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Effects of dynamic aging on the wear and
fracture strength of monolithic zirconia
restorations
Işıl Sarıkaya* and Yeliz Hayran

Abstract

Background: The purpose of this study is to evaluate the wear and fracture strength of crowns and three-unit
partial fixed dental prosthesis (FDP) fabricated using by Bruxzir and Incoris TZI as recently introduced monolithic
zirconia materials.

Methods: A total of sixteen crowns and sixteen three-unit FDPs were fabricated using Bruxzir and Incoris TZI
(n = 8). All specimens were subjected to a 2-body wear test in a dual axis chewing simulator for 1,200,000 loading
cycles against steatite antagonist balls. The fracture strength and volumetric loss were recorded. The obtained data
were statistically analyzed by 2-way ANOVA testing (α = 0.05).

Results: The mean volumetric loss of the crowns was higher than that of the three-unit FDPs (p < 0.05). Of the two
monolithic systems, Incoris TZI exhibited more wear than Bruxzir. The fracture strengths of Bruxzir crowns and FDPs
were found to be higher than those of the crowns and FDPs fabricated with Incoris TZI (p < 0.05).

Conclusion: In in vitro test conditions, Bruxzir and Incoris TZI monolithic zirconia systems are fracture-resistant for
the crown and FDP application against physiologic chewing forces owing to dynamic aging. Among newly developed
monolithic zirconia materials, Bruxzir is found to be more resistant to fracture compared to the Incoris TZI.
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Background
Esthetic expectations are the main reason for preferring
ceramic restorations, for which the usual processing
method is veneering. Major problems associated with
multilayered restorations are their low fracture strength
and surface chipping. Therefore, new processing tech-
niques have been developed to resolve the chipping
problem encountered with ceramic veneering layers [1].
For example, to eliminate the porosity generated within
the veneering layer, injection of porcelain over the zirconia
framework can be carried out [1]. In addition, CAD-on
and rapid layer techniques have become popular in recent
years in prosthetic dentistry. Developments in CAD-CAM
(computer-aided design, and computer-aided manufactur-
ing) technology have also increased the diversity of mate-
rials that can be used for restorations. In this context, new

materials, such as PICN (polymer infiltrated ceramic net-
work) materials and monolithic ceramics, are available
today for use.
Monolithic restorations aim at improving the final

quality of restorations. Further, the problems of surface
flaws and chipping problems encountered with veneer-
ing can be resolved using monolithic zirconia restora-
tions [2]. Zirconia restorations exhibit good mechanical
properties, such as high flexural strength along with good
esthetic characteristics and biocompatibility. In order to
achieve good results with restorations, the wear properties
of restorations should be similar to those of human en-
amel [3]. Furthermore, restorations should be conservative
for antagonist dentition. Although short-term data is avail-
able on high-strength zirconia systems, research is still
needed on periodontally weakened teeth and bruxism [2].
Physiologic chewing forces are in the range of 10–

120 N, while parafunctional forces are greater in the
range of 200–800 N [4–8] which both affect biomaterial
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survival. Apart from the chewing characteristics and
force configuration, clinical parameters, such as mois-
ture, temperature, and pH, also influence the mechanical
properties and behavior of materials in the oral cavity
[9]. Since the 1940s, chewing-mimicking devices are be-
ing used for determining the occlusal wear of restorative
materials [10]. Various in-vitro wear tests have been de-
veloped to simulate clinical conditions since then. The
dual-axis chewing simulator developed by Willytech is
often considered as a precise instrument for the fatigue
testing of dental materials [10]; several research groups
have investigated the wear performance and fracture
strength of ceramics with chewing simulators [11–20].
Even today, research is ongoing for new simulators for
the preclinical testing of dental materials in vitro chew-
ing simulation conditions [10, 16, 21].
Monolithic zirconia restorations are not preferred when

the esthetic function is the priority. However, these systems
are beneficial in the case of fixed dental prostheses sup-
ported by pathological attrition or severely damaged teeth
(FDPs). Adhesive bonding of monolithic restorations is
beneficial in various clinical situations, such as excessive
unloading forces, compromised mechanical retention, and
limited space for adequate tooth preparation [22]. Further-
more, the resin bonding of zirconia restorations is advocated
for improving the fracture strength of restorations [22, 23].
The high fracture strength of yttria-stabilized zirconia

(YSZ) is attributed to the physical properties of partially
stabilized zirconia. In previous studies, the fracture
strength of YSZ was reported to vary from 900 N [24] to
2000 N under static loading [25, 26].
Preclinical evaluations help to determine the physical

and mechanical behavior of materials. Although the fa-
tigue testing standards (DIN EN ISO 22674) of fixed
dental prosthesis materials are established under certain
test conditions, it is controversial how much of the
intraoral conditions are accurately represented by these
standards [27, 28]. Restoration fatigue behavior is required
to provide reliable data on the strength characteristics of
materials. Usually, universal testing machine data on the
fatigue behavior of tested materials are used but oral ther-
mal conditions are not included in this testing.
The aim of this in vitro study is to evaluate the wear and

fracture strength of crowns and three-unit partial FDPs
fabricated using recently introduced monolithic zirconia
materials and subjecting them to 1,200,000 chewing cycle
versus steatite balls. The null hypothesis tested was that
no difference would be detected in the wear and fracture
strength properties of different tested materials.

Methods
Preparation of specimens
In the present study, a mandibular left first molar tooth
of the dentulous mandibular cast (Frasaco AG-3 GmbH,

Tettnang, Germany) was selected for producing mono-
lithic crown restorations. A mandibular left second pre-
molar tooth (Frasaco AG-3 GmbH, Tettnang, Germany)
and a mandibular left second molar tooth (Frasaco
AG-3 GmbH, Tettnang, Germany) were selected for fab-
ricating the FDPs. The selected teeth were prepared ac-
cording to the accepted tooth preparation principles
using a chamfer diamond rotary instrument (229-014XC
Torpedo, Romidan, Kiryat-Ono, Israel) by adjusting for a
1 mm circumferential chamfer margin, 1.5 mm occlusal
reduction, 1 mm axial preparation, and 6° convergence
angle. After preparation, the master casts were evaluated
using a surveyor to detect undercuts. The prepared teeth
were then duplicated as master dies made of Ni-Cr by
laser sintering. In total, thirty-two master model dies
were obtained, including sixteen master casts that were
made as crowns and sixteen master casts that were
made as three-unit FDPs; the model dies were fabricated
with Bruxzir (Glidewell Laboratories, CA, USA) and
Incoris TZI (Sirona Dental Systems GmbH, Bensheim,
Germany) (n = 8). Bruxzir crowns and three-unit FDPs
were fabricated using monolithic zirconium blanks
(Bruxzir Solid Zirconia Milling Blanks, 98,5 × 20 mm,
Glidewell Laboratories, CA, USA) designed using a
Cerec inLab MC X5 system (Sirona Dental Systems
GmbH, Bensheim, Germany). Incoris TZI crowns and
three-unit FDPs were fabricated from monolithic blocks
(40/19 = 40x19x15.5 mm) and designed using a Cerec
inLab MC X5 system (Sirona Dental Systems GmbH,
Bensheim, Germany). The chemical composition, ac-
cording to the manufacturer’s declaration of investigated
Y-TZP ceramics is shown in Table 1. A connector size of
9 mm2 was selected for FDPs as recommended by the
manufacturers. Bruxzir restorations were sintered at a
temperature of 1580 °C for 2 h and then glazed with
Bruxzir spray glaze powder (Glidewell Laboratories, CA,
USA) at a temperature of 830 °C according to the manu-
facturer’s instructions. Incoris TZI restorations were sin-
tered at a temperature of 1510 °C for 2 h and then
glazed with Cerec speed glaze spray (Sirona Dental Sys-
tems GmbH, Bensheim, Germany) at a temperature of
750 °C according to the manufacturer’s instructions. All
the restorations and preparations were carried out by
the same dentist. Eight crowns and FDPs were created
with the two different zirconia materials randomly.

Table 1 Chemical composition of the Y-TZP dental ceramics
expressed as weight percent (wt.%)

Ceramic wt.%

Y2O3 HfO2 Al2O3 SiO2 Fe2O3 Na2O ZrO2

Bruxzir 4.1 4.0 0.34 < 0.01 < 0.01 < 0.01 Balance

Incoris TZI 4.5–6.0 < 5.0 < 0.05 < 0.05 < 0.05 < 0.05 Balance
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Luting of the crowns
All the restorations were adhesively luted on Ni-Cr mas-
ter cast dies using a dual cure composite material (Pana-
via F 2.0, Kuraray Medical Co., Tokyo, Japan) according
to the manufacturer’s instructions. The master cast dies
were sun-blasted with 50 μm Al2O3 powder at an air
pressure of 2.5 bar for 10 s. Equal amounts of Panavia
Paste A and B (Panavia F 2.0, Kuraray Medical Co.,
Tokyo, Japan) were mixed and applied to the intaglio
surfaces of the restorations according to the manufac-
turer’s instructions. The restorations were seated onto
the dies and held in place by the application of finger
pressure. Subsequently, the restorations were cured
using a curing light for 20 s. Excess cement was removed
with sponge pellets before curing and an air-blocking gel
(Oxiguard II, Kuraray Medical Co., Tokyo, Japan) was
applied during the setting of the resin cement over
3 min. The obtained specimens were stored for 24 h at
37 °C before being subjected to dynamic aging.

Dynamic aging
All the root surfaces of the metal dies were coated with
a 1 mm-thick polyether layer (Impregum Soft, 3 M Espe,
St Paul, MN, USA) from the marginal finish line of the
restorations to 2-mm apical direction for the purpose of
simulating the physiologic mobility of teeth. The metal
dies were immersed in a wax bath, which was replaced
by polyether in a second fabrication process, as previ-
ously described (17,18). Later, restorations on master
cast dies were fixed in a resin mold, which acts as the
sample holder for the chewing simulator, using a
self-curing acrylic resin material (Meliodent, Heraeus
Kulzer, Wehrheim, Germany). The specimens underwent
thermocycling for 10,000 cycles between 5 and 55 °C
over a dwell time of 60 s and a transfer time of 10 s (SD
Mechatronik Thermocycler, SD Mechatronik GmbH,
Feldkirchen-Westerham, Germany). After thermocy-
cling, the specimens were subjected to a 2-body wear
test in a dual axis chewing simulator (CS 4.2, SD Mecha-
tronic GmbH, Feldkirchen-Westerham, Germany). Stea-
tite ceramic balls (Höchst Ceram Tec., Wunsiedel,
Germany) of 6 mm diameter were used as the antagonis-
tic abraders. The balls were fixed to the upper sample
holders of the chewing simulator using a light-curing
composite resin (GC Pattern Resin, GC Corp., Tokyo,
Japan). The chewing simulation parameters used are
summarized in Table 2. The load was transferred to the
center of the central fossa of the mandibular first crowns
by opposing steatite balls. To simulate 5 years of clinical
service, a total of 1,200,000 cycles were performed
(9,10,12). After a 3-dimensional surface analysis using a
laser scanner (LAS 20, SD Mechatronic GmbH,
Feldkirchen-Westerham, Germany), the volumetric loss
(mm3) in all the specimens was calculated (Fig. 1).

Fracture strength test
Following the aging procedure, the specimens were
tested on a universal testing machine (AGS-X, Shi-
madzu, Kyoto, Japan) until fracture. They were subjected
to a compressive force at a crosshead speed of 1 mm/
min with a round shaped modified bur of 4 mm diam-
eter. A metal bar was positioned parallel to the long axes
of the crown specimens and the buccal and lingual cusps
of the crowns were used to apply the force. Force was
transferred to the occlusal connector area of the FDP
specimens. The maximum load necessary to fracture
each specimen was recorded in Newtons (N).

Table 2 The configuration of parameters set for dynamic aging

Parameter Data

Number of cycles 1.200.000

Force 49 N

Height 3 mm

Lateral movement 1 mm

Descendent speed 60 mm/s

Lifting speed 60 mm/s

Feed speed 40 mm/s

Return speed 40 mm/s

Frequency 1.6 Hz

Fig. 1 Laser scanner image of the specimen’s with 3-dimensional
surface analysis, and the volumetric loss (mm3)
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SEM
To characterize the surface wear patterns, selected speci-
mens were evaluated by a scanning electron microscopy
(SEM, Zeiss LEO 440, Oberkochen, Germany), for which
the sample surfaces were initially coated with a thin
layer of gold. The surfaces were then examined at a
magnification of 100X at 25 keV.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS 20.0 (IBM
SPSS Statistics 20, IBM Co., Chicago, IL, USA) for Win-
dows. Having assessed that all the obtained results were
normally distributed, the wear and fracture load data
were analyzed by two-way ANOVA. Bonferroni adjust-
ment was used for multiple comparisons. Two methods
and two monolithic zirconias were used for 4 groups
with 80% power, 5% margin of error and effect size of
0.65 with 8 samples in each group, totaling 32 samples.
The sampling volume was obtained with the help of the
program G * power 3.1.2. The results are expressed as a
mean ± standard deviation and the level of significance is
set at 5% (p < 0.05).

Results
Wear
The mean volumetric loss (mm3) of the monolithic zir-
conia specimens is shown in Table 3. Two-way ANOVA
showed no statistically significant differences when the
wear values of Bruxzir and Incoris TZI crowns after
1,200,000 chewing cycles were analyzed (F = 10.874 and
p = 0.003). The mean volumetric loss of the crowns was
observed to be higher than that of three-unit FDPs (p <
0.05). Of the two tested monolithic systems, Incoris TZI
exhibited more wear than Bruxzir.

Fracture strength
None of the samples fractured during dynamic aging. The
mean fracture strength (N) of the monolithic zirconia is
shown in Table 4. According to the two-way ANOVA re-
sults, Bruxzir crowns exhibited significantly higher frac-
ture strengths (4495 ± 221.33 N) than Incoris TZI crowns
(3566.5 ± 217.24 N) (p < 0.05). Moreover, Bruxzir FDPs
exhibited significantly higher fracture strengths (4506.25
± 166.44 N) than Incoris TZI FDPs (3327.13 ± 185.81 N)
(p < 0.05). Besides, no statistically significant differences

could be observed between the Bruxzir crowns and FDPs
(p > 0.05). Representative SEM images of the Bruxzir and
Incoris TZI crowns are shown in Fig. 2a and b.

Discussion
This in vitro study evaluated the wear and fracture
strength of crowns and FDPs fabricated using two re-
cently introduced monolithic zirconia materials. The
null hypothesis tested in the present study, which as-
sumed no difference in terms of the wear and fracture
strength properties between the two tested materials,
was rejected.
Zirconia has been developed with the aim of providing

a stronger material for prosthetic dentistry. Ideal restora-
tive materials should exhibit wear properties similar to
those of human enamel and should not cause excess an-
tagonist wear. Although short-term data is available on
zirconia FDPs, a recent study showed that monolithic
polished zirconia crowns caused less wear on antagonist
enamel than glazed ceramic metal crowns [29]. In a
study on the wear properties of dental ceramics, D’Arch-
angelo et al. [15] reported that the volumetric loss values
of IPS e.max Press (0.459 mm3), IPS e.max CAD
(0.355 mm3), and Vita Mark II (0.472 mm3) were similar
to that of human enamel (0.393 mm3). However, in the
present study, 6 mm-thick disk-shaped specimens and a
zirconia antagonist abrader were used. Moreover, the
ceramic materials tested in this study exhibited lower
hardness than Bruxzir and Incoris TZI monolithic
systems.
Parafunctional chewing forces are approximately ten

times greater than physiologic chewing forces [4–8]. Day
bruxism is reported to affect 20% of the adult population
and this number has increased over the past few decades
[30]. In patients with bruxism, occlusal wear might be
severe and fracture risk of the prosthesis might increase.
Therefore, high strength restorative materials resistant
to wear and fracture might be required, especially in the
posterior region. However, the selected material should
not cause temporomandibular joint disorders (TMJ) or
increase the degree of dysfunction. Both the monolithic
zirconia materials tested in the present study exhibited
minimal volumetric loss at their ultimate strength.
The dynamic aging and fracture resistance of mono-

lithic zirconia systems were determined by loading
crowns and three-unit FDPs using an SD mechatronic
chewing simulator (CS 4.2, SD Mechatronic GmbH).
Heintze et al. [16] reported that the SD mechatronic
chewing simulator is an adequate and cost-effective tool
to test the fatigue strength of layered porcelain fused to
metal crowns. The fracture strengths of 3-unit FDPs of
different all-ceramic materials were tested using different
forces up to 200 N [31–35]. Functional chewing forces
were applied to the specimens (49 N) during the fracture

Table 3 Mean values and standard deviations (SD) for volumetric
loss (mm3) of the monolithic zirconias

Crowns FDPs Total

Bruxzir 1,43 ± 0,12(a,x) 1,15 ± 0,17(a,y) 1,29 ± 0,21(a)

Incoris TZI 1,55 ± 0,11(a,x) 1,37 ± 0,16(b,y) 1,46 ± 0,16(b)

Total 1,49 ± 0,13(x) 1,26 ± 0,2(y) 1,38 ± 0,2
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strength test in the present study. The chewing force
and characteristics can be changed individually [21].
Under bruxism conditions, teeth are subjected to larger
forces over large lateral movement distances [13]. In
terms of force configuration, dynamic aging analysis
conducted in the present study was carried out in a
manner similar to previous studies considering regular
occlusal forces and bruxism [10, 15, 16].
It has been reported that almost all materials that have

any geometrical shape such as composite, natural teeth,
metal, ceramic or steatite can be examined with LAS 20
laser scanner [36]. Advanced users have the possibility
to configure many sensor parameters. This includes, for
example, median filtering in order to better highlight
structures or the setting of the measurement gain in
order to maintain the penetration depth of light into the
material – and as such the scatter – as low as possible.
This allows even the most difficult surfaces such as high
gloss ceramics to be analyzed. After laser scanning, the
Geomagic Software System allows us to import and ex-
port in different CAD data formats and analysis can be
carried out beforehand/after comparison scans with
matching, 3D-comparison, and 3D-PDFs. 3D analysis of
the two scans along with abrasion depth can be seen on
a color scale. Preis et al. [14] investigated the two-body
wear performance of monolithic dental ceramics sub-
jected to different surface treatments. They determined
the vertical substance loss of different CAD/CAM cer-
amics and used a Laserscan 3D device as an optical pro-
filometer. D’Archangelo et al. [15] used a CAD/CAM

Contact Scanner for 3D surface analysis, wear depth,
and volumetric loss of ceramics. Laser scanning in pros-
thetic dentistry is usually used to investigate marginal
and internal fit of crown restorations [37]. In the present
study, 3D laser images were supported by SEM images.
D’Archangelo et al. [15] reported that when human en-

amel cusps are used in vitro as antagonistic abraders,
standardization of the study might be weak. In this con-
text, steatite balls have been successfully used in the past
[14, 17–19]. However, steatite balls cannot accurately
mimic the complex enamel structure [14]. In order to
overcome this disadvantage of the material, the steatite
balls with the closest hardness property to enamel were
used in the present study.
On the basis of the obtained findings, almost all the

tested monolithic zirconia materials exhibited high load
strengths. In a previous study, the fracture strength of
YSZ was reported to be in the range of 900–1200 N
[24]. In another study, the fracture strength of YSZ-
FDPs was reported to be over 2000 N under static load-
ing [25]. Eroğlu et al. [26] studied the fatigue behavior of
zirconia-ceramic and reported a fracture strength of
2333 N for three-unit FPDs. Each specimen was sub-
jected to 100,000 chewing cycles at a 50 N load and a
0.5 Hz frequency on the pontic with a 16 mm2 con-
nector size. No specimen fractured during dynamic load-
ing, similar to the present study. The dimensions of the
connector area are crucial for determining the strength
of FDPs. In the current study, a connector size of 9 mm2

was selected according to the manufacturer’s suggestion.

Table 4 Mean values and standard deviations (SD) for fracture load (N) of the monolithic zirconias

Crowns FDPs Total

Bruxzir 4495,00 ± 221,33(a,x) 4507,25 ± 166,44(a,x) 4501,13 ± 189,29(a)

Incoris TZI 3566,5 ± 217,24(b,x) 3327,13 ± 185,81(b,y) 3446,81 ± 231,12(b)

Total 4030,75 ± 524,2(x) 3917,19 ± 632,79(y) 3973,97 ± 574,49

Fig. 2 a Exemplary SEM picture (Magnification: 100×) of worn surface of a Bruxzir crown after dynamic aging. b Exemplary SEM picture (Magnification:
100×) of worn surface of an Incoris TZI crown after dynamic aging
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Apart from the connector design [38], the fracture
strength of three-unit FDPs is affected by several factors,
such as the FDP location [12], tested chewing parame-
ters, die materials [38], and used antagonist abraders
[16]. In the present study, all the monolithic crowns and
FDPs were adhesively luted on standardized laser sinter-
ing milled-Ni-Cr metal dies instead of polymethyl meth-
acrylate (PMMA) dies. Further, dynamic aging defined in
the present study was carried out in a manner similar to
previous studies [10, 15, 16, 31, 34].
The major limitation of this study is the difficulty of

determining the ideal chewing cycle. In this regard,
Özcan and Jonasch [20], in a systematic review on the
mechanical durability of all-ceramic single crowns and
FDPs, reported that cyclic loading of restorations re-
duced the material-specific inclination and static fracture
strength. However, there is no information on the frac-
ture strength of the currently studied monolithic zirco-
nia crowns and three-unit FDPs in the literature.
A second limitation of the present study is the lack of

a secondary higher force against Bruxzir. Considering
that Bruxzir material was originally produced against
bruxism, bruxzir would have exhibited more strength
than 49 N. However, the applied force in the present
study was 49 N which is accepted as a normal chewing
force in the posterior region, was used for Bruxzir and
Incoris TZI restorations. Further studies may be carried
out considering chewing forces specific for bruxers.

Conclusions
Based on the findings of this in vitro study, both the
monolithic zirconia crowns showed a small but signifi-
cantly increased volumetric loss compared to three-unit
FDPs. Of the two tested monolithic systems, Incoris TZI
exhibited greater wear than Bruxzir. The fracture strengths
of Bruxzir crowns and FDPs were found to be greater than
those of their counterparts fabricated with Incoris TZI.
Bruxzir and Incoris TZI monolithic zirconia systems were
found to be fracture-resistant for crowns and FDPs against
physiologic chewing forces owing to dynamic aging in vitro
test conditions.

Abbreviations
%: Percent; 3D: 3-Dimensional; FDP: Fixed dental prosthesis; g: Gram; h: Hour;
min: Minute; ml: Milliliter; mm: Millimeter; mm3: Cubic millimeter; N: Newton;
rpm: Revolutions per minute; wt: Weight

Funding
This study was supported by 2014/82 number project by the Gaziosmanpasa
University Scientific Research Projects Unit with the used materials.

Availability of data and materials
Dr.I.S. should be contacted if someone wants to request the data or material.

Role of funder
This study has been supported by only the materials used in the study by
Gaziosmanpasa University Scientific Research Projects Unit. Any financial
support has not been provided for publication of the study results.

Authors’ contributions
IS; Study conception and design, Acquisition of data, Analysis and
interpretation of data, Drafting of the manuscript. YH; Study conception and
design, Acquisition of data, Analysis and interpretation of data, Critical
revision. Both authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Human subjects, human material, or human data, have not been used in this
research article. So, the Declaration of Helsinki and an ethics committee
consent have not been referring provided.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 24 April 2018 Accepted: 17 August 2018

References
1. Silva LHD, Lima E, Miranda RBP, Favero SS, Lohbauer U, Cesar PF. Dental

ceramics: a review of new materials and processing methods. Braz Oral Res.
2017;28(31):e58. https://doi.org/10.1590/1807-3107BOR-2017.vol31.0058.

2. Raut A, Rao PL, Ravindranath T. Zirconium for esthetic rehabilitation: an
overview. Indian J Dent Res. 2011;22:140–3.

3. Seghi RR, Rosenstial SF, Bauer P. Abrasion of human enamel by different
dental ceramics in vitro. J Dent Res. 1991;70:221–5.

4. De Boever JA, McCall WDJ, Holden S, Ash MMJ. Functional occlusal forces:
an investigation by telemetry. J Prosthet Dent. 1978;40:326–33.

5. Schindler HJ, Stengel E, Spiess WE. Feedback control during mastication of
solid food textures- a clinical experimental study. J Prosthet Dent. 1998;80:
330–6.

6. Nishigawa K, Bando E, Nakano M. Quantitative study of bite force during
sleep associated bruxism. J Oral Rehabil. 2001;28:485–91.

7. Kohyama K, Hatakeyama E, Sasaki T, Dan H, Azuma T, Karita K. Effects of
sample hardness on human chewing force: a model study using silicone
rubber. Arch Oral Biol. 2004;49:805–16.

8. Cosme DC, Baldisserotto SM, Canabarro SA, Shinkai RS. Bruxism and
voluntary maximal bite force in young dentate adults. Int J Prosthodont.
2005;18:328–32.

9. DeLong R, Douglas WH. An artificial oral environment for testing dental
materials. IEEE Trans Biomed Eng. 1991;38:339–45.

10. Kern M, Strub JR, Lü XY. Wear of composite resin veneering materials in a
dual-axis chewing simulator. J Oral Rehabil. 1999;26:372–8.

11. Delong R, Douglas WH. Development of an artificial oral environment for
testing of dental restoratives: biaxial force and movement control. J Dent
Res. 1983;62:32–6.

12. Kheradmandan S, Koutayas SO, Bernhard M, Strub JR. Fracture strength of
four different types of anterior 3-unit bridges after thermomechanical
fatigue in the dual-axis chewing simulator. J Oral Rehabil. 2001;28:361–9.

13. Heintze SD, Albrecht T, Cavalleri A, Steiner M. A new method to test the
fracture probability of all-ceramic crowns with a dual-axis chewing
simulator. Dent Mater. 2011;27:10–9.

14. Preis V, Weiser F, Handel G, Rosentritt M. Wear performance of monolithic
dental ceramics with different surface treatments. Quintessence Int. 2013;44:
393–405.

15. D’Arcangelo C, Vanini L, Rondoni GD, Pirani M, Vadini M, Gattone M, et al.
Wear properties of dental ceramics and porcelains compared with human
enamel. J Prosthet Dent. 2016;115:350–5.

16. Heintze SD, Eser A, Monreal D, Rousson V. Using a chewing simulator for
fatigue testing of metal ceramic crowns. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2017;
65:770–80.

17. Rosentritt M, Behr M, Gebhard R, Handel G. Influence of stress simulation
parameters on the fracture strength of all-ceramic fixed-partial dentures.
Dent Mater. 2006;22:176–82.

Sarıkaya and Hayran BMC Oral Health  (2018) 18:146 Page 6 of 7

https://doi.org/10.1590/1807-3107BOR-2017.vol31.0058.


18. Rosentritt M, Behr M, Scharnagl P, Handel G, Kolbeck C. Influence of resilient
support of abutment teeth on fracture resistance of all-ceramic fixed partial
dentures: an in-vitro study. Int J Prosthodont. 2011;24:465–8.

19. Stappert CF, Att W, Gerds T, Strub JR. Fracture resistance of different partial-
coverage ceramic molar restorations: An in vitro investigation. J Am Dent
Assoc. 2006;137:514–22.

20. Özcan M, Jonasch M. Effect of cyclic fatigue tests on aging and their
translational implications for survival of all-ceramic tooth-borne single
crowns and fixed dental prostheses. J Prosthodont. 2016;23 https://doi.org/
10.1111/jopr.12566.

21. Singhatanagit W, Junkaev P, Singhatanagit P. Effect of bidirectional loading
on contact and force characteristics under a newly developed masticatory
simulator with a dual-direction loading system. Dent Mater J. 2016;35:952–61.

22. Rosenstiel SF, Land MF, Crispin BJ. Dental luting agents: a review of current
literature. J Prosthet Dent. 1998;80:280–301.

23. Burke FJ, Fleming GJ, Nathanson D, Marquis PM. Are adhesive technologies
needed to support ceramics? An assessment of the current evidence. J
Adhes Dent. 2002;4:7–22.

24. Raigrodski A. Contemporary materials and technologies for all-ceramic fixed
partial dentures: a review of the literature. J Prosthet Dent. 2001;92:557–62.

25. Tinschert J, Zwez D, Marx R, Anusavice KJ. Structural reliability of alumina,
feldspar, leucite, mica, and zirconia-based ceramics. J Dent. 2000;28:529–35.

26. Eroğlu Z, Gurbulak AG. Fatigue behavior of zirconia-ceramic, Galvano-
ceramic, and porcelain-fused-to-metal fixed partial dentures. J Prosthodont.
2013;22:516–22.

27. DIN EN ISO 22674 Norm. Metallic materials for fixed and removable
restoration application. Berlin: DIN, German Institute for Norming; 2006.

28. Kelly JR, Benetti P, Rungruanganunt P, Bona AD. The slippery slope: critical
perspectives on in vitro research methodologies. Dent Mater. 2012;28:41–51.

29. Mundhe K, Jain V, Pruthi G, Shah N. Clinical study to evaluate the wear of
natural enamel antagonist to zirconia and metal ceramic crowns. J Prosthet
Dent. 2015;114:358–63.

30. Bader G, Lavigne G. Sleep bruxism: an overview of an oromandibular sleep
movement disorder. Sleep Med Rev. 2000;4:27–43.

31. Chitmongkolsuk S, Heydecke G, Stappert C, Strub JR. Fracture strength of
all-ceramic lithium disilicate and porcelain-fused-to-metal bridges for molar
replacement after dynamic loading. Eur J Prosthodont Restor Dent. 2002;10:
15–22.

32. Beuer F, Steff B, Naumann M, Sorensen JA. Load-bearing capacity of all-
ceramic three-unit fixed partial dentures with different computer-aided
design (CAD)/computer-aided manufacturing (CAM) fabricated framework
materials. Eur J Oral Sci. 2008;116:381–6.

33. Kohorst P, Dittmer MP, Borchers L, Stiesch-Scholz M. Influence of cyclic
fatigue in water on the load-bearing capacity of dental bridges made of
zirconia. Acta Biomater. 2008;4:1140–7.

34. Schultheis S, Strub JR, Gerds TA, Guess PC. Monolithic and bi-layered CAD/
CAM lithium –disilicate versus metal-ceramic fixed dental prostheses:
comparison of fracture loads and failure modes after fatigue. Clin Oral
Invest. 2013;17:1407–13.

35. D’Arcangelo C, Vanini L, Rondoni GD, De Angelis F. Wear properties of a
novel resin composite compared to human enamel and other restorative
materials. Oper Dent. 2014;39:612–8.

36. PDF Brochure of SD Mechatronik Dental Research Equipment. http://www.
cs-4.de/LAS20-en.pdf Accessed 16 Apr 2018.

37. Luthardt RG, Bornemann G, Lemelson S, Walter MH, Hüls A. An innovative
method for evaluation of the 3-D internal fit of CAD/CAM crowns fabricated
after direct optical versus indirect laser scan digitizing. Int J Prosthodont.
2004;17:680–5.

38. Oh W, Anusavice KJ. Effect of connector design on the fracture resistance of
all-ceramic fixed partial dentures. J Prosthet Dent. 2002;87:536–42.

Sarıkaya and Hayran BMC Oral Health  (2018) 18:146 Page 7 of 7

https://doi.org/10.1111/jopr.12566
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopr.12566
http://www.cs-4.de/LAS20-en.pdf
http://www.cs-4.de/LAS20-en.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Preparation of specimens
	Luting of the crowns
	Dynamic aging
	Fracture strength test
	SEM
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Wear
	Fracture strength

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Role of funder
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	References

