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Assessment of the remnants within the root canals after re—treatment Xu Lili, Huang Dingming. Dept. of
Conservative Dentistry and Endodontics, West China Hospital of Stomatology, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041,
China

[Abstract] The re—treatment of failed endodontic treatment includes complete removal of the root filling materi—
als, shaping root canals, disinfection with medicaments and ultimately filling. The remnants within the root canal
includes gutta—percha, debris and smear layer after thoroughly root canal preparation. Removing the old filling ma—
terial is critical for success. The amount of the remnants indicate the ability of the re—treatment equipment. This
review was to summarize the methods to evaluate the remnants.
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