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[ Abstract ]

(CCLG) in ultrasonic scaling so as to provide basis for clinical comfort. Methods ~Selected according to the inclusion

Objective To evaluate the antimicrobial and analgesic effect of compound chamomile lidocaine gel

criteria for patients 30 cases of ultrasonic scaling on the ruling, in accordance with the method of self-reflection,
flip a coin on the patients about half a mouth as the test group and control group respectively, the ultrasonic gum
on clean governance in gingival sulcus preoperatively in a moderate amount of compound chamomile lidocaine gel
side as the test group, control group use the same injection needles to pretent injectable drugs, but did not have a
drug into the gingival sulcus, this operation which ensure that patients cannot perceive side injection drug; Visual
analogue scale (VAS) was used to record intraoperative pain and evaluate the analgesic effect after detoxification;
at the same time, subgingival plaques were collected before and 1 week after scaling, and Pg was detected by
PCR. Results VAS values of the test group and the control group in ultrasonic supragival scaling were statistically
significant (P<<0.05); After scaling, the detection rate of subgingival Pg in the test group was less than that in the
(P>0.05). Conclusion The application of CCLG in

ultrasonic scaling has a certain antibacterial effect, and can effectively reduce the patient’s discomfort, such as acid

control group, but there was no difference between groups

and soft pain, which has a good clinical application prospect.
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