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Antibacterial effect of mouthwash containing CPC
against dental caries caused bacteria
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1. Mz 3 Y

T AE oA Al e B9 AldE A5
| ZJoR-A] I A0 2= Streptococcus mutans ATCC 25175,
Streptococcus sobrinus ATCC 27607 2 Lactobacillus acidophi-
lus ATCC 92245 ol-&3l9ion, AUy B A& Strepto-
coccus sanguinis ATCC 105565 0|83t}

S. mutans, S. sobrinus @ S. sanguinis+= tryptic soy 2JAH}A]
(TSB; BD biosciences, San Jose, CA, USAYE o]-8s}o] 37C 37|
SEol Al HlgetIE.

2. Cetylpyridinium chloride Al= FH|

2018 7% BFAES 50 ml Y3 FHo 10 g4 2Hfsto] YL
SHE o839t 40 mlZHA] A ¥, vortex BAE 0]-85t] 1+
ZF &3t ol 10,000x gollA 1087t FalEe]slla, A5
RS FEE $A FFAll gt Tt Aol ARk
ot AFo] AFEE A% THE R UrToi ZH[oF3iT
CPCE 7|22 oo ESPHEFH Oﬂ 29 o
Table 13} Zo] &[5}t

A, B2 0.05% CPC%}0.02% ESPEES 7|22 5o ofehe
9] FLE t2A sto] FH[st5 e, C, DI 0.05% CPCE 7|12=
Slo ogkE FLE HEA 512, Ex2 0.05% CPC, 0.02% =5}
UEE 9 7% gk 2ol ARl 719t
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Table 1. Preparation of cetylpyridinium chloride samples

Group Components
A CPC 0.05%, NaF 0.02%, ethyl alchol 7%
B CPC 0.05%, NaF 0.02%, ethyl alchol 10%
C CPC 0.05%, ethyl alchol 20%
D CPC 0.05%, ethyl alchol 25%
E CPC 0.05%, NaF 0.02%, lysozyme 0.01%,

ethyl alchol 7%

St AR E YL Al =74 AW (Bacterial counting chamber;
Marienfeld, Lauda-Kénigshofen, Germany)E ©]-&5to] Al %
< SAooitt 789 Al F-R9o]l thA] 42 Al vligell st
£ 7R HjAIE olést] BRI Al 1x107 cell/ml H&
2 zAsto] Ao AREsitt 50 ml ¥FFFH(SPL LifeSciences,
Gyeonggido)oll Z8]% 532] CPC Al&E 10 ml 21 Alat -5
100 ph& 91 18 59 BRSAIR] 3, 40 ml9] 2+ Allot] HiAIE YL,
Z7k] Nt i SGuiAE ol gsto] 1004 10°744] A<3]4det

2 Z47k] 3| At F-1AE 1A Aol HEsiTt. S mutans,
S. sobrinus Y S. sanguinis= Mitis-salivarius 74 Z|(BD Biosci-
ence, San Jose, CA, USAYE 36A|17F vt F2 5 =75ttt
A4 At W A AES ol o] Ao whet 275t

e AN Hx 34 dAoA = 449 & Wi E 01%5
S = S AA AEZ AlFstel e, diz]olA Alato] 54
T 739, HiAYY] o Seoll 314 i Foto] AREstel, HHZMW
Alto] FAISHA] B2 9= SIAA A o]FoiX sl uleE &
oto] [107[TH<10)| 02 FAII3Ith. BE TAIQ) Aot 782 11
AR o]-&-ste] Ao om, At AL [A]1.]00] w2t S5t
R A EAES [4]2.]0] w253t
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T4 E AL Clinical & Laboratory Standard Institute®] ¥
< ol&sto] AAENR| oA HlE Al 4,000x golA] 587 AR
2f5tal 242} Alato] gt TSB HAEIAIE Eal Al 578 WHE ol
st} et 2 ST 5799 Al 7o 74t HiAE o]
8319] S, mutans, S. sobrinus @ S. sanguinis= 1.0x 10° cell/ml°]
& 27goto] Aol ARESIth AR tieh YA E 5782 oA
96-well plate®] B-G2] 2 wello]l 74Z2t TSBHA] 180 plE 1-129
Gofl E36F3ATE. 0o]F C-12 wellolli= Ax: A&, D-1291= B A&,
E-129= Gt A&, F-1200& Dt A&, G-12001& B Al2E 242
180 pl¥ A7kttt o]F, multi-pipette 018510 7 Al2E 24)
A< BTt Al TEE S8 Al R39S 20 pld 345 b
Alof &3l plate= 37%=004 16A17F Bttt Al o=
EB3E A BioTek, Winooski, VT, USA)E o]-&31% 660 nm T4
A FFEE Sl AT



5. EA5IH 24
SAISHA 24 AAR= IBM SPSS Statistics 24.0 (IBM Inc., Ar-
monk, New York, USA)& AR&-t0] w7 H] = 2-sample t-test L
Mann-Whitney test® 2415191 0™, U] B3 paired t-test, Wil-
coxon’s signed rank test® FA415}90t. §-o)4F2 0.052 31tk
o7 4%
1. S. mutansOj CHSt & AIE
S. mutans©] H3t AFAIY A3}, 27] FFF4{1.0x10° CFU/
ml]ofA] thRER1 8RS o]-&-5to] A efstar v Rt Ald4== [0.98 x
106 CFU/ml2 &7g=|glom, A%+ BFolA [10<(107%) CFU/
= 4%t Table 2).

2. S. sobrinusOi| CHSt AFAIH

S. sobrinus©| 3t AFAIY A3} 27] S O>< 10° CFU/
ml]oflA] ti2Q1 HiA]E of-8-5to] A ejatal ¥iet Al [1.05 %
10° CFU/mZ &4H9lon, RE 189 AlgolA [10<(10u]9h
CFU/mll2 ZHA=|9tHTable 3).

Table 2. Sterilization test of the mouthwash against S. mutans
(Unit: CFU/ml)

Group Base Control After treatment
A 1.0x10° 0.98x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
B 1.0x10° 0.98x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
C 1.0x10° 0.98x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
D 1.0x10° 0.98x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
E 1.0x10° 0.98x10° <10 (above 99.99%)

Table 3. Sterilization test of the mouthwash against S. sobrinus
(Unit: CFU/ml)

Group Base Control After treatment
A 1.0x10° 1.05x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
B 1.0x10° 1.05x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
C 1.0x10° 1.05x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
D 1.0x10° 1.05x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
E 1.0x10° 1.05x10° <10 (above 99.99%)

Table 4. Sterilization test of the mouthwash against S. sanguinis
(Unit: CFU/ml)

Group Base Control After treatment
A 1.0x10° 1.10x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
B 1.0x10° 1.10x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
C 1.0x10° 1.10x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
D 1.0x10° 1.10x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
E 1.0x10° 1.10x10° <10 (above 99.99%)
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3. S. sanguinisOf| {3 AA|E

S. sanguinis©l et AAIE A3}, 272} iRl o]-8-sto] A
glabal vjokst Al [1.10x 10° CFU/ml=E E3=91om, thzx
23} ¥l wslo] BE AJRoJA [10<(109]9H) CFU/mIE ZHAE 2k
(Table 4).

4. S. mutansOl| CHSH IZE A
S. mutans©] tet 98 A% A= Fig. 13} 294t} e A
3 A3le nE T80] 2568 348t AlZoA S, mutans®] 43R0
48] QA=A 18 CoF 1% D AlR7F 5124 8495 A=l
Age] A4E 714 gro] AN
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Fig. 1. Susceptibility assay of S. mutans for mouthwash.
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Fig. 2. Susceptibility assay of S. sobrinus for mouthwash.
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Fig. 3. Susceptibility assay of S. sanguinis for mouthwash.

6. S. sanguinisOf| CHSt IZE AS

S. sanguinis®] thet 9 AE AIk= Fig. 39+ 290t BE 1
59 2568 3|43 A|BoA Alete] 7ol s] A= gleH, 1
& CO A&7} 51240 343 Aol Alte] A4S 7P Eol 94
AlFTt.

L
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F=7H 3| ojof Stk o,
AT o QI AEE, §&4, A4 4] o+
a2} ool Ast f4 Ao A S Ao
2 AT 5= = FE o] AREI Qo 5 AFAR 7P d
2] dejglon, S i Alatol tisto] et FES 7R 2
ZEINIL ofg] 7Hx] R0 7 QIste] 7|7k Akgo] of T},
& W A 9 717 AR Al WAl 59 RAREE 7HA| AL e
SE2EFAUY vlwste] FeA Y teS 4 W AR st
wobA] 717t ARgo] 753tk HuE|glon]9, dubaoz AL
2l 55 0.025-0.1%°]tt”. g EtEe S22t
22 ol 2 PR 47 FHEA|(quaternary ammonium) 3}
gHEo|w® Hig|ejo} EHo] 2Aslel Fet gyt BAte] oF
Zotel Agtob, o]g Goto] gt A8 413} A A2 A3t
o] &x}&jojty B Eu} Yk,

2 AtolA= Bt HEe] i 15 FTAIE 0185
of ZJok-AlF R Allatel gt Aute 9 gte H7FE skl +
A 1 Aletell tigt At HARE SRS o, A|okAlS
I A9l S mutans, S. sobrinus, S. sanguinis 352 174 -l
ol taiAl 99.99%2] At e Hol= A& IAEITHP<0.05).

A

= Azl A oAl T AlFQl S, mutans®t S. sobrinus©ll t
A= 7Rt P S Bl
olfet AME T B AL wS IRt 5 BE
Al A4S FH Aletol diste] Aarelnt I adE 7ML Ql
= = AU, ey G Aol st A= tha ot 3
O} o9} st A= F7HA Rl A7t B aokn, ESH
]

2 7= FE 0.05%2] CPCE 233t 15 HHAE ol&slo]
A|oF9-A15 A Al TEste] Pt B52 ATAH AHoR ¥
7Fsto] H A} AelE AlYet A vt 22 42 :

1. S. mutansOll Hhgt AAIE 23} 0.05% CPC TF 75 %
A taf 99.99% ol At ES ETHP<0.05). e Al
A 2568 2147 AlmolA S mutans®] /370l L8] A = Ak
(P<0.05).

2. S. sobrinus©l Hgt A=A 23}, 0.05% CPC & 75 4
ZAo sl 99.99% ol AES EATHP<0.05). T+ Aol
A 51280 343 Algof|lA S, sobrinus®] 4370] &A3s] A= Yk
(P<0.05).

3. S. sanguinis®ll Hgt AHAIE A3} 0.05% CPC 3¢ 75 4
Aol thal 99.99% ol AES EATHP<0.05). T AlEo]
A 2568 3413 AlmollA S, sanguinis®] /7ol &5] A= At
(P<0.05).

olgfgt A4t 0.05% CPC Tf 5 A= Z|oF-4135 9
RIS 7| & e RIS 4 Uit
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