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Table 1. Materials tested.

Code Brand name Manufacturer  P/L ratio(wt%)
VG Visco-gel De~tray Limited 0.73
CC Coe—comfort COE Lab.Inc. 0.90
HC Hydro—Cast KAY-SEE Dental MFG.Co. 0.80
SL Soft-Liner GC Corp. 0.82
TG  Tissue conditioner Shofu Inc. 0.83
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Table 2. Immersion solutions used.

Code Solution Manufacturer and methods
DW Distilled water
(o] Cleansoft ROHTO Pharmaceutical Co.,Ltd, 1g/100ml

SD Steradent
ow Strong acid oxidization water

Takeda chemical industries,Ltd, 1tab/200ml
Altech Co. Ltd, Live water OX

AW Strong alkaline electrolyzed water  Altech Co. Ltd, Live water OX

007, F—F—Fv )X 45/ (Table 2).
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Fig. 2. Example of raw data of rubber hardness of tissue conditioners dur-
ing 5 minutes measurementt
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Effect of Electrolyzed Water on Tissue Conditioner
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Abstract We investigated whether electrolyzed water can be applied to plaque control of tissue conditioner
or not.

Five commercially-available tissue conditioners relined to acrylic plates were immersed in electrolyzed
water and 3 types of denture cleaner for 14 days. The rubber hardness of the tissue conditioners was meas-
ured using a micro rubber hardness tester over a 5-minute measurement period. The value just after the
start of measurement (Initial value) and the value 5 minutes from the start of measurement (5 minutes value)
was measured. The stress relaxation value was calculated by initial value and 5-minute value. Rubber hard-
ness and surface roughness were measured after 1 day. 3 days, 7 days and 14 days of immersion.

The electrolyzed water had little effect on the rubber hardness of the tissue conditioner in most tissue
conditioners compared to the denture cleaners. The surface roughness of the tissue conditioner was not af-
fected by immersion into the electrolyzed water.

These results suggest that the electrolyzed water can be applied to plague control of tissue conditioner.
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