. 1504 - o R e s 24 7R 2025 4E 10 A 45 24 %% 10 ] Chin J Infect Control Vol 24 No 10 Oct 2025

DOI:10. 12138/j. issn. 1671 —9638. 20252135

REPESHEFENERBERCAREGIKE BRLEHHARHAR

My A AR
. NEHBERRAMEER DR, N5 PR 0100505 20 WSE ERRE O EEEBE. N5l R
010059)

[ E] FEMRMERRE L ERE R R AW S 5m & AR R RSB IR o6, B b, 758 il AR A N 3%
i B A JRR e R R T R OC B . R FH AR A i R T O T A IR L AL B A5 2 e R R 3
B, HAGH MW & 68l 0 y7 i S HRE R Tl A, O s 8 RAF AT S, UL AR SO 4R O AR [ N Ah
Tt 3 P AR 2 ] 6 A AE P 26 M Bk TR JRR e 9% i R 5 O L LA A 4 3R R R B LI g T DA O I R R
RS

[Xx & W] ZHERE: MWIHMERAE L, FrEtERARE % W vk S8 ik WAEIRYT Bl
[hE#H%ES] R781.3

Advances in the control of Enterococcus faecalis infection in refractory

apical periodontitis by root canal irrigation and disinfection methods
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[Abstract] In refractory apical periodontitis, Enterococcus faecalis (E. faecalis) is most frequently detected, its
biofilm is closely related to disease progression. Therefore, controlling E. faecalis infection in root canals is crucial
for treatment success. The commonly used irrigation and disinfection methods for root canal include agent disinfec-
tion such as sodium hypochlorite and calcium hydroxide, as well as ultrasonic irrigation disinfection. At present,
technologies such as development of new agents and photodynamic therapy are gradually applied in clinical practice
and show promising prospects. This paper reviews the recent irrigation and disinfection methods for controlling
E. faecalis root canals infection of refractory apical periodontitis both domestically and internationally, including
traditional methods, new technologies, and their combined applications, aiming to provide reference for clinical in-
fection control.
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