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Abstract
Enamel, which covers the surface of teeth, is the hardest suited for enamel restoration. Various studies have been
hard tissue in the body. However, once enamel is missing conducted on synthetic and biological hydroxyapatite with
due to dental caries, acid erosion, occlusal wear, or abra- the aim of repairing and regenerating missing enamel. The
sion, it cannot be regenerated. Polymeric polymers such as present review reports on studies of enamel hydroxyapatite
composite resins are used to repair lost enamel hydroxyapa- regeneration.

tite. The same material, enamel hydroxyapatite is ideally

BRf R AE 22 LIS X D T AVEARIELTLE ) &
# FAER IO, RELAZZF AVEOKRE SRS
MEZHER T 2 REARRICIE, = F A VE, 29, & Lo THRERRELR L, 3 VRYy FLYVICE BB
AV M, BELTHREDSOMFEAELTEDY, EL #H2r%{4fTbhTwb (Ruanetal, 2015). LA»L, =
HHINA FEFTT287 4 b (HAP) 2 EHSE LT YRIy LY VIZIRICE 2~ A 70 — 7 — Uk
5. WMOEREEZEH) T F A VEIE, EARNTROEED  FHLICX ) 2 KEBMOBGHRESEVHETH S (Lar-
BWHKEET, $95~97%DHAPERI 1 %D F X )T son, 2012 : Santos et al., 2019). T F X VE O RIEMBHEIC
T4V, FLT2%DKN5%% (Simmer et al., 1995) (&, T ROVE L ERRZ BT 2 BCY] &2 FFOHAP & v
(Smith et al., 1996). TF A VEOFKIZ, TF ANFE BT EPHETH L0, TF AIVEOKBEZHE - i
MNBOFE I > TB Y, MGy, Moy, &  4A£3252 &2 HBMICKL 2R ThhTn 5.
R, BATH, Mg, B o6 o1l s
L. BREINCIE TS A VEMNZIZIER I, T AV
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BB = F A VML, =F AV MY v 7 A%
WL, BAMICBWTHEL X OB S A VY
DAKALENR LA T L, T F AV 871 E, =F 2L
HHAPDIERIZMHTH Y, < b v 7 ATu7 (T
& % amelogenin, ameloblastin & Uenamelin (tuftelin)
& IFRANE Y8 OO BHNCEHE 2707 T —
¥ CdH 5 MMP — 20 (Enamelysin) & Kallikrein - related
peptidase — 4 (KLK4) & 2257% 2% (Bartlett, 2013).
Blfe, Atk 6 A o7 ¥ ik Sail - BRI, 90%
DL I 7%amelogeninC & % enamel matrix derivative (EMD)
(Andrei et al., 2018 ; Bartlett et al., 1999) 2SiAHEE IS &
NTWwb. EMDIE, SEHEBICII= A K7 A4 P8 LT
B A EREHR S, ERE Tl Xelma® & L CAIB G
W AR R HWE L CRIFZ2EEIRE SN TV S
(Chadwick et al., 2009) (Romanelli et al., 2008). Z 2T
&, TFANVTaT A4 ThHbamelogeninlZ % H T

RIEOHAAZHAT 5 (K1).

Amelogenin

T AOVEHAPHAEZ HiWE 3 20583, ko5
AIVE OIKE & B L amelogenin 3%  AfZE S T w»
%. Amelogenin/ i~ 2D T F A VEDE X ZIEH
"720)10~20%$%F“P R 72 ft i, A IRIES X

BOMARRFEIRDO SN, TF ANVEOHAPEEIZ B
b\“(amelogenm?b‘%EZ?ﬁM(“C“ﬁ) 5T EERRIBLTNVS

(Gibson et al., 2001) (Smith et al., 2016) (Hu et al.,
2016).

AmelogeniniE{z T I3 HHEBY Y Of % 2 TR IRAE
ENTHY, TF XVERRICEERZH 2R L Tw

8T AVEFAED R

WEbH (Apicellaet al, 2017), R HWIIEDHA TV S
~ 7 ZamelogeninTlE, §XTOLY VY Y HRRINL
L1947 I VA5 7% 5 (M194 : full length Amelo-
genin). L2 L, HiBKAMRNAIZHKT 21624 1odgIR
WATTA Y v 7N T v bDAEAE L, ARER 2RI
ATFGAY T T+ —LELT, IV, ZIVY
AHREL7=MIB0E, T2y valxry v 6K,
MR L 72M59 (leucine —rich amelogenin peptide :
LRAP) 23HIHN TV 2% (Bartlett et al., 2006). T A )b
HoOMEE, B X O HERSETEZHC 3v TAmelogenin KO
< ANZE AR L, T A VEOE S 2510~20%
WA U ARG & ASABIHNC 72 5. Amelogenin KO~ ™7 X
WbV AV 2=y 7 (Tg) —LRAPY V7 A% RS
THFHROZFANVEIIZELE Db DD, Tg-MI180
RTAELR L2 FRIETZF ANVEOESORNB IO
RS BAIIC 2 ), S HICTg-LRAPY 7 A & %
BLEEDIETIF ANEOE S B X U R B R
BEFWTZZ En0, MIBOL LRAPHHMHEAEH T 5 1]
etk 2s i X CTw b (Gibson et al., 2011). Amelo-
geninltMMP — 208 £ O'KLK 4 12 & ) RS L %78, 45
fEM DR % b DIZAST I JBOF Y V) v FT A
o= ~_7F K (tyrosine-rich amelogenin peptide :
TRAP) 2% % (Wyganowska — Swiatkowska et al.,
2015). TRAPIZHZ®RZ O AT, =+ X VH
DOEAEHNPEL L Z EDHMESNTEY (Kim et al.,
2004) (Gibson et al., 2007), TLAP® T X VE DL
ML TwadeAhbndd, FMEIAHTH S
(Bartlett, 2013) (X 1 ).

% BEREIINA A BOKPE SIS, CoAR e BUK Pk
§1'l%xwvb0/7xwﬁé
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Proteins and proteinases Phenomenon in Knock out (KO) mouse | function in enamel minelarization Ref.

Amelogenin - T A OVEIIE K - BB Ca-PHI D2 L (Bidlack et al., 2017 ; Guo et
- T A VPR E O A « HAPHE S DTEHE - SR £ al., 2015 ; Pugach et al., 2014)

- I OV E offl

Ameloblastin © T R OVIEHINE O R O - MRS (Dong et al., 2022 ; Liang et al.,
- T A OVE O - HBE L O il £ 2019 ; Wazen et al., 2009)
- ZUHEFER DI T - HAPKS s 1 D HEFE

Enamelin - T A OVEIRIEK T ARV = OMELEH (Dong et al., 2022 ; Yan et al.,

(tuftelin) - I ROV O A - T T DR 2017)

- HAP# i D

Amelotin + I R OVEARIE L (Nfez et al., 2016)
- T AOVETEEE O

KLK-4 © T A VEIRTE R CIF AN 87 OB LT | (NGfez et al., 2016 ; Simmer et
I R OVETEEE DA TF AV DR al., 2009)
- I XV O H

Mmp-20 - I AOVEIRTE K CIFRANE ST DY (Smith et al., 2011 ; Bartlett et
© I ROV EE DA al., 2004)
© T AV O A
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IFAINEBEMRDOER

T AVHEIZ, HAPZ EM & LTHEIhG. 778
¥4 M, RNTTER, ZHBEP 6/ m, LM,
(ZOy) X TEENDMMOBHTHSL. 7854 +
&, RELGITFTIDIEHEEING. TF ANVERER
EHRARDHED AT N7 4 M, KR KEE D
(ST %% 4 b, LA L DES NS [T /8
FAM] b, INFETIIRMLIZZF ANVE %%ﬁiﬁ
T BT, GRT N8 A4 NEEEKRT N L S OWFgE
TN THB Y Pandyab 1IWFZER% 5 DI LTV 5
(Pandya et al., 2019). AT /%% 4 MIE L TiX, O=
F A VEHAPO W B L= A (enamel synthesis using
physicochemical means), @TF AV MY v 7 A ¥ ¥
7B X BT F XOVEHAPHE SLHE  (protein matrix—
guided enamel crystal growth), @ A VKD H A
JKAt  (enamel surface remineralization) 2S5, 4
K785 4 FTlE, @OxF XVEMRIC X 5 F A VE
HAPD T34 (cell-based enamel engineering), =L T, ®
B I 7 4= (Dbiological enamel regeneration based on de

_

novo induction of tooth morphogenesis) 25% %.

1. TF AVEOWHALF G

IF ANVEOYEALFEN AL, —F A VE R T
BHEART NS 4 NEUI ARG T 87 4 M X ) HiET
2HETHE., ZOBERT 854 M, RBAVD T A
ZK1000C THEL L, @EHFET & LIFEBMEREE T TEM
b, ERSNZAHHAPIE, —J 2 )VE &R

ST A, 671241243 % (Chen et al., 2005). =5
AVEIL, HAPHELHIIZESI L T 525, &7 /8%

A M TR AOVEIZERLL 72 BRI ECH 0 FE B A 3

25

HDHTEDPLHERICHPELWE SLTWS (Chen et
al., 2005 ; Chen et al., 2006 ; Ren et al., 2012).
2. TFANVTMN) YT RAY VN FERIZEL DTS AN
RS i DAL AT

FHAE T22B9IRIRBE O T F XA VBT & B3 % 12
1%, amelogeninZ HEEIZEHFL T T ANY Y37 W,
INZEED) VATV BIUANV YT AALF VR
BESEL I ENLETH L. AT AVEIE, 60~
70% DK, 20~30%D % 737, 15~20% DA + » THE
% X M (Atsawasuwan et al., 2013 ; Robinson et al.,
1988), T F AN %¥ ¥ 37 DI0% L AmelogeninTdh % &
&5, AmelogeninZ i L 72022812 L A L TH 5.
AR T 735 4+ DOIEEIZ IZAmelogeninSEE TH % A7,
ZOMSFERAIRILZFET 20 TERL, T35 4
FMEDTEH, cllif i DR, 735 A4 b H o W FE
#i - Tw5 (Eastoe, 1960, 1979 ; Margolis et al., 2006 ;
Moradian-Oldak, 2012 ; Pandya et al., 2017). Amelogenin
BRHHLINAFIAT )Y -2 3 YOETIE, U
e vy 5L 728 A RS 23 fE A S
(Noro et al., 2015), A FF¥ T 7/8% 4 s OB ITEED
LNDHBDOD, HRKT 87 4 M LRGSR,
BIHAPIZIE S 2 ME OB AZIEE > Tw i w

(Wang et al., 2017).

3. TFRANVEREANOTAHIKILS X OHIKIEEE
BB M, TFAVEEZE L7+ A VIR
WRTLH72D, KbhizxzF ANVEOFAEIIHEETH
b, TFANVHELZEEAIC I DFEERBTEZ P00
I, T AVEERE Z WY R UL 2 225

5 HER, AmelogeninZ i L T A VEFEEIC

Thrb. T/, FEBECKEHEZERS M) YA, Rl HAPZERET 2 HESHE S Twb, L¥ErHE %2 2
R, EARARA— PR EDPLETHY), AHEd FI5HI21E, 7tz WTZF AIVEDOHAPR: 7 v
N-term 33 45 154  C-term
Full length Amelogenin | | I
‘ Hydorolyzed by MMP-20
45
TRAP ]
TRAP
33 154
LRAP LRAP

B 7 A0y = YY)

4xFamelogeninid, MMP—2012 & DY)t SNLTRAP (1 —45) LLRAP (1 —33B X U115-180) 4L 5.
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FRTINY A R T IV A THAPIC I &, iR % 17
XL HFER KW TH S (Moreno et al., 1974 ;
Lynch etal., 2012). L L, 7 vAt¥o@EERIE, B
REZAE UL WREMNDH 52 EDREE B (Martinez
—Mier et al., 2016). 4% Amelogenin<° N>, CA U,
e, TRAP, € L CLRAPRMMD AT 4 ¥ v 7
T —2EMH LY 3 EF >~ b Amelogenin % 1
L, T AVEIZHRFERHAPE TS 505t b 17h
NTWw5,. TRAPIZself-assemble (Zhu et al., 2011),
PABIZHAP DR B 2 3% L (Jin et al., 2009), CK
IEHAPD AR~ DOEA IZH D L L HE S Tw 2
(Zhang et al., 2011). TN 50 T ¥ ¥~ b Amelo-
geninZ MM L 7028 CTlx, T+ A WVEERBIZAIKRILZ
FET DI LIETE R TF AVE OB 22 HAP
BEICIEE->TEL T, WMESLTHIMEICOWTIAHT
H5H. )3 rE¥F v hAmelogneindif5E Tld 45 70 i 5
PO TR W28, self- assemble AR 75 FIZ X
HLHAPDFEEDH L C Wity ST Wb, Hipfh T,
assemble KR 7F KT 5P, — 4 28 EH] (Curodont
repair®) SN TWAE, Pu—41%, By — MiiE%
AL, FHRko#EE 2L TBY (Aggeli et al.,
2003), TIICMESEZEND EANT T AL R
YERA & VWA LHAPE FE T 55D TH S (Palmer
et al., 2008) (Hojabri et al., 2022). TN 56D ¥ V37 B
FUORTF FIE, 2 F AVEEREORIKLEZFLET 2D
DD, FERBILEM O 1T EOEZEORMIKEEETDH Y
(Wierichs et al., 2017), & T BURNOFAIRAL DAL E
ELTHHENTY A, i, invitollBWTITF X)L
BHAPOWEES L U’ 2 BEDIEEE b OHAPEEN T
F FAHE S N7z, Mukherjee & (Mukherjee et al.,
2018) 1%, BiRTF A VEIZ, Amelogenin®dBiF I & %
N2rP26k L UrP32% 1 AMIRIET 5 2 &£ 12 X ) 30um
DHAPZIEIE L, MED TF ANVHITEWETHL Z &
EHELTWA. LAL, invitoDf5ETH ) 5% 0 &
5 7% HWMIEME DB DT EINS.

self-

4. ZFANVFEMBICE 2 F A VEOHAE (cell-
based enamel engineering)

BT I35 A FOEIZWTRIZE D DODHHH DD,
AR S OV EIERL L 72805 2 & DHAP DRI K )
LTWwhw, FIZTC, T FANVEEERT ST A V3HE
MR AR & AEH L 72 B AFgEd T T b, =) X
VML, HOBIHRHEL TWwa 72, = AL
a7 S Bl S 4172 Amelogeninz J8 813 % i M L Bz Al
HEESNTBY, <7 &I F &)U 3B bk
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(ALC) (Nakata et al., 2003), 7 v b b 5P L B Ml R ik

(HAT-7) (Kawano et al., 2002), ~ 7 A F X V3N
FeHadk (LS8) (Huang et al., 2008) 2 %. /27 %
B EME Rz A% (PABSo-E) (DenBesten et al., 1999),
F v M EME E 2R (SF2-24) (Arakaki et al., 2012) 7¢
EThHbH. FEAMAIN TRV —E A VL —TH#
fue~ 5 vt bz (Hemeryck et al., 2022 ; Shin-
mura et al., 2008), iPSHIfE % i LTz 2 VIEHITLIC
S LA T T WS (Chavez et al., 2014 ; Cai
etal, 2013). LA L, ZF ANVEHAKILOFEES, iPS
M 2> & AmelogeninZ& 3L F~ 2 )V _E Rz BRHIIE~ O 58 1%
HEINTWSED, TF ANVEHAPD & 9 AR T 8%
4 FOERITIEE > TR,

WO, REMEBEHEAEHICIDERELS
(Tziafas et al., 2010). TJ X )V & E Rz BI3EM A2
IO EN S 720, Amelogenin® A TiE, TF A IVH
HART 35 4 FORITH L W EAVRIES N T WA,

5. R4 (biological enamel regeneration based on de
novo induction of tooth morphogenesis)

BRI PR R BB & RSB IC X D S s 2 L
5, X7 RITBWTHMEY SR FRz & MM &
HEL, PRI X5 TR S C, RIS NICEAL
LaeHAESELI LA MEEE 22 -7z (Ono et al.,
2017 ; Nakao et al., 2007 ; Ohazama et al., 2004). FF4 &
N7zHiE, = FXVE, RAHE, A Y ME, EREO
e Z AR ED, @EOWEF LX) ITHERT L Lp3
HEEZoTWwa., LaL, MEDHEERISHET S
EREIIL T, F72, IO, sk
LR B & M RMBE HEEL CTB Y, b FTIdE
B X OEMMIC O NEETH 5.

%
BAE, TF X NVEHAPOEHAIZB W THEA LIFEHT
bNTWwa, LaL, TFAIVEHAPD X 5 IZHHNM %

BeA D 2D BHAPDOSIEICIEE > T v, 4%, 25
% HEHSE RO ZEEN 5.
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