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Abstract: Surface changes and microbiological effects following shot blast polishing with viscoelastic
media of the mucosal surface of resin denture bases were examined. Average surface roughness
(Ra) and the depth of surface removal of specimens were measured over time, and the clinical
number of microbial adhesions on the mucosal surface of dentures was clinically assessed. The results
obtained showed no changes in Ra after 20 s of polishing, Ra of <0.2 µm, and a depth of surface
removal <20 µm. This method of finishing did not affect the fit of the mucosal surface of the dentures.
Furthermore, the adhesion of microorganisms to the mucosal surface of dentures was significantly
suppressed. Shot blast polishing with viscoelastic media is useful for finishing the mucosal surface of
resin denture bases.

Keywords: denture polishing; surface roughness; denture surface; microbial adhesion

1. Introduction

Removable dentures have been fabricated from PMMA resin using a fluid resin and
the mold-filling method for 80 years, and PMMA resin is still the main material used
due to its ease of manufacture, repair, and polishing as well as good physicochemical
properties and acceptable esthetics [1,2]. Since PMMA resin has low flexural strength
and low flexibility despite its many advantages [3,4], high-strength polysulfone resin and
flexible polyamide resin have been developed [5,6]. However, any material for use as
an intraoral prosthetic device requires a smooth surface from the viewpoint of microbial
plaque retention, staining, oral health, and patient comfort [7–9]. To achieve ideal aesthetics
and oral hygiene, the surface of a dental prosthesis needs to be as smooth as possible, even
if the patient manages the dental prosthesis properly. Surface roughness (Ra) plays a key
role in plaque accumulation and bacterial adhesion to denture base materials. In vitro
experiments revealed larger amounts of Candida albicans on roughened surfaces than on
smooth surfaces [10,11]. A recent study reported that bacteria and yeast cells both adhered
to surfaces of increasing roughness, and also that the strength of microbial attachment
was more important than the amount [12]. The roughness of denture base materials is
affected by material properties and polishing techniques [1,13,14]. Mechanical polishing
achieves a smoother polished surface than chemical polishing [15], while conventional
laboratory polishing provides a smoother polished surface than chairside polishing [1,16].
The polished surface of the denture base, which is not in contact with the mucosa of the
ridge, is sufficiently polished by conventional methods, such as that involving polishing
wheels. On the other hand, although the mucosal surface of the denture base is important
for compatibility, sufficient polishing is not often performed. The mucosal surface of the
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denture base is always in contact with the mucous membrane of the edentulous alveolar
ridge and transmits a functional load while the denture is in place; however, this is not a
sanitary area due to the lack of saliva. A consensus has not yet been reached on polishing
methods for the mucosal surface of the denture base. However, from the viewpoint of
suppressing the adhesion of microorganisms, Ra of the mucosal surface of the denture base
needs to be as low as possible.

Polishing using the recently developed shot blasting method, which shoots viscoelas-
tic composite polishing media, enables mirror polishing without inducing morphological
changes in the object being polished, such as metal [17]. The application of this polishing
method to the mucosal surface of denture base resin in order to obtain a smooth sur-
face with negligible morphological changes may successfully suppress the adhesion of
denture plaques.

Therefore, the present study investigated changes in the physical properties of the
mucosal surface of denture base resin in vitro and the microbiological effects of polish-
ing in vivo when the shot blasting method using viscoelastic composite polishing media
was performed.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Polishing by the Shot Blasting Method

The effects of a novel polishing method for denture mucosal surfaces on the physical
properties of the surface of denture base resin as well as its clinical microbiological effects
were examined in the present study. This polishing method (AERO LAP® https://www.
yamashitaworks.co.jp/product/aerolap/ accessed on 17 March 2022) is performed using a
shot blast polishing machine that shoots a viscoelastic composite polishing medium made
of food proteins containing diamond particles. Figure 1 shows the mechanism of this
polishing method. Shot-blast viscoelastic media (SBVM) polishes while deforming on the
surface of the object to be polished. A shot blast polishing device (T-100, Yamashita Works,
Kyoto, Japan) and polishing media containing #20,000 diamond particles were used in the
present study, and this polishing method is referred to as “SBVM polishing” hereafter. In
the present study, the shot blasting angle relative to the objects and distance to objects in
SBVM polishing was generally set to 45◦ and 5 cm, respectively.
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Figure 1. SBVM polishing image; polishing by shot blasting composite polishing media (multi-
cone, Yamashita Works, Kyoto, Japan) consisting of viscoelastic food proteins containing water and
diamond particles as abrasive grains.

2.2. Sample Preparation

Heat-cured polymethylmethacrylate denture base resin (ProBase Hot, Ivoclar Vivadent
AG, Schaan, Liechtenstein) was used in the present study. The material was manipulated
and polymerized according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Specimens were cured
using a stainless-steel mold with dimensions of 10 × 30 × 1.5 mm and a Teflon plate. Thirty
specimens were prepared and the surfaces of 10 specimens were sanded sequentially with
400-grit, 800-grit, and 1500-grit abrasive papers (400-grit, 800-grit, and 1500-grit specimens,
respectively). The size of each specimen was confirmed using digital calipers and specimens

https://www.yamashitaworks.co.jp/product/aerolap/
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sanded with each abrasive paper were ground and polished to ensure uniform roughness.
Specimens were stored in water at 37 ◦C for 24 h to release residual monomers.

2.3. Evaluation 1 of Physical Properties: Ra

In three specimens each for the three polishing conditions (400-grit, 800-grit, and
1500-grit), changes in Ra by polishing were measured every 10 s for 50 s. The Ra of
specimens was measured using a surface profilometer (Surfcom 130A, Accretech, Tokyo,
Japan), which scanned a sample length of 6.0 mm at 0.6 mm/s with a cut-off value of
0.8 mm. Three scans were recorded at three different locations for each specimen, and
the average of three mean Ra measurements was selected as the score for each specimen.
Microscopic observations were conducted on 400-grit and 1500-grit specimens before and
after polishing for 50 s using a scanning electron microscope (SEM, JSM-5510LV, JEOL,
Tokyo, Japan) operating at an accelerating voltage of 20 kV.

2.4. Evaluation 2 of Physical Properties: Depth of Surface Removal

Reductions due to polishing, namely, the depth of surface removal due to polishing,
were measured. In three specimens each for the three polishing conditions (400-grit,
800-grit, and 1500-grit), the depth of surface removal due to polishing every 10 s was
measured from before polishing to 50 s. The depth of surface removal of specimens was
assessed by measuring the distance to the surface of the specimens using a CCD laser
displacement sensor (LK-G35, Keyence Co., Osaka, Japan) before and after polishing.
This measurement was performed at the center point of the specimen and two points
at a position 3 mm in the long axis direction from the center point using the measuring
apparatus with the XY table, for a total of three points, and the average of these values was
used as the measured value. A jig to return specimens to the fixed position of the measuring
apparatus before and after polishing was manufactured. Distance measurements were
accomplished by attaching and detaching this jig at the fixed position on the XY table of
the apparatus.

2.5. Microbiological Evaluation

Twenty-one edentulous individuals (13 males, 8 females; mean age: 74.3 years; S.D.:
6.8 years; range: 57–85 years) agreed to participate in the present study. All participants
were patients who were able to use the new complete upper and/or lower dentures made
of acrylic resin satisfactorily after they had been fabricated and adjusted at the Removable
Prosthodontics and Implant Dentistry, Advanced Dentistry Center, Kagoshima University
Hospital. The aim of the present study was explained to the participants using a docu-
ment approved by the Clinical Study Ethics Committee of Kagoshima University Hospital
(#190226-Epidemiology), and written consent was obtained. The dentures examined in-
cluded 22 upper and 11 lower dentures (33 dentures in total), which no longer needed to
be adjusted at the time of visits. They were rinsed in tap water, immersed in a 1.5% sodium
hypochlorite solution (Improsterin+, Taihei Chemical Co., Osaka, Japan) for 5 min, and the
mucosal surface of the right lateral half of the examined denture was then polished using
the SBVM polishing method for approximately 3 min as the adequate time to obtain the
mirror polishing. After polishing, the denture was returned to the patient for normal use,
and microbiological examinations were performed at a visit two weeks later. Participants
were instructed to clean their dentures daily with a denture cleanser.

To collect denture plaque, dentures were removed, lightly rinsed with running water
to remove any saliva, and then air dried. Denture plaques were collected by a single dental
examiner who swabbed the right side (polished side) and left side (non-polished side) of the
denture mucosal surface using sterile swabs that had been immersed in phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS) (Fukifuki Check II®, Eiken Chemical, Tochigi, Japan). Based on previous
findings showing that the distribution of plaque on the mucosal surface of complete den-
tures varied between different denture regions, but was bilaterally symmetric in different
complete dentures [18], the left and right halves of the denture were swabbed twice in their
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entirety. Each sterile swab was vortexed in 10 mL PBS in a plastic bottle and the resultant
samples were transported to a laboratory, at which they were plated and incubated within
5 h of sampling and used to identify microorganisms. The microorganisms to be cultured
were Gram-positive cocci, Gram-negative bacilli, and Candida spp., which are considered to
be the causative agents of aspiration pneumonia. Specimens were inoculated onto sheep’s
blood agar plates (Try/Soy Blood Agar (Sheep) No. 2; Kyokuto Pharmaceutical Industrial,
Tokyo, Japan) and CHROM agar Candida plates (CHROMagar Candida; Kanto Chemical,
Tokyo, Japan). These plates were incubated at 37 ◦C for 48 h under aerobic conditions.
Microorganisms were presumptively identified based on the colors and morphological
features of colonies, and the number of each type of colony was counted. The number of all
colony-forming units per mL was assessed on the polished and non-polished sides of each
experimental denture.

2.6. Analysis

A two-way repeated measures analysis of variance (ANOVA) and multiple comparison
test were used to compare differences in Ra and the depth of surface removal (n = 5).

A comparison of microbial counts between the polished and non-polished sides was
performed with the Wilcoxon signed-rank test and the Mann–Whitney U test. All statistical
analyses were performed using a statistical analysis application (SPSS Statistics ver.26, IBM
Japan Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). p values ≤ 0.01 were considered to be significant.

3. Results
3.1. Physical Properties

As shown in Figure 2, the Ra of 400-grit, 800-grit, and 1500-grit specimens markedly
decreased after polishing for 20 s, and showed almost no change thereafter. Differences
in Ra among the three types of specimens became smaller as the polishing time became
longer; however, Ra after polishing appeared to be affected by that before polishing. In the
two-way repeated measures ANOVA, with the factors specimen type and polishing time,
both factors significantly affected Ra (both p < 0.001), and there was an interaction between
the two factors (p < 0.001). In the multiple comparison test, significant differences were
observed between any two of the three specimens (each p < 0.001), but not after a polishing
time of 20 s or longer. Figure 3 shows SEM images of 400-grit and 1500-grit specimens
before and after polishing. Surface smoothing by polishing was observed in specimens.
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Figure 3. SEM images (×1000) before and after SBVM polishing. (A-1) 400-grit specimen before
polishing; (A-2) 400-grit specimen after polishing; (B-1) 1500-grit specimen before polishing; and
(B-2) 1500-grit specimen after polishing.

The depth of surface removal increased in proportion to the polishing time, and the
average depth of surface removal in 20 s when the change in Ra became small were 12.6,
8.6, and 5.7 µm for 400-grit, 800-grit, and 1500-grit specimens, respectively (Figure 4). In
the two-way repeated measures ANOVA, with the factors specimen type and polishing
time, both factors significantly affected the depth of surface removal (both p < 0.001), and
no interaction was observed between the two factors. In the multiple comparison test,
significant differences were noted in the depth of surface removal between any two of the
three specimens (p < 0.001 each) and in each specimen at all polishing times.
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3.2. Microbiological Evaluation

Figure 5 shows a denture with SBVM polishing on the right half of the mucosal
surface. After denture adjustment, the right half was subjected to SBVM polishing while
the left half was not. Light reflected on the resin surface on the right half and it was in
a mirror-polished state. A comparison of the number of microbial adhesions with and
without SBVM polishing was performed on 32 dentures, including the upper and lower
jaws, from 21 patients. There was no significant difference in microbial adhesion between
the upper and lower dentures in each agar plate and all microorganisms. The number of
microbial adhesions was significantly smaller on the polished side than on the non-polished
side (Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Comparison of total microbial adhesion between half sides of the denture mucosal surface
with and without polishing. In each box plot, the central point represents the median, the rectangle
gives the interval between the 25% and 75% percentiles. The whiskers represent the lowest and
highest value in the 25% percentile minus 1.5IQR and 75% percentile plus 1.5IQR regions, respectively.

4. Discussion

In the present study, the Ra of the denture base resin was reduced by polishing with
SBVM but hardly changed after polishing for about 20 s. Furthermore, the depth of surface
removal was the greatest for 400-grit specimens with the largest Ra, at approximately
12 µm; however, this was not considered to be a large depth of surface removal, because
it is smaller than 30 µm, which is the minimum gap between abutment teeth and even
highly fitting cast crowns [19]. Therefore, SBVM polishing on the mucosal surface of resin
dentures does not have a negative impact on compatibility. Based on the present results,
a larger Ra on the mucosal surface of denture bases is associated with a greater depth of
surface removal; however, as described above, the depth of surface removal did not affect
the suitability of the denture base. Limited information is currently available on the effects
of polishing of the mucosal surface of denture bases; however, changes in the shape of
the mucosal surface of denture bases due to barrel finishing were reported in the 1990s in
Japan [20,21]. Barrel finishing has also been used for cobalt–chromium alloy casting [22],
but is not popular nowadays because the whole denture is polished at the same time and it
is difficult to polish a specific part. However, SBVM polishing has the advantage of targeted
polishing in a limited area without the scattering of dust.

It is a limitation of this study that the surface roughness of the denture and the amount
of removal of the denture surface could not be measured in vivo. However, since the
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denture was polished for as short a time as possible (about 3 min) while obtaining a smooth
surface on the half side with the denture mucosal surface (about 7 to 8 times the area of the
in vitro specimen), the amount of denture surface removed was considered not to affect the
fit of the denture as described above.

In the present study, a significant difference was observed in the number of adhering
microorganisms between the polished and non-polished sides of the mucosal surface
of complete resin dentures, demonstrating the effectiveness of SBVM polishing. This
result is consistent with previous findings showing less microbial adhesion with lower
Ra [12,14,23,24]. However, the number of microorganisms that attached to the polished
side did not markedly decrease. Based on in vivo studies [9,25], the threshold of Ra for
microbial adhesion in clinically acceptable prostheses containing denture base resin is
0.20 µm. The Ra of 400-grit, 800-grit and 1500-grit specimens after SBVM polishing in
the present study was 0.2 µm or less; however, Ra is considered to be larger in clinical
dentures. Therefore, we attempted to measure the Ra of the mucosal surface of some new
dentures and the plaster surface of working models that could be measured, although
one study reported general Ra in vitro [26]. The results obtained showed that the Ra of
the unpolished mucosal surface of new dentures after polymerization ranged between
0.9 and 2.8 µm. The plaster surface of the working model corresponding to the mucosal
surface of dentures had a similar Ra. Although further studies are warranted, the Ra of
the mucosal surface of resin dentures is considered to be reflected in that of the working
model. The present study revealed that the Ra of the mucosal surface of denture bases
after SBVM finishing was affected by that before polishing. Therefore, to reduce the Ra
of the mucosal surface of denture bases, a treatment method that improves the surface
texture of the working model is required in the future. On the other hand, methods that
suppress the adhesion of microorganisms by treating the surface of denture bases have been
reported [27–31]. A method of adhering or mixing nano-silver particles and a method of
using a 2-methacryloyloxyethyl phosphorylcholine polymer or titanium dioxide for a resin
base have been examined and are being applied to clinical settings. By combining chemical
methods that suppress microbial adhesion with physical methods, such as SBVM finishing,
an optimal method for preparing dentures will be possible in the future. However, since
it has been reported that increased surface roughness of denture acrylic resin enhances
retention of hyphae and yeast cells [32], even if the surface roughness of the mucosal
surface of the denture base increases due to deterioration and the risk of denture stomatitis
increases, this SBVM polishing will be able to improve the surface roughness.

In recent years, advances in digital dentistry have led to an increasing number of
studies examining and verifying removable dentures fabricated with CAD/CAM and 3D
printing [33–35]. Although the optical scanning of soft tissues, such as the ridge mucosa,
will continue to be difficult, further technological advances may allow the Ra of these
digitally produced dentures to be reduced. As a denture base material, PMMA resin will
be widely used in digitalization in the future. Since it is desirable for dentures to have a
smaller Ra, SBVM finishing will continue to be effective.

5. Conclusions

SBVM polishing showed that finishing could be achieved without affecting the mor-
phology of the mucosal surface of denture bases and also suppressed the adhesion of
microorganisms. However, the limitation of this study was the inability to identify the
surface roughness of the in vivo denture mucosal surface that affects the adhesion of mi-
croorganisms. In addition, since Ra after polishing may be affected by that before polishing,
improvements in the surface texture of denture bases and the addition of a method that
suppresses microbial adhesion need to be considered in the future.



Materials 2022, 15, 2275 8 of 9

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Y.N.; methodology, Y.Y. and Y.N.; validation, Y.N. and
M.M.; formal analysis, Y.Y. and Y.N.; investigation, Y.Y. and Y.N.; resources, Y.N.; data curation, Y.N.,
M.M. and K.H.; writing—original draft preparation, Y.Y. and Y.N.; writing—review and editing, Y.N.,
M.M. and K.H.; visualization, Y.N.; supervision, M.N.; funding acquisition, Y.N. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by JSPS KAKENHI, Grant Numbers JP15K11452 from the
Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Clinical Study Ethics Committee of Kagoshima
University Hospital (ref no. 190226 30 January 2020).

Informed Consent Statement: Written informed consent was obtained from the participants to
publish this paper.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: The authors wish to thank all the participants for their involvement in the
present study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Gungor, H.; Gundogdu, M.; Yesil Duymus, Z. Investigation of the effect of different polishing techniques on the surface roughness

of denture base and repair materials. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 112, 1271–1277. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Sahin, O.; Koroglu, A.; Dede, D.O.; Yilmaz, B. Effect of surface sealant agents on the surface roughness and color stability of

denture base materials. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2016, 116, 610–616. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Parvizi, A.; Lindquist, T.; Schneider, R.; Williamson, D.; Boyer, D.; Dawson, D.V. Comparison of the dimensional accuracy

of injection-molded denture base materials to that of conventional pressure-pack acrylic resin. J. Prosthodont. 2004, 13, 83–89.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Bertassoni, L.E.; Marshall, G.W.; de Souza, E.M.; Rached, R.N. Effect of pre-and postpolymerization on flexural strength and
elastic modulus of impregnated, fiber-reinforced denture base acrylic resins. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2008, 100, 449–457. [CrossRef]

5. Price, C.A.; Earnshaw, R. Impact testing of a polysulphone denture base polymer. Aust. Dent. J. 1984, 29, 398–403. [CrossRef]
6. Yunus, N.; Rashid, A.A.; Azmi, L.L.; Abu-Hassan, M.I. Some flexural properties of a nylon denture base polymer. J. Oral Rehabil.

2005, 32, 65–71. [CrossRef]
7. Costa, R.T.F.; Pellizzer, E.P.; do Egito Vasconcelos, B.C.; Gomes, J.M.L.; Lemos, C.A.A.; de Moraes, S.L.D. Surface roughness of

acrylic resins used for denture base after chemical disinfection: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Gerodontology 2021, 38,
242–251. [CrossRef]

8. Rahal, J.S.; Mesquita, M.F.; Henriques, G.E.; Nobilo, M.A. Surface roughness of acrylic resins submitted to mechanical and
chemical polishing. J. Oral Rehabil. 2004, 31, 1075–1079. [CrossRef]

9. Bollen, C.M.; Lambrechts, P.; Quirynen, M. Comparison of surface roughness of oral hard materials to the threshold surface
roughness for bacterial plaque retention: A review of the literature. Dent. Mater. 1997, 13, 258–269. [CrossRef]

10. Verran, J.; Maryan, C.J. Retention of Candida albicans on acrylic resin and silicone of different surface topography. J. Prosthet.
Dent. 1997, 77, 535–539. [CrossRef]

11. Radford, D.R.; Sweet, S.P.; Challacombe, S.J.; Walter, J.D. Adherence of Candida albicans to denture-base materials with different
surface finishes. J. Dent. 1998, 26, 577–583. [CrossRef]

12. Verran, J.; Jackson, S.; Coulthwaite, L.; Scallan, A.; Loewy, Z.; Whitehead, K. The effect of dentifrice abrasion on denture
topography and the subsequent retention of microorganisms on abraded surfaces. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 112, 1513–1522.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Kuhar, M.; Funduk, N. Effects of polishing techniques on the surface roughness of acrylic denture base resins. J. Prosthet. Dent.
2005, 93, 76–85. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Taylor, R.; Maryan, C.; Verran, J. Retention of oral microorganisms on cobalt-chromium alloy and dental acrylic resin with
different surface finishes. J. Prosthet. Dent. 1998, 80, 592–597. [CrossRef]

15. Oliveira, L.V.; Mesquita, M.F.; Henriques, G.E.; Consani, R.L.; Fragoso, W.S. Effect of polishing technique and brushing on surface
roughness of acrylic resins. J. Prosthodont. 2008, 17, 308–311. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Berger, J.C.; Driscoll, C.F.; Romberg, E.; Luo, Q.; Thompson, G. Surface roughness of denture base acrylic resins after processing
and after polishing. J. Prosthodont. 2006, 15, 180–186. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Yamashita, K.; Kitajima, K.; Hamada, K.; Kuratani, G. Mirror polishing and deburring technology by AERO LAP. J. Jpn. Soc.
Abras. Technol. 2008, 52, 66.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.03.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24853341
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.03.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27178772
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-849X.2004.04014.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15210003
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3913(08)60263-2
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1834-7819.1984.tb05309.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2842.2004.01370.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/ger.12529
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2842.2004.01344.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0109-5641(97)80038-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3913(97)70148-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0300-5712(97)00034-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.05.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24998324
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2004.10.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15624002
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3913(98)70037-X
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-849X.2007.00274.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18086143
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-849X.2006.00098.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16681500


Materials 2022, 15, 2275 9 of 9

18. Paranhos Hde, F.; da Silva, C.H.; Venezian, G.C.; Macedo, L.D.; de Souza, R.F. Distribution of biofilm on internal and external
surfaces of upper complete dentures: The effect of hygiene instruction. Gerodontology 2007, 24, 162–168. [CrossRef]

19. Fusayama, T.; Ide, K.; Kurosu, A.; Hosoda, H. Cement thickness between cast restorations and preparation walls. J. Prosthet. Dent.
1963, 13, 354–364. [CrossRef]

20. Yamamori, T.; Tani, N.; Seino, K.; Asai, M.; Nagayama, K.; Noguchi, H. Study on Barrel Finishing of Complete Denture -Surface
Texture and Cutting Depth of Denture Base Resin-. J. Jpn. Prosthodont. Soc. 1995, 39, 757–760. [CrossRef]

21. Yamamori, T.; Uehara, N.; Seino, K.; Tani, N.; Shimazaki, M.; Takahashi, H.; Nakahara, G.; Saito, A.; Asai, M.; Nagayama, K. Effect
of Barrel Finishing on the Shape of the Basal Surface of Dentures. J. Jpn. Prosthodont. Soc. 1996, 40, 245–248. [CrossRef]

22. Yamamori, T.; Furusawa, M.; Shimazaki, M.; Nakayama, K.; Waguri, N.; Sato, K.; Seino, K. Barrel finishing of cobalt-chromium
alloy cast plate–basic study on polishing materials and time. J. Jpn. Prosthodont. Soc. 2006, 50, 228–237. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Yamauchi, M.; Yamamoto, K.; Wakabayashi, M.; Kawano, J. In vitro adherence of microorganisms to denture base resin with
different surface texture. Dent. Mater. J. 1990, 9, 19–24. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Samaranayake, L.P.; McCourtie, J.; MacFarlane, T.W. Factors affecting the in-vitro adherence of Candida albicans to acrylic surfaces.
Arch. Oral Biol. 1980, 25, 611–615. [CrossRef]

25. Alp, G.; Johnston, W.M.; Yilmaz, B. Optical properties and surface roughness of prepolymerized poly (methyl methacrylate)
denture base materials. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2019, 121, 347–352. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Zissis, A.J.; Polyzois, G.L.; Yannikakis, S.A.; Harrison, A. Roughness of denture materials: A comparative study. Int. J. Prosthodont.
2000, 13, 136–140.

27. Li, Z.; Sun, J.; Lan, J.; Qi, Q. Effect of a denture base acrylic resin containing silver nanoparticles on Candida albicans adhesion
and biofilm formation. Gerodontology 2016, 33, 209–216. [CrossRef]

28. Ikeya, K.; Iwasa, F.; Inoue, Y.; Fukunishi, M.; Takahashi, N.; Ishihara, K.; Baba, K. Inhibition of denture plaque deposition on
complete dentures by 2-methacryloyloxyethyl phosphorylcholine polymer coating: A clinical study. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2018, 119,
67–74. [CrossRef]

29. Gad, M.M.; Abualsaud, R. Behavior of PMMA Denture Base Materials Containing Titanium Dioxide Nanoparticles: A Literature
Review. Int. J. Biomater. 2019, 2019, 6190610. [CrossRef]

30. Sun, J.; Wang, L.; Wang, J.; Li, Y.; Zhou, X.; Guo, X.; Zhang, T.; Guo, H. Characterization and evaluation of a novel silver
nanoparticles-loaded polymethyl methacrylate denture base: In vitro and in vivo animal study. Dent. Mater. J. 2021, 40,
1100–1108. [CrossRef]

31. Cervino, G.; Cicciù, M.; Herford, A.S.; Germanà, A.; Fiorillo, L. Biological and chemo-physical features of denture resins. Materials
2020, 13, 3350. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Jackson, S.; Coulthwaite, L.; Loewy, Z.; Scallan, A.; Verran, J. Biofilm development by blastospores and hyphae of Candida
albicans on abraded denture acrylic resin surfaces. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 112, 988–993. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Goodacre, B.J.; Goodacre, C.J.; Baba, N.Z.; Kattadiyil, M.T. Comparison of denture base adaptation between CAD-CAM and
conventional fabrication techniques. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2016, 116, 249–256. [CrossRef]

34. Kalberer, N.; Mehl, A.; Schimmel, M.; Müller, F.; Srinivasan, M. CAD-CAM milled versus rapidly prototyped (3D-printed)
complete dentures: An in vitro evaluation of trueness. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2019, 121, 637–643. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Kim, H.; Lee, D.; Young Lee, S.; Yang, H.; Park, S.W.; Lim, H.P.; Yun, K.-D.; Park, C. Denture flask fabrication using fused
deposition modeling three-dimensional printing. J. Prosthodont. Res. 2020, 64, 231–234. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-2358.2007.00177.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3913(63)90181-1
http://doi.org/10.2186/jjps.39.757
http://doi.org/10.2186/jjps.40.245
http://doi.org/10.2186/jjps.50.228
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16790962
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.9.19
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2098207
http://doi.org/10.1016/0003-9969(80)90076-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2018.03.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30143239
http://doi.org/10.1111/ger.12142
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2017.02.012
http://doi.org/10.1155/2019/6190610
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2020-129
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma13153350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32731445
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.02.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24726593
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.02.017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2018.09.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30711292
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpor.2019.07.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31699615

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Polishing by the Shot Blasting Method 
	Sample Preparation 
	Evaluation 1 of Physical Properties: Ra 
	Evaluation 2 of Physical Properties: Depth of Surface Removal 
	Microbiological Evaluation 
	Analysis 

	Results 
	Physical Properties 
	Microbiological Evaluation 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

