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[Abstract] Self-etch resin cements are dental restorative
materials that combine aesthetic appeal with outstanding

performance. In recent years, they have gained significant
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attention in the field of prosthodontics owing to their unique
advantages, such as simplified procedures, low technique
sensitivity, and a reduced incidence of postoperative sensitivity.
Consequently, they have been widely adopted for the
cementation of indirect restorations clinically. This review
systematically analyzes the chemical composition and bonding
mechanisms of self - etch resin cements, summarizes clinical
considerations across various situations, and discusses future
development trends. Dental clinicians should thoroughly
understand the material properties, master the operational
essentials for different applications, and stay informed about
relevant research to ensure precise and standardized clinical
practice. With the increasing demand for clinical efficiency and
the iteration and updating of bonding technology, balancing
simplified procedures with the maintenance of optimal bonding
performance remains a key direction for future advancement.
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SR 72,

— B AT 8 2%

AR AT £ T 20 2 60 R, i 2% R E
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— MTEHAFE MEKITITT N 28R E
(total-etch ) #4f g A 17 9T =0 # 8 pd — o %% 2% (etch-and-
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rinse ) 7 fl A1 T9T . B B 4k 2 (self-etch) #f fig K 1797
B ks 8 2 (self-adhesive) #f A K 79T 3 £, L%k 1,
ARBEMEARITTES 2RMEEER AR E N
A BB ERIE AT E S B Rk R R aE
RAARERK AR B EEEREAITITEE &
CHBRUESR AR, TEEATETSBE G2
B RS e R 1R O R

MAERERARBEE NN RELRTH—F 2
kX, 2RBHBERRDPAZ S EMTF % 8 Rk
RERAALFEMNBRE IR, SN HF L —F
E R GARYE R A X - F R N R
% A Ja E F Fr — i %% (all-in-one ) F1 #8 72 R .

ZVHBRAMEA AR AKITIT R

1. B R o 2R AR AR A TTT B KR R 2 1955 4
Buonocore ™ & K & W #k B AL T KA EE T A
BR Ak 3 b e Al . 1979 47, Fusayama %7V 4% ) & B
MhoRE#E R 4, 1981 4F B A Kuraray /A 8] i 20 #F & F
HHRME A EEI0-F AT HBE A LR EgR—
2, B (10-methacryloyloxydecyl dihydrogen phosphate,
10-MDP) , Z 44 2 5 AT b #7247 vE 70 1982
4 , Nakabayashi #f & 1 2% T ¥ £ ® /& B& ¥ F
(methyl methacrylate, MMA ) & # 2% %5 3 7| (Super-
Bond C & B), # R LA KM 8, R T B B4k
KA R A TTIT IR A

1989 4F , Chigira % % B M H B T 1 45 o &

TRESHESR, EARBE EBREHERLL.
19934 , W F = BB R 5 (F AR FH, iFm&k
o b 4 1 & UA B KR 7 1Y, 20024, — 8 &
AR AR (E LR RME REERHEINFEK
BT A — KB AT R EF R 20124, 10-
MDP % #| 2| #1 /5 , L 3M™ (Solventum, 47 77 % , %
) Scotchbond™ Universal Jy 1% & #y 38 Jf AL K 4 7
(FNARIVERKATY, REARARERNES X
FARBT bR E B ERS, B Y
T PEE R N B AT RATIEH CHR A &) Z W
U3 A S

WK, B AR ERN HREGETH) Z A
THBRMEEREAITITHA S, BEMEE G RAK
N R A R R B A e L e 4
MR A T AR A A R IR T A B AR R AL B LR
w A E MR R A K AL & S AN T W FEAT
Bk, EREBAERENE R T KR E A
L A

2. BB WIS AT F AR 5 M. &
B 4 B AR AT A R R AR B B E R AL
BAER. ZERREE BB M) 2K R
B EHER S 5l KA 43046, &40 £ E i
%2,

3. B ER A4 KA MR KT IT B RS AL

(1) # #1K . 10-MDP 1 4 B 4k ) 2 Al T A

R AWK ABRMEL BRI AT 8

?ig” e BaLH P 41 ;ﬁ; Z;fﬁ L
PHbE BEREARAAAEREF MOMES+HFEE A REAERE AR £°  HOREE BEEA.E
HIEAN RE BFARERT FE SRREETHEMTY REREEESRE AT AR FE
7 RATERI—RBE. B REHHES FRTFE %9, KB #xH WA A R
AERFAEH SHEH, REBHTE ARKE RE, BR)?  ARAEEH
BE AR RR AT FHRPHRRE B ABOR A,
BEBE RERMEMMEASRE  RIREOHOEES A REBEEF HAR RAY g0 %A
BRAT i BEORARARANR  RARBEARRED G RS, Bl BB A
T CRABAABET FE  BENIERBTE S B T MR R JB F T
AR A T, NFARWARSEY, 16 ABHBED K ERE,
W b
BHEE REERFRTEALE ZERALELS 4R WEEBEREHAK —R(E —MAHA BEERLHI
BIAN L ERAMEANTET BEEEERT AR RERE RERE AHRK HERR Sk BE
7 BRESEFLARTY.  FREBR-FREN EFEAKEE, R0 B0 ERERT
BB, [ R 2 K

Bz,
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R2 HBRGEEMMEAIIIT R A R G0 E B F LR

4R FE R bk

R M T b H R 10-MDP .PENTA .6-MPHA . fik A By £ E R, 10-MDP f 5 7 4 20 288 K 4 U R A 7 T By 10-MDP-Ca 3

(R#E4%) 4-META F1 4-MET ¢ fi%%ﬁiﬂiv,mﬁ%ué)\,}km;@%ﬁ%m‘o

g 3R MMA . Bis-GMA .UDMA . TEN BB KM AT AR R, ARy e 2R 58 P RIEEF B
TEGDMA #1 HEMA 4 B 5 2 v 35 K M o B 20K HEMA [ 4 % BY v 71 oF Bk # 2 3 38 Y,

T AU B A6 4 3% 7 . BAFSG. AN S P B T R R R R AT, 5 AR IR 4 R B A0 250
BFG .Si0, 2 YbF, %

Bl & A BPO.CQ .TA #n 3 % ik T # FE ARG AT T B b, 48 o [ A [ 5 R E AL WE P 2 ik s R 3k 7 (2

W 4 (42 SBS.STS) £ HEFR], 3040 B e 3 i A G A R R T AR 4P AT

VE10-MDP 4 10-¥ 27 B2 2 5% 2k 5 — S8 ; PENTA % = 2 % 1B T 7 W 50 o6 B4 By s 6-MPHA o 6-F 7 WG BL 4 O 2 BE 2B

4-META 7 4- % 277 W Bt £ 0 2 K

Z B ET;4-MET b 4-F W JEBL A 2515 F = B, MMA % F 357 JF B W B ; Bis-CMA W B A-— ¥ 7 %

B 4 K H b B UDMA O — F 2L B A 2 W B B s TEGDMA 9 = 70 2 8 — F E IR B B s HEMA O F 2L 70 1 B8 B-% B s BARSG 4 41-48 - A

TR

b3 3 BRG A 448 BB B A0 5 5 810, 0 — AL EE s YDF, 48 A 4 s BPO A i A (6 3K F BE  CQ H AR RTER s TA 9 4B SBS 4 K T # B

4953 STS g 3t WKL 7 B 40

ARENTFHHRERDEEER, TETARFET A ZBEMAES, ZENAEATRARE R
WM FEHTEFWCEEREEGR N, AKNEREAEEEL, Tﬂﬁé B ) AR SRR
RN KFEMDP-Ca L A4 H M T B ENRE BURGHBENHR . BEFRLT,EALER

ES(H L.

& faizﬁkuiféﬁkw}}ﬁgé’vﬁ%ﬂfé,ﬁ%“%ﬂ%

10-MDPHy & ERF Bk X B EH £,
10-MDP & B R REE R A Gk R, 5 F KM
By LR Bk A Fr b S 45 & R B 5 (2 3t £ Bh 10-
MDP & 3 fm ok 8 7] B9 B AV, LA 5 3% b 1R

RGP IEF BN N 8% ~49% ™,

() BHHE 2 AR M R T AN
JLE R B R RN B ENT RN E N, A
BAEEBEFHRMIE-RKE-TWE AWK, 5T RKAF

HEXHEN, — PR EN I E LR RET AR A 7 LA AR Al S S R 3 X B
0B 8 h 10%, -Z W 3LV % B 48 K H i B (bisphenol A-glycidyl
()FER : B R AR AITITHE WERA  methacrylate, Bis-GMA) . — ¥ ZE 17 1% B & & ¥ B B
6%tk
iR BURE B A5 A 2 A b B0k
AR A ITIT Hf Ag 2E 5T (MMA \Bis-GMA ,UDMA .TEGDMA % )
nCH,=CHR — [-CH-CR-], (FR & &)
8 AR A gl
(k.28 ) 1°‘1|“DP
I \
e #3 Ca®+-0PO>  —> MDP-Ca | ; %Ni’[;(glp)
" /5 ) H
44
o HAP 12 R & b MMP(+)
F AN Ca,(PO,),(OH) EREE Y
Bl BBREEMEXITTREERTGS2 ETEE MMA: ¥ X )E8 ¥ B ;Bis-GMA: W B A-— ¥ A7 W B 45 K H b B8 ; UDMA: — ¥ 7 A 8.

A EEE; TEGDMA: = 2. =

G E IR B 10-MDP: 10-F 7 WA B A L A H b vk — A B HAP. A E B K 0 MMP. 2 f 4 B & G,
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(urethane dimethacrylate, UDMA) f1 = 7, — B — ¥
X W ¥ B B (triethylene glycol dimethacrylate,
TEGDMA ) %

4. PEREIR 7 s B BR R R A R K ITIT B9 R
M Al £ B T KR TR fe R A LI B AR R A
W, BATMRETEFNG AR FIER LT
GE THABERETH A KFES, KL
Tor X B OBR fk AR A TTIT BT 0 ) £ TR
5RO KM 3 S B M, R I R AR
RETEESEZRE,

HEBENREHEENRETRALE 68
Ry E BT B, @ B iR 58 X (micro-
tensile bond strength test, WTBS) 5 57 47 % 4 %% J& |
ik (shear bond strength test, SBS)“’, wTBS & H 7 iF
MEAMBBEEETHRALEERRNE £
PR SBS AR AR, R TR B R e A F AR
SR, BT WTBS AF A &7 X R E R A
RUBREBEXEXEHZE W ETNHFLEES
B LE e EEY,

it A M E A B TR AR B R T A IR T
TS o ARAEIRR R E IR A AE I Ty
% UCE 5 A0 55 CHY A IR, DL 10 000 %
BHRBENLFH LY, ARERE T, LB &8
it A M7 2 W B X 500

DGHAUEX PR AR TH R E, THR
i 4 R % 0 k. 3 H # 4 (scanning electron
microscopy, SEM) Fa sk it & AL ¥ B H 4 (micro -
computed tomography , Micro-CT) # 47 i 4%, #
KFREW, YRBER LM T I, EFRA
o MEER Ak, B BR Dk KA AR K ITT 3 G AR
BE T AR ER AT,

RPN F BRI R T BB ERAEATIT
SE 3o A 0 A , 7 AR 8 0 AR O KOG R BLF] $R B
TEZSE KA.

= VH B B AR AT 8 i R B A

BB R AT R &R AR B R %
RAXBAKEER X BAREEAER TAX
MM AREE FHEGE PN EMHEM S, T
BEMEABRAERE Y ArE 0 K AR B
B EFEAM BEEREA BAY EEE KA
HHENNERELE T EL R, HATMEMT & &
B RIAGUMET BTl R F 6 B 8RR 5
RO B AREAGERER AT N %

& EEE B HF pH (E K E RE

1 RE G 2R N . BBk KA R ATTIT B
T =Y < =2y o | O o v I N
RS FEhEGBEEINTEMULE,

(DFHERS A THEREIN TR E, B R
AR AR AR R R RE i, Hk A8 T 2% M
e RGP ROAR B R o AR R BT
A (wet bonding technique) , 7€ & b 4§ 1E By [ B [& 1%
TREBROAER NTRALZNELHE
EY, AHREBTHNTIUELFEL RFHERENR
REBRRERWEE,BdTHREEREATITEA
B T AR S RS % T 1E
AL BT 2 —,

B Ah, B M T TR By OB OBR 4EORE B AU (4 Adper
Prompt, pH<< 1) B 9K 7T X F A Jf0 7= 4 3K 09 L7 2
B, Ed TR REEMIESERE SRR, £
Bt A WA S B FF a7 WIS T L R AF
[ 3 A Rl PR R 1 B 2 2% pH B A 2.3 ~
2.5 BER AR EE A (R 3)

() FA KBS B RMEERBAITITE
AT RE AT — M, FEE — A
KEH. BEGRAGNERD AR ERRNEE
A&, U GEFEMTFASE, B R A KR
Frat S A M IF AR AR B SR KR 5 A
HFEABRMMA L, NENE B FMERER
A2 S8 35% ~ 37.5% B WL B i A R 1 % 15 ~ 30 s,
7ok e TR JE B R B BR 4k AR K TTT R R
Hh B, LUK B E A WK M b 3 G H A R
FEERWE, HRBEETHE T AR S %k
AMBRTEFTARAREF TR ERA H Bk
KA g K 19T R B B AL AR BT, B R BUE Y 1 T
A0 I M, A0 ] e R bk A K 4 A I

G)EE AR T : B B4k R 5 B Mo Sk (i
10-MDP) i 5 4 B A b4 #n & (b 4h &k | W kAL 45
YRR ESBEBAKEALELTERK
WEAEE, XTHEEREEGCRK, A ARR M
5 o 18 Bk A N B BB R BOR RO RN

2. BRI 3 =

(Ded/EER . Etahed 5B LK EE
5REF TR, WRAELR, BT 8B R
FEAKTTIT o AR R B 4 T AT, AT B3 K T 76
FARBEHRRERE ™, A (B EEAF)EH —
el EF R, ERET T EMAL R T 8 % BRI
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R3EPRHE WA A FRDRISHIE KT 1T CRE R A 3500+ K 17T
4 7 FEH L JERE B pH & & BLIE
BISCO, All-Bond Bis-GMA . <l0pm HK#EE 25~35 OHEFEBL MIERE M MEEEFEE T MR
3| Universal® MMA | (Pale Yellow) BRBEEE;QEEB A E .28 HHEHE 4
3R B RE B HEMA . s/ E AR EM BB ER;QF AR BT T ]
10-MDP HHALE ;@O WBEAEE - BEEH AAEELE
38 fm 76 B A 4 @3 B T AR By 3R R R
% B B ©IF wr 648 K 3 s (OAR 8 4F A AL 4 B
DUO-Link Bis-GMA. 12~15pm #EAE - OFE # B E G4 BIE A M BRI EIRANEE N
Universal™ Resin TEGDMA | (Universal) , B EH RN R E R QL S A A MR
Luting Cement UDMA LEe M A B AT ORI G Mk
R A B AT 5T (Milky White) ARIEEH;DF A WE . 2% T A4
W .
GG, G-Multi Primer 10-MDP & ¥4 FE & = O BHE RAEE SN ANE LoMERE
H A& REAERE B (Colorless) JB MR 18 15 R R B T AT R R AL QB B
FHW L RAEE A AMNE AR MR
R T T AME AR
G-CEM ONE™ PAE .SiO,. 5 wm A2, 3% B = Db k2% MiE LBEMFHE BHE . AE . EHE
WEHAEAITIT  UDMA (Translucent) , M B oRE B [ 6 @4 B M [0 K AE A A R E AR AR By
A03,B01 & £ R E AL O % T A g T ks B @A A
T % W (White F & Eor A E e R AR E AL,
Opaque)
Vak) #2579 - - 7% ¥ - O s R AT QBB HEBEM RS QO LEE
Huge, o B AT R Xl HOP R 13 HOES S 8§ HOL
# & #2579 - - #HH, A6 = MAEATTITEREEA
R [ AR Bl A TT 9T 7 ¥
(W E M)
Ivoclar Multilink®N HEMA ., Ji# = 7 9 = 2ERIGRIZAMEF S MR RE T HREK. 2
Vivadent, Primer A/B B B 4k B2 T 1% B BY T AR AR A A B RE
LEE C 2
B Multilink®N UDMA . - EW L, EE = OHBEE —_HREXZBREE LM EEERGK
WE AR E AT HEMA (Yellow) & EHRE HLR LT EER) WA EL;Q
Bis-GMA ANEEE N HE L BMRTENBEEEN KA
R B L 5 AR A8 A 19 7k A A8 B AL,
Kerr, OptiBond™ HEMA | - K E >2 OfrAE#ESEE LA (AT . .CAD/ICAM & £ 4
* [ eXTRa Universal GPDM . % & B A BB EAR) ;@ Tk (Fl A R H
o AR GDMA EAEAE) QF ELRBE R S BB E
NX3 Nexus™ Bis-EMA . 9um  EYW,HE,F = (BB REENE);@F A T 8 B kst 28R
Third Generation TEGDMA | B, 28 € #AK.
HE AR AITT  UDMA, (Bleach) , #
HEMA T W
Kuraray EENE S A Bis-GMA | - #EE 25 ORAXEMEAGMEH#TTREESL;QREHL
Noritake,  SE ONE HEMA . SRR ERHABAE,QFETRE N T K
H A& Bl B K 10-MDP G H BT DF KRR T R ET O R

FRB Ao ABEAEE@RE N E K E L
£ A fig 56 AR A8 AT K B AL DL A B L 3
R HE R BEM B RATEEE A ABEL @R 4
EAMIBARITIT, TR FRIE 2T EERE
T B Rl [




394 AR B BE 2R IF ST 2 (L T R) 2026 4F 10 45 20 4555 531 Chin J Stomatol Res (Electronic Edition) , October 2026, Vol.20, No.5
43R 3
% Vaki FEHH JE R & Bk pH & & FLE
EEATES A Bis-GMA . - T A R & - O AEHEEHATRETHA;QOF A A BEEHATRT
DC CORE ONE B | (Dentin) , & &, M5,
REME&HE  AMBEH
HATER™ Bis-GMA.,  40~80pm # € <25 OFEALECEAMERE RN EETEEE;QH
SE BOND HEMA . BBERNTAE;QF R H M ;@ gi i f/ £ 5%
Wbk BBt 10-MDP BT RBE T OFERLEME AR HATE RE
7 BERE AR H T AN B EEHOF REAEHE
FEENEAMEH R BEER(BEE B W ERT
K,
TEETE™ VS F R 10-MDP - % W <23 QOF M AR HREE RS QU E RS OH%
R AL FE A HEMA By RE 3 s DF A4 B AR
WEFET™VSEE B B 18 K - 7 W -
AL FE A #| . 10-MDP
T ™ VS HIF]  Bis-GMA . 2pm  #FE,FEN, =
WEAHAEAITIT TEGDMA B e, B e
(FZ W E X HEMA (Brown), Fi%
£ E ) i
Shofu, AZ-Primer 6-MPHA - % A (Clear) - O A48 A 215 21Ky 4R A 1 5 Q6 #t i &
H A IIIT $AT 5 B AR B8 B ; Q1 Bl £ 4t fis 3t AR 2 oy 15
B ARBATHB Ao
ResiCem® UDMA . 9um  HEAE,FENW, - DOEMEREMS B L Ry R E A E; Q% &K 9 #
WE A AT TEGDMA | £ 7 (Ivory) G ARG RREN T F R T A R B R R R
HEMA . T W 4 BB TR AL BB B AR R E @& A R A M H Y
4-AET, AEHE
R
Solventum, Scotchbond™ Bis-GMA .| 5~10 pm e 2.7 O & EMEEMERE & EME, HTE LT R
* Universal R Si0,. By I QR A 3t P 5 AT ) B AR B ORE E QRE 3
(& 3M) 3R B RE B HEMA Wk E A A B R S E R AR R A DB AN E A
RelyX™ Ultimate ~ TEGDMA . 2pum  FFEH,EA - PERE AR B AR TR 0 N E RS MR A K.
WECAR AT &R b4 2 f (B0.5) , Al, EEEMABRER2EBER(EFFNATLEN);
7| \Bis-EMA A3 FEH ORK A 4B E W E R H A, H 5 E @ E
BRI ET 4 THA;ORTRELE;DFEN
WA H T AR @ W H A A
Tokuyama, BONDMER Bis-GMA.  5~10um % & (E{H) = OHEFEEBL:QUuABERZEMEB AL HE
H A& Lightless Il i Jf| 2 TEGDMA . WA BEBEKR £RBRGBEEKRIL2EB AR, BT HI
REEEA HEMA , 1o B AL A DF Ak E A K E b & B E A Ak
3D-SR IT9T AT 1) B2 45 4 1R B T T B9 Ks B s @4 e AT R
Monomer, BRE A QX W H e 5 4 B 34T K I Ry
MTU-6 R ;@ 4 B 2L RIS F Ry B4 @
&7 e 5 4 8 2R K
ESTECEM Il PLUS Bis-GMA . 10pm @ FE,FH, = OHBIEIENEIENE L BIF LRI R B
R E WA EAITIT  TEGDMA . #e, e HBEHRNE M REERE Qi AT A
HEMA %W P A RS AR QI TE A EN A B 4
MTU-6 JB R T AT A R

£ :Bis-GMA : W B A- = B 379 B 48 K ol B s MMA : # 2L 17 W B2 W B s HEMA 9 W 2L 7 JF B B-72 £ 855 10-MDP: 10- ¥ X JF Bt A X £ £
B # — A8 ; TEGDMA Jf = 7 — B — W 379 ) B 7 s UDMA JF — W 2L 79 W B 2 25 W BR B s CAD/CAM Oy 1 S L4 By &3t & %1 1F ; PAE O # B Bq
BARSi0, H ZE EE ;GPDM 4 H ol sk B = B W F B B s CDMA 7 W F EHEER 0 Z BB s Bis-EMA 7 ZE L W B A-— ¥ W F 8 B
6-MPHA 27 6- ¥ 3£ 7 i Bt % © 2 Bt 8% B ;4-AET 27 4-7 & Bt A 2 24 1% 75 = % ;3D-SR Monomer 7 = 4 B 3 58 34K ; MTU-6 4 B (X % 5 og B
o EEApKRET KE RGN REEBERE A WE WHE NI, H G445 VITA Classic L E R R AT REH E£F L E
F6w s pHAE 3 o )7 B A TR B B AL AT R AR s - O R HE R ST B
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LEBRAL, Wl RENYBREEW o]
b B AR ACTTIT B T A8 B TR AR R
HANEHGELE HERESxF¥HE T4
R AT

(2) S/ S/ B AL R R T A
FoARBEUT ARy X, BB ERTHRAD
RIEGREN K & TR SRER (3 3 18 %
A Ao A ) A RS B AT LR BUAE R WY R T AL FE
R, AMBEEEREY, BhEFMHEERDCLAE
(endocrown ) 7& T (R Tl & Bt 25 & 7 & 4 R <F , B Al T
ERREETE T OIS, RAFREW, BB
WAL HHEEEMLTRMES 2RERAAREN
it A M, 1B 22 b 4L TR B By 3 S E A s Y B
o, % HEOF 3 G O O R TR R AE R R A
A AL I A4 %

(3)HEAZ T/ 4F 4 AR 8 0 R 4 3R 58 B v 7k
FlET R BENE LR EEEUES T E
GRMEAREEN(C-HF)BEFARE, #
REW, & T MK A, 8B4 R 5% E# 10-MDP
ERENT AR EMFE A, TR ARk
FAEBRNKBPIAEEE AL ERE LW LN
HRETT, HTREAB L E T2 LB, B WNHF
BB B R E Al BB ik 2K AR AR KT T T RORE Y
#1 G-CEM ONE™ % (% 3), ZE#®R A&7 £, h @ #*
MR G EHNT RFUNE, 7R e st R AERE
W AT AL IR A, 5 7 8 B BT R RO AR AL A PR AR 4
RFEGEAREEAN™ AAHARERE T, BB
ERIEAITITE ERBEERBAITITERE AN
HEBRERKBREEIFLIETY MEES I
KA T LA

(4) 5w . B4 J5 o FRAE w4 o0 f i 4
M E, BLE A BR Ak XA R A TTITY . 25 F I K
MFIESE, YA R ET A B LT T AR,
KB Bk MR KT B A e B B R
TIEEAREE, THES A8 LR A T A S8
I R & A

(S)RAMLA :RAE®EH T NL2EBL LK
SEMAENEEEERD TN - KB, BE
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