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e Denture biofilm samples after ultrasonic cleaning with chemical — 4 Discussion
cleanser intervention harbour ecologically less complex and * The existing evidence on using ultrasonic cleaners may not be
less anaerobic biofilms while reducing pathogenic microbiome. generalizable due to limitations such as cost, size, and hygiene. In
* The use of an ultrasonic cleaner in conjunction with a denture this study, we utilised an affordable, portable, and personal
cleanser is recommended for maintaining optimum denture ultrasonic cleaner that enables effective denture cleaning at home.
hygiene, which contributes to overall oral and systemic health * The combination of mechanical and chemical cleaning can
among older adults. effectively reduce opportunistic pathogens, this finding is
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