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Bonding Impacted Teeth Without Moisture Contamination

Moisture contamination can make it difficult
to bond an orthodontic attachment to an
impacted tooth, especially if the exposed surfac
is small and blood is oozirig.Self-etching and
hydrophilic primers are designed to bond in
moist conditions, but they still require drying the
tooth surface.

A simple method to clean and dry the
etched surface of an impacted tooth before bong
ing is to gently wipe the enamel with an alcohol
swab. Water irrigation is not needed to clean th
tooth surface, and the alcohol evaporates withod
blow-drying.

Dennison and Craig showed that etching
leaves an extremely sensitive and fragile enamd
surface that can be damaged with the slighte
abrasiort. Hormati and colleagues found no sig-
nificant difference in shear bond strength, how;-
ever, whether the etchant was rubbed or dabbd

on! Under a scanning electron microscope, the
etch pattern created by rubbing was not as shaf

as that created by dabbing; the prism peripherig
(sheaths) were shorter and more blunted. Thi
might explain why we have found no clinical dif-
ference in bond strength after wiping an etche
enamel surface with an alcohol swab.

The technique presented here is especiall
useful in cases where there is minimal exposur
of an impacted tooth surface and where moistur
and blood contamination make conventional irri-
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gation and blow drying inadvisable.
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