, all-in-one adhesive.

J Dent, 29:489-498, 2001.

12. Ikemura K, Tay FR, Kouro Y, et al. : Optimizing

filler content in an adhesive system containing pre-

reacted glass-ionomer fillers. Dent Mater, 19:137-

146, 2003.

13. Ikemura K, Tay FR, Endo T, Pashley DH : A review



J Korean Acad Pediatr Dent 42(4) 2015

309

of chemical-approach and ultramorphological studies

on the development of fluoride-releasing dental

adhesives comprising new pre-reacted glass ionomer

(PRG) fillers. Dent Mater J, 27:315-339, 2008.

14. Kamijo K, Mukai Y, Tominaga T, et al. : Fluoride

release and recharge characteristics of denture base

resins containing surface pre-reacted glass-ionomer

filler. Dent Mater J, 28:227-233, 2009.

15. Mukai Y, Kamijo K, Fujino F, et al. : Effect of den-

ture base-resin with prereacted glass-ionomer filler

on dentin demineralization. Eur J Oral Sci, 117:

750-754, 2009.

16. Tomiyama K, Mukai Y, Teranaka T : Acid resis-

tance induced by a new orthodontic bonding system

in vitro. Dent Mater J, 27:590-597, 2008.

17. Saku S, Kotake H, Scougall-Vilchis RJ, et al. :

Antibacterial activity of composite resin with glass-

ionomer filler particles. Dent Mater J, 29:193-198,

2010.

18. Yoneda M, Suzuki N, Masuo Y, et al. : Effect of S-

PRG eluate on biofilm formation and enzyme activity

of oral bacteria. Int J Dent, 2012:814913, 2012.

19. Ying W, Masayuki K, Daisuke K : Ion release and

buffering capacity of S-PRG filler-containing pit and

fissure sealant in lactic acid. Nano Biomedicine, 3:

275-281, 2011.

20. Kimyai S, Lotfipour F, Pourabbas R, et al. : Effect

of two prophylaxis methods on adherence of

Streptococcus mutans to microfilled composite resin

and giomer surfaces. Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal,

16:e561-567, 2011.

21. Goeres DM, Loetterle LR, Hamilton MA, et al. :

Statistical assessment of a laboratory method for

growing biofilms. Microbiology, 151:757-762, 2005.

22. Ogawa A, Furukawa S, Fujita S, et al. : Inhibition

of Streptococcus mutans biofilm formation by

Streptococcus salivarius FruA. Appl Environ Microbiol,

77:1572-1580, 2011.

23. Oong EM, Griffin SO, Kohn WG, et al. : The effect

of dental sealants on bacteria levels in caries lesions:

a review of the evidence. J Am Dent Assoc, 139:

271-278, 2008.

24. Song KW : Study on the degree of conversion and

fluoride release of fluoride-containing sealants. Ph.

D. Dissertation, Seoul University, Seoul, 1999.

25. Seo YJ : Effect of resin monomers on the activity of

cariogenic bacteria. Ph. D. Dissertation, Chosun

University, Kwang Ju, 2004.

26. Itota T, Carrick TE, Yoshiyama M, McCabe JF :

Fluoride release and recharge in giomer, compomer

and resin composite. Dent Mater, 20:789-795,

2004.

27. Wiegand A, Buchalla W, Attin T : Review on fluo-

ride-releasing restorative materials-fluoride release

and uptake characteristics, antibacterial activity and

influence on caries formation. Dent Mater, 23:343-

362, 2007.

28. Van Loveren C : Antimicrobial activity of fluoride

and its in vivo importance: identification of research

questions. Caries Res, 1:65-70, 2001.

29. Guida A, Towler MR, Wall JG, et al. : Preliminary

work on the antibacterial effect of strontium in glass

ionomer cements. J Mater Sci Lett, 22:1401-1403,

2003.

30. Dabsie F, Gregoire G, Sixou M, Sharrock P : Does

strontium play a role in the cariostatic activity of

glass ionomer:Strontium diffusion and antibacterial

activity. J Dent, 37:554-559, 2009.

31. Koletsi-Kounari H, Mamai-Homata E, Diamanti I :

An in vitro study of the effect of aluminum and the

combined effect of strontium, aluminum, and fluo-

ride elements on early enamel carious lesions. Biol

Trace Elem Res, 147:418-427, 2012.

32. Dembitsky VM, Al Quntar AA, Srebnik M : Natural

and synthetic small boron-containing molecules as

potential inhibitors of bacterial and fungal quorum

sensing. Chem Rev, 111:209-237, 2011.

33. Kaga M, Kakuda S, Ida Y, et al. : Inhibition of

enamel demineralization by buffering effect of S-

PRG filler-containing dental sealant. Eur J Oral Sci,

122:78-83, 2014.

34. Suzuki N, Yoneda M, Haruna K, et al. : Effects of

S-PRG eluate on oral biofilm and oral malodor. Arch

Oral Biol, 59:407-413, 2014.

35. Hahnel S, Wastl DS, Schneider-Feyrer S, et al. :

Streptococcus mutans biofilm formation and release

of fluoride from experimental resin-based composites

depending on surface treatment and S-PRG filler

particle fraction. J Adhes Dent, 16:313-321, 2014.

36. Fujimoto Y, Iwasa M, Murayama R, et al. :

Detection of ions released from S-PRG fillers and

their modulation effect. Dent Mater J, 29:392-397,

2010.

37. Ito S, Iijima M, Hashimoto M, et al. : Effects of sur-

face pre-reacted glass-ionomer fillers on mineral

induction by phosphoprotein. J Dent, 39:72-79,



J Korean Acad Pediatr Dent 42(4) 2015

310

2011.

38. Al-Bakri IA, Harty D, Al-Omari WM, et al. :

Surface characteristics and microbial adherence abil-

ity of modified polymethylmethacrylate by fluoridat-

ed glass fillers. Aust Dent J, 59:482-489, 2014.

39. Fan Y, Townsend J, Wang Y, et al. : Formulation

and characterization of antibacterial fluoride-releas-

ing sealants. Pediatr Dent, 35:E13-18, 2013.

40. Costerton JW, Stewart PS, Greenberg EP : Bacterial

biofilms: a common cause of persistent infections.

Science, 284:1318-1322, 1999.

41. Brambilla E, Ionescu A, Cazzaniga G, et al. : The

influence of antibacterial toothpastes on in vitro

Streptococcus mutans biofilm formation: a continu-

ous culture study. Am J Dent, 27:160-166, 2014.

42. Somanah J, Bourdon E, Bahorun T, Aruoma OI :

The inhibitory effect of a fermented papaya prepara-

tion on growth, hydrophobicity, and acid production

of Streptococcus mutans, Streptococcus mitis, and

Lactobacillus acidophilus: its implications in oral

health improvement of diabetics. Food science &

nutrition, 1:416-421, 2013.

43. Ikeda M, Matin K, Nikaido T, et al. : Effect of sur-

face characteristics on adherence of S. mutans

biofilms to indirect resin composites. Dent Mater J,

26:915-923, 2007.

44. Hannig M : Transmission electron microscopy of

early plaque formation on dental materials in vivo.

Eur J Oral Sci, 107:55-64, 1999.

45. Hotta M, Morikawa T, Tamura D, Kusakabe S :

Adherence of Streptococcus sanguinis and Streptococcus

mutans to saliva-coated S-PRG resin blocks. Dent

Mater J, 33:261-267, 2014.



J Korean Acad Pediatr Dent 42(4) 2015

311

주요어: S-PRG filler, BeautiSealant, Pit and fissure sealants, Streptococcus mutans, Fluoride 

S-PRG filler를 포함한 치면열구전색제의 Streptococcus mutans에 한 항미생물 특성에 관한 연구

안진선1ㆍ박호원1ㆍ서현우1ㆍ이시 2

1강릉원주 학교 치과 학 소아치과학 교실 및 구강과학연구소
2강릉원주 학교 치과 학 미생물학 및 면역학교실 및 구강과학연구소

본 연구는 Planktonic growth inhibition test와 CDC Biofilm Reactor를 사용한 Biofilm assay를 통해 S-PRG filler를

함유하는 치면열구전색제의 S. mutans에 한 항미생물 효과를 기존의 치면열구전색제와 비교하고자 하 다.

S-PRG 필러를 함유하는 치면열구전색제인 BeautiSealant, 불소를 방출하는 치면열구전색제인 ClinproTM sealant, 불소

미방출 치면열구전색제인 ConciseTM sealant를 실험군으로 선정하 다.

성장억제평가를 위해 치면열구전색제를 사용하지 않은 군을 음성 조군으로 설정하 으며, 3개의 실험군 모두 조군보

다 유의할 정도로 낮은 집락 형성 단위를 보 고, ClinproTM sealant가 BeautiSealant와 ConciseTM sealant보다 유의할 정

도로 낮은 집락 형성 단위를 보 다. BeautiSealant와 ConciseTM sealant 군간에는 유의한 차이가 관찰되지 않았다.

바이오 필름 평가에서도 ClinproTM sealant군이 BeautiSealant와 ConciseTM sealant군들에 비해 유의할 정도로 낮은 집

락 형성을 보 으며, BeautiSealant와 ConciseTM sealant 군간에 유의한 차이는 관찰되지 않았다.

본 연구 결과 S-PRG filler를 포함하는 치면열구전색제인 BeautiSealant는 기존의 불소방출 치면열구전색제에 비하여 낮

은 항미생물 효과와 높은 바이오 필름 형성능을 보 다.

국문초록


