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O ABSTRACT 0O

This study aimed to evaluate the healing of OLLs (oral lichenoid lesions ) after
replacing restorations, in respect the anatomical relationships between suspect restorations
and the lesions.

The findings of 41 patients with dental restorative materials were analyzed
retrospectively, The specific points evaluated were location of the lesions and The results
were analyzed.

Healing and topographical relationships between lesions and restoration : Lesions in
complete or partial contact with restorations improved after replacing related amalgam
restorations

There was a statistically significant difference in the healing of lesions regarding
their topographical relationships with restorations (Mann-Whitney U test p = 0.017)

results suggest that there is an association between the healing of oral lichenoid
reaction and anatomical relationships between suspect restorations and the lesions. The
most commonly reported problems of local exposure to restorative materials are local
inflammatory reactions due to their toxic, irritant, or allergic effects.
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