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A B S T R A C T

Background: Marketed toothpastes vary in the extent to how much abrasive wear they cause to 
dentin. New abrasive particles in a dentifrice should be evaluated since there they can be at risk of 
abrasion to dentin and root surfaces.
Aim: The aim of this in vitro study was to evaluate abrasive dentin wear and surface roughness 
after brushing with whitening toothpaste containing zirconia at four different concentrations.
Material and method: This study tested 40 extracted human teeth. After crown removal, root 
dentin samples were randomly divided into four experimental groups based on zirconia tooth-
paste concentration: Group A (10 samples) brushed for 5 min with 0.5 % zirconia toothpaste, 
Group B (10 samples) with 1 %, Group C (10 samples) with 2 %, and the last 10 samples with 5 %.
Before brushing, specimens were weighed three times using a precision analytical scale and 
measured with a Profile Projector. After completing the brushing cycles, surface roughness was 
measured to evaluate the differences after brushing.
Results: The Kruskal-Wallis test showed no significant difference in the weight of samples at 0.5 %, 
1 %, and 2 % toothpaste concentrations. However, at the 5 % toothpaste concentration, there was 
a significant difference in sample weight measurements (P < 0.05). The mean roughness differ-
ence in the three lower concentrations indicated no significant statistical difference, but with the 
5 % toothpaste, there was an increase in average dentin roughness (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: Results showed that percentage ≤2.0 % of zirconium powder added in a toothpaste, 
can lead to dentin minimal wear and better roughness by polishing effect. Toothpaste containing 
5 % zirconia showed an abrasive effect on dentin and increased surface roughness.
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1. Introduction

Evaluating tooth wear, which is caused by multiple factors (acid attack, physical factors, and tooth disease), is very important for 
therapeutic strategies and investigation purposes [1]. The mechanism of tooth wear depends on the interplay of many factors, such as 
mechanical and chemical influences. Therefore, to choose the right restorative and dental materials, including toothpastes, it is 
important to investigate and understand their chemical and mechanical features to prevent tooth wear [2].

In today’s cosmetic dentistry field, various teeth whitening techniques are available, both in professional dental settings and for at- 
home use by patients. People are increasingly seeking

methods that are highly effective, quick, and safe, delivering whiter teeth without requiring a
dental appointment. Consequently, the market offers a range of gels and toothpastes designed for
this purpose [3].
Unlike bleaching gels, which primarily rely on high levels of hydrogen peroxide, whitening
toothpastes offer a broader range of mechanisms for achieving whiter teeth [4]. Whitening
toothpastes employ a multifaceted approach to enhance tooth whiteness. They utilize abrasive
particles to scrub away extrinsic stains and dental plaque through frictional forces [5]. Chemical
substances interact with tooth color molecules, breaking them down and altering their size,
geometry, and polarity to change tooth color [6]. Additionally, optical brighteners like blue
covarine coat tooth surfaces, enhancing the perception of whiteness [7].
As abrasive components are the primary active constituents in toothpaste formulations, they
carry significant responsibility for teeth cleaning. However, it’s crucial to regulate their
abrasive potential, which can be affected from particle hardness, size, shape, and toothpaste
pH [8]. Excessive abrasive content in toothpaste and its consistent use has the potential to harm both hard and soft oral tissues as 

well as dental restorations, resulting in issues like gum recession, cervical abrasion, and heightened dentinal sensitivity [9].
The remarkable mechanical characteristics of teeth, including their hardness and resistance to
fracture, arise from the chemical and structural interplay between the inorganic hydroxyapatite
and the organic protein matrix [10]. Research indicates that professional teeth whitening
procedures in dental clinics can lead to structural harm to the enamel surface prisms and dentine

Fig. 1. Visually represented the flow of ingredients through different phases of the toothpaste production process, including their respective 
concentrations.
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surface, and heightened tooth sensitivity [11].
Tooth structure can be lost in the crown, root, or both, leading to the formation of distinct
cavities known as non-carious cervical lesions. A comprehensive review of these lesions
identified that the primary risk factors for abrasion include age, oral hygiene practices, and the
type of toothpaste used [12]. Abrasion is characterized by the abnormal loss of tooth surface, typically on the front side, caused by 

improper and aggressive brushing techniques, especially
when using highly abrasive toothpastes. This condition can affect the health of the pulp and the
appearance of the teeth. The extent of dentin loss appears to be linked to the abrasiveness of the
tooth paste used [13].
Abrasive toothpastes, while effective in removing dental plaque and stains, can have detrimental
effects on radicular dentin, the part of the tooth root that becomes exposed due to gum recession.
[14]. The repeated use of such toothpastes, combined with improper brushing techniques, can
lead to radicular dentin abrasion [15]. This condition not only compromises the structural
integrity of the tooth but also increases sensitivity and the risk of further dental issues [16].
Understanding the impacts of abrasive toothpastes on radicular dentin is crucial for both dental
professionals and patients to make informed choices that balance oral hygiene and dental health.
[17].
Some of the most common abrasives in the toothpastes include silica based particles, calcium-carbonate and phosphate [18]. The 

new whitening toothpaste containing zirconia particles represents a significant innovation in dental care. The inclusion of zirconia 
particles potentially enhances the toothpaste’s ability to effectively remove stains, providing a brighter, whiter smile. As shown in the 
diagram in Fig. 1, the toothpaste formulation was developed by researchers at Dermaflore, a Canadian laboratory located in 
St-Denis-sur-Richelieu, Quebec. The formulation combines zirconia with other active compounds to maximize whitening efficacy 
while ensuring gentle care for enamel and dentine. This advanced formulation, which has been tested for the first time, is not yet 
commercially available. The zirconia concentrations used in the study—0.5 %, 1.0 %, 2.0 %, and 5.0%—are part of a pilot phase and 
were specifically chosen by the research team based on preliminary studies to evaluate optimal whitening performance without 
compromising safety.

The aim of this in vitro study was to assess the magnitude of abrasive dentin wear and surface roughness caused by a new 
formulation whitening toothpaste containing zirconia at four different concentrations. Additionally, the study sought to determine 
which concentration is most adequate in minimizing dentin wear. Specifically, the hypothesis of the study is as follows:

1.1. Primary hypothesis (H₁)

There is a significant difference in the magnitude of dentine wear (weight loss) and surface roughness between the toothpaste 
formulations containing different concentrations of zirconia (0.5 %, 1.0 %, 2.0 %, and 5.0 %), with the higher concentrations (2.0 % 
and 5.0 %) causing more dentine wear and roughness compared to the lower concentrations (0.5 % and 1.0 %).

1.2. Secondary hypothesis (H₂)

The 5.0 % zirconia concentration will cause the most significant increase in dentine surface roughness, potentially due to higher 
abrasivity, while the 0.5 % and 1.0 % concentrations will cause less significant changes in dentine roughness, resulting in a smoother 
surface after brushing.

Fig. 2. Initial condition of Dentine samples after crown removal.
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1.3. Exploratory hypothesis (H₃)

No significant differences will be observed in dentine wear or surface roughness between the 0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 % zirconia con-
centrations, as these are expected to have comparable abrasive effects.

2. Materials and methods

Approval to conduct this research was obtained from the Ethical Committee (nr.296/2, dt. 1.03.2024) of the University Dentistry 
Clinical Center of Kosova.

2.1. Preparation of samples

For this study, forty sections of root dentine from extracted, caries free, human incisors were utilized. After the teeth were 
extracted, the residual soft tissues were meticulously removed, and the tooth surfaces were cleaned using water. Subsequently, the 
crowns and root apices were removed, with a water-cooled diamond disc (Smart Cut 4002, UKAM, Valencia, USA) resulting in 
specimens approximately 1.5 cm in length (Fig. 2). Both surfaces of each specimen were flattened. The separated parts were then 
stored in a formalin solution (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA).

2.2. Experimental procedure

The root specimens were randomly divided into four groups (n = 10). Each group was subjected to tooth brushing with a paste 
containing Zirconia particles (Dermaflore, St-Denis-sur-Richeliue, Quebec, Canada) at different concentrations: 0.5 %, 1.0 %, 2.0 %, 
and 5.0 %.

The specimens were weighed three times before brushing using a precision analytical scale (A&D Company, Limited, Japan). 
Following this, the specimens were measured with a Profile Projector (Mitutoyo P1300), which has an accuracy of 0.001 mm and 
values were recorded. Three measurements were taken at perpendicular angles, before the toothpaste was applied, and then the 
samples were fixated into silicone cubes (Zhermack Zetaplus C Silicone kit, Zhermack SpA, Italy).

The samples were subjected to brushing cycles using a handpiece brush attached to a stationary micromotor, which was mounted 
on an improvised machine, which served for fixation purposes in the brushing phase. This setup ensured simultaneous, uniform 
brushing applied perpendicularly to the dentin surface (Fig. 3). A toothpaste slurry was evenly applied to each sample. Each group 
underwent 5000 brushing cycles, equivalent to 5 min of timed brushing, using medium bristle brushes to simulate consistent manual 
brushing pressure. The brushes were replaced after every five samples.

After all groups completed the brushing cycles, the specimens were rinsed with running water and air-dried to prevent inaccurate 
results in subsequent surface roughness measurements with the profilometer (Fig. 4), and then were once again subjected to triple 
weighing and triple measurement using the Profile Projector.

We also evaluated surface morphology alterations before and after cleaning with the paste at the four concentrations, using 
confocal microscopy (3D Optical Surface Metrology System Leica DCM8, Leica Microsystems CMS GmbH, Mannheim, Germany) at 20x 
magnification.

2.3. Statistics

The data were analyzed using the free version of InStat. The statistical parameters calculated included the arithmetic mean, 
standard deviation, median, minimum value, and maximum value. Data comparisons before and after tooth brushing with toothpaste 
were performed using either the paired t-test or the Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed-rank test, depending on the data distribution. 

Fig. 3. Brushing condition of Dentine samples.
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Group differences were assessed with the Kruskal-Wallis test and Dunn’s multiple comparison test. The significance level was set at P <
0.05.

3. Results

3.1. Dentine weight changes

The dentine weight before and after tooth brushing with toothpaste at four different concentrations was analyzed using both 
parametric and non-parametric methods, depending on the data distribution. Normality was assessed using the Shapiro-Wilk test, and 
the results indicated that the data for the 0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 % concentrations were not normally distributed (P < 0.05 for all groups), 
justifying the use of the Wilcoxon signed-rank test for these groups. In contrast, the 5 % concentration showed normal distribution (P =
0.39), allowing for the use of the paired t-test.

At the three lower toothpaste concentrations (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %), there was no significant difference in dentine weight before and 
after brushing (P = 1.00 for all groups). However, at the 5 % toothpaste concentration, there was a significant decrease in sample 
weight measurements (P = 0.031) (Table 1, Fig. 5).

The mean weight difference for each toothpaste concentration was calculated, and the results showed a significant reduction only 
at the 5 % concentration, with an 18.75 % decrease in dentine wear (Table 2, Fig. 6). For all other concentrations, no significant change 
was observed.

Fig. 4. Evaluation of dentin roughness with Profilometer.

Table 1 
Measurement of dentine wear values in grams measured before and after brushing with each concentration of the toothpaste.

Groups
Parameters Dentine wear before (g) Dentine wear after (g) P-value

A. TP 0.5 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 0.0026 ± 0.0008 0.0026 ± 0.0008 P = 1.00
Median (Rank) 0.002 (0.002–0.004) 0.002 (0.002–0.004)

B. TP 1 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 0.0022 ± 0.0012 0.0022 ± 0.0012 P = 1.00
Median (Rank) 0.002 (0.001–0.004) 0.002 (0.001–0.004)

C. TP 2 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 0.0026 ± 0.0011 0.0026 ± 0.0011 P = 1.00
Median (Rank) 0.003 (0.001–0.004) 0.003 (0.001–0.004)

D. TP 5 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 0.0032 ± 0.0008 0.0026 ± 0.0005 P = 0.031
Median (Rank) 0.003 (0.002–0.004) 0.003 (0.002–0.003)
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3.2. Dentine roughness

Dentine surface roughness before and after brushing with toothpaste at different concentrations was also assessed. The normality of 
the data was tested using the Shapiro-Wilk test. For groups with non-normal distributions (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 % concentrations), the 

Fig. 5. Graphical distribution dentine wear changes (grams) before and after brushing with toothpaste concentration.

Table 2 
Dentine wear differences (gram) before and after brushing with each concentration of the toothpaste.

Groups
Difference 
Mean ± SD Median (Rank)

% Differences

A. TP 0.5 % 0.0000 0.00 %
0.0000

B. TP 1 % 0.0000 0.00 %
0.0000

C. TP 2 % 0.0000 0.00 %
0.0000

D. TP 5 % 0.0006 ± 0.0005 18.75 %
0.001 (0.000–0.001)

Fig. 6. Mean dentine wear differences (%) before and after brushing with each concentration of the toothpaste.

Table 3 
Profilometric measurements of Dentine Surface roughness(micrometers) before and after brushing with different toothpaste concentrations.

Groups
Parameters Dentine Surface roughness before (μm) Dentine Surface roughness after (μm) P-value

A. TP 0.5 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 1.62 ± 0.71 1.00 ± 0.42 P = 0.0020
Median (Rank) 1.71 (0.55–2.37) 1.06 (0.27–1.42)

B. TP 1 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 1.14 ± 0.46 0.77 ± 0.32 P = 0.037
Median (Rank) 0.94 (0.87–2.02) 0.78 (0.23–1.09)

C. TP 2 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 1.57 ± 0.36 1.06 ± 0.29 P = 0.0098
Median (Rank) 1.56 (0.98–1.96) 0.93 (0.78–1.56)

D. TP 5 % (n = 10) Mean ± SD 1.48 ± 0.70 1.87 ± 1.12 P = 0.420
Median (Rank) 1.50 (0.57–2.29) 2.24 (0.22–3.38)
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Wilcoxon signed-rank test was applied, while the 5 % concentration data approximated a normal distribution and were analyzed using 
the paired t-test.

There were significant differences in dentine roughness for the 0.5 % (P = 0.002), 1 % (P = 0.037), and 2 % (P = 0.0098) con-
centrations, but no significant difference for the 5 % concentration (P = 0.420) (Table 3, Fig. 7).

The mean difference in dentine roughness was calculated for each toothpaste concentration and analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis 
test. While no overall significant difference was observed across the groups (P = 0.069), Dunn’s multiple comparison test was con-
ducted to perform pairwise comparisons between the concentrations. The results showed a significant difference in dentine roughness 
between the 5 % concentration and the other three concentrations (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %), with the 5 % concentration leading to an 
increase in roughness in 26.96 % of the cases, while the three lower concentrations (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %) generally resulted in a 
decrease in roughness (Table 4, Fig. 8). No significant differences were found between the 0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 % concentrations. The 
following table and figure provide a summary of the results:

3.2.1. Effects of tooth brushing on surface morphology alterations
Representative images of the sample subjected to four different concentrations of toothpaste, captured using confocal microscopy 

at 20x magnification, are shown in Fig. 9A–F.
The changes in surface morphology were consistent with the results obtained from other evaluation methods. Defects such as 

iregularities and scratches were observed in the areas where the toothbrush was applied. The area treated with the highest zirconia- 
containing toothpaste concentration showed the most severe and deepest irregularities and imperfections. Conversely, using the 
toothpaste with the lowest concentration produced minimal surface features and irregularities, resulting in a surface that was 
significantly smoother and more polished than the unbrushed sample.

4. Discussion

Over the years, teeth brushing can cause enamel and dentin damage due to surface loss [19]. Additionally, tooth surface roughness 
not only has a negative aesthetic effect but also provides an ideal place for extrinsic stain deposition [20]. Nowadays, newer tooth-
pastes are formulated with advanced abrasives to enhance extrinsic stain removal [21].

In the current study, we analyzed surface loss and roughness after brushing with new abrasive toothpaste containing zirconia 
particles at four different concentrations to evaluate the effect of toothpaste abrasiveness on dentin. This dual approach offers valuable 
insights into the degree of tooth material worn away and the resulting surface texture.

According to our findings, at lower toothpaste concentrations (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %), there was no significant change in the weight 
of the dentin samples after brushing, suggesting minimal abrasive impact at these levels. However, at the highest concentration (5 %), 
a significant weight decrease of 18.75 % was observed, indicating a substantial abrasive effect on the dentin at this concentration.

Although statistical analyses showed no significant difference in roughness across the groups, there was a noticeable trend: at lower 
concentrations (0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %), there was a decrease in dentin roughness. At the highest concentration (5 %), an increase in 
roughness was observed in 26.96 % of cases, which corresponds with the significant weight loss and suggests increased abrasive 
activity.

Zirconia toothpaste exhibits varying effects on radicular dentin wear depending on its concentration. While concentrations of 0.5 
%, 1 %, and 2 % show minimal impact on both weight and roughness, the 5 % concentration significantly reduces dentin weight and 
increases roughness, indicating a higher abrasive potential at this level. Our findings revealed a clear dose-dependent relationship, 
with the highest concentration of 5 % zirconia leading to the most significant dentin wear. This observation warrants a closer ex-
amination of zirconia as an abrasive agent in comparison to other commonly used abrasives in whitening toothpastes.

Previous research has highlighted the abrasive potential of various whitening agents. For instance, perlite, another abrasive agent, 
was shown to cause significant dentin wear [22], similar to our findings with high-concentration zirconia. Conversely, less abrasive 
alternatives, such as papain, an enzyme-based whitening agent, caused minimal dentin wear [23]. This suggests that enzyme-based 
agents can be gentler on dentin while still providing whitening benefits. Additionally, it was found that enzyme-containing tooth-
pastes produced less dentin wear compared to those containing calcium pyrophosphate [24]. Another gentle alternative is hy-
droxyapatite, which Amaechi et al. [25] found to cause negligible dentin abrasion, highlighting its potential as a safe abrasive agent.

Charcoal, although popular in some whitening toothpastes, has been reported to be highly abrasive, posing risks of excessive dentin 
wear [26]. Dionysopoulos et al. [27] found that charcoal-containing toothpaste resulted in the highest surface roughness and exhibited 
the greatest surface loss in their study on abrasive wear of dentin, following tooth brushing simulation. This finding is similar to the 
results observed by Pertiwi et al. [28], where brushing with a charcoal-containing whitening toothpaste for three months led to an 
increase in surface roughness.

Toothpastes containing hydrated silica induced less abrasive wear on dentin [29] compared to charcoal whitening toothpastes, 
which caused more extensive and deep craters in the tooth surface [30]. After comparing silica toothpastes with those containing 
calcium carbonate, Priyam et al. [31] showed moderate abrasive dentin wear after brushing with toothpastes that contain silica. 
Similarly, it was reported that whitening toothpastes containing sodium hexametaphosphate demonstrated higher dentin abrasion 
than silica toothpastes [32].

This aligns with our findings at high zirconia concentrations, suggesting that while these agents can be effective in removing stains, 
they must be used with caution to avoid damaging the tooth structure. These findings indicate that while lower concentrations may be 
safer for dental health, higher concentrations should be used with caution due to their potential to cause significant dentin wear.

As individuals choose the right toothpaste to maintain oral health without compromising tooth structure, and given the limited 
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studies on zirconia-containing toothpastes, further research is needed to evaluate their abrasive effects on dentin.

5. Conclusion

Based on the results of this study, the following conclusions can be drawn: 

1) Zirconia toothpaste demonstrated minimal abrasive impact at concentrations of 0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 %.
2) At a concentration of 5 %, zirconia toothpaste exhibited a substantial abrasive effect on dentin.
3) Toothpaste with zirconia at concentrations of 0.5 %, 1 %, and 2 % resulted in a decrease in dentin roughness.
4) At the highest concentration (5 %), an increase in dentin roughness was observed.
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Fig. 7. Graphical Representation of Dentine Surface roughness(micrometers) before and after brushing with different toothpaste concentrations.

Table 4 
Mean differences in dentine surface roughness (micrometers) before and after brushing with different toothpaste concentrations, as measured by 
profilometry.

Groups Difference 
Mean ± SD 
Median (Rank)

% Differences Dunn’s test results (p-values)

A. TP 0.5 % 0.62 ± 0.51 
0.29 (0.16–1.40)

− 38.35 % 0.87 (ns)

B. TP 1 % 0.37 ± 0.44 
0.20 (− 0.15–1.02)

− 32.75 % 0.74 (ns)

C. TP 2 % 0.51 ± 0.60 
0.71 (− 0.58–1.08)

− 32.74 % 0.62 (ns)

D. TP 5 % − 0.51 ± 1.49 
− 0.39 (− 1.88–2.07)

+26.96 % 0.03*

P- value KW test P = 0.069

Significance: *p < 0.05 indicates significant difference between the 5 % concentration and the other groups after adjusting for multiple comparisons.

Fig. 8. Distribution of Mean differences on dentine roughness (%) before and after brushing with different toothpaste concentrations.

M. Stavileci et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                      Heliyon 11 (2025) e41867 

8 



Gjelaj: Formal analysis, Data curation.

Data availability statement

The data supporting this study’s findings are available from the corresponding authors upon request.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to 
influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgements

The authors extend their appreciation to Msc. Mexhait Rrustemi, a mechanical engineer.
from the Faculty of Mechanical Engineering at the University of Prishtina, for his invaluable.
assistance in performing the profilometric measurements of the samples. His expertise and.
dedication have significantly contributed to the success of this research.

References

[1] C. Kuhne, U. Lohbauer, S. Raiths, S. Reich S, Measurement of tooth wear by means of digital impressions: an in vitro evaluation of three intraoral scanning 
systems, Appl. Sci. 11 (2021) 5161, https://doi.org/10.3390/app11115161.

[2] Y. Morozova, P. Holik, R. Ctvrtlik, J. Tomastik, et al., Methods of wear measuring in dentistry, IOSR Journal of dental and Medical Sciences 15 (2016) 63–68, 
https://doi.org/10.9790/0853-1506116368.

[3] M. Minoux, R. Serfaty, Vital tooth whitening: biologic adverse effects—a review, Quintessence Int. 39 (2008) 645–659, https://doi.org/10.12691/ijdsr-6-2-4.
[4] U.K. Vural, Z. Bagdatli, A.E. Yilmaz, F.Y. Cakir, E. Altundasar, S. Gurgan, Effects of charcoal-based whitening toothpastes on human enamel in terms of color, 

surface roughness, and microhardness: an in vitro study, Clin. Oral Invest. 25 (2021) 5977–5985, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00784-021-03859-7.
[5] J.E. Dahl, U. Pallesen, Tooth Bleaching—A Critical Review of the Biological Aspects, vol. 14, Critical Reviews in Oral Biology & Medicine, 2003, pp. 292–304, 

https://doi.org/10.1177/154411130301400409.
[6] A. Joiner, The bleaching of teeth: a review of the literature, J. Dent. 34 (2006) 412–419, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2006.02.002.

Fig. 9. Representative images from a single dentin sample in the study reveal the morphological differences between unbrushed dentin surfaces and 
those brushed with four varying concentrations of toothpaste. These images, captured using confocal microscopy at 20x magnification, illustrate the 
impact of tooth brushing on dentin morphology. (A): unbrushed surface; (B): brushed with 0.5 % concentration; (C): brushed with 1 % concen-
tration; (D): brushed with 2 % concentration; (E): brushed with 5 % concentration; (F): the surface profile changes evaluated on microscopy between 
the unbrushed sample and the sample brushed with the highest concentration of Zirconia (5 %).

M. Stavileci et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                      Heliyon 11 (2025) e41867 

9 

https://doi.org/10.3390/app11115161
https://doi.org/10.9790/0853-1506116368
https://doi.org/10.12691/ijdsr-6-2-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00784-021-03859-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/154411130301400409
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2006.02.002


[7] A. Joiner, M.J. Pickles, S. Lynch, T.F. Cox, The measurement of enamel wear by four toothpastes, Int. Dent. J. 58 (2008) 23–28, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1875- 
595X.2008.tb00172.x.

[8] R. Singh, S. Sharma, L. Shah, S. Singh, Comparative evaluation of tooth substance loss and its correlation with the abrasivity and chemical composition of 
different dentifrices, Indian J. Dent. Res. 27 (2016) 630–636, https://doi.org/10.4103/0970-9290.199601.

[9] D.N.R. Teixeira, R.Z. Thomas, P.V. Soares, M.S. Cune, M.M.M. Gresnigt, D.E. Slot, Prevalence of noncarious cervical lesions among adults: a systematic review, 
J. Dent. 95 (2020) 103285, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2020.103285.

[10] T. Attin, P.R. Schmidlin, Impact of surface roughness and surface-morphology of restorative materials and natural teeth on bacterial adhesion and biofilm 
formation, J. Adhes. Dent. 17 (2015) 107–116.

[11] A.M. Kielbassa, M. Maier, A.K. Gieren, et al., Tooth sensitivity during and after vital tooth bleaching: a systematic review on an unsolved problem, Quintessence 
Int. 46 (2015) 881–897, https://doi.org/10.3290/j.qi.a34700.

[12] J.O. Grippo, M. Simring, T.A. Coleman, Abfraction, abrasion, biocorrosion, and the enigma of noncarious cervical lesions: a 20-year perspective, J. Esthetic 
Restor. Dent. 16 (2004) 154–166, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1708-8240.2004.tb00026.x.

[13] M. Addy, S.R. Smith, Abrasion, erosion, and attrition: are we ignoring desludging in our preventive strategies? Int. J. Dent. Hyg. 8 (2010) 211–215, https://doi. 
org/10.1111/j.1601-5037.2010.00483.x.

[14] A. Joiner, The cleaning of teeth: how toothpastes and toothbrushing interact to promote oral health, J. Dent. 38 (2010) e3–e12, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
jdent.2010.04.017.

[15] A. Wiegand, N. Schlueter, The role of oral hygiene: does toothbrushing harm? Monogr. Oral Sci. 25 (2014) 215–219, https://doi.org/10.1159/000359943.
[16] M. Addy, M.L. Hunter, Can tooth brushing damage your health? Effects on oral and dental tissues, Int. Dent. J. 53 (2003) 177–186, https://doi.org/10.1111/ 

j.1875-595X.2003.tb00761.x.
[17] F. Lippert, An introduction to toothpaste - its purpose, history, and ingredients, in: K.M. Ekstrand, N.J. Larsen, E.F. Solomon (Eds.), Toothpastes, Karger 

Publishers, 2017, pp. 1–14, https://doi.org/10.1159/000479043.
[18] S.R. Myneni SR, Effect of baking soda in dentifrices on plaque removal, J Am Dent Assoc 148 (2017) S4–S9, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adaj.2017.09.004.
[19] A.B. Borges, L.F. Santos, M.G. Augusto, D. Bonfiette, A.T. Hara, C.R. Torres, Toothbrushing abrasion susceptibility of enamel and dentin bleached with calcium- 

supplemented hydrogen peroxide gel, J. Dent. 49 (2016) 54–59, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2016.03.009.
[20] S. Suriyasangpetch, P. Sivavong, B. Niyatiwatchanchai, et al., Effect of whitening tooth-paste on surface roughness and colour alteration of artificiallyextrinsic 

stained human enamel: in vitro study, Dent. J. 10 (2022) 191, https://doi.org/10.3390/dj1010019.
[21] N. Jamwal, et al., Effect of whitening toothpastes on the surface roughness and microhardness of human teeth-an in vitro study, Clin Oral Investig 27 (2023) 

7889–7897, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00784-023-05381-9.
[22] B. Wang, Cleaning, abrasion, and polishing effect of novel perlite toothpaste abrasive, J. Clin. Dent. 24 (2013) 88–93.
[23] H. Al-Badri, S.A. Al-Shammaree, A. Banerjee, L. Al-Taee, The in-vitro development of novel enzyme-based chemo-mechanical caries removal agents, J. Dent. 

(2023), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2023.104714.
[24] M.C. Pauli, M.Y.S. Kanemaru, W. Francisco Vieira-Junior, D.A.N. Lima, J.L. Bicas, G.R. Leonardi, Current status of whitening agents and enzymes in Dentistry, 

Brazilian Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences 58 (2022) e19501, https://doi.org/10.1590/s2175-979020201000X32e19501.
[25] B.T. Amaechi, T.S. Phillips, V. Evans, et al., The potential of hydroxyapatite toothpaste to prevent root caries: a pH-cycling study, Clin. Cosmet. Invest. Dent. 13 

(2021) 315–324, https://doi.org/10.2147/CCIDE.S319631.
[26] D.B.M. Tomás, M.P. Pecci-Lloret, J. Guerrero-Gironés, Effectiveness and abrasiveness of activated charcoal as a whitening agent: a systematic review of in vitro 

studies, Annals of anatomy = Anatomischer Anzeiger : official organ of the Anatomische Gesellschaft. 245 (2023) 151998, https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
aanat.2022.151998.

[27] D. Dionysopoulos, S. Papageorgiou, C. Papadopoulos, S. Davidopoulou, A. Konstantinidis, K. Tolidis, Effect of whitening toothpastes with different active agents 
on the abrasive wear of dentin following tooth brushing simulation, J. Funct. Biomater. 14 (2023) 268, https://doi.org/10.3390/jfb14050268.

[28] U.I. Pertiwi, N. Kuntari, S. Sunarintyas, Surface roughness and microhardness of enamel after brushing with charcoal-containing and whitening toothpaste, 
Padjadjaran J. Dent. 32 (2020) 204–209, https://doi.org/10.24198/pjd.vol32no3.23637.

[29] N. Osmanaj, S. Petersen, M. Eisenburger, A. Greuling, Abrasion behavior of different charcoal toothpastes on human dentin when using electric toothbrushes, 
Dent. J. 10 (2022) 46, https://doi.org/10.3390/dj10030046.

[30] A. Forouzanfar, P. Hasanpour, Y. Yazdandoust, H. Bagheri, H.S. Mohammadipour, Evaluating the effect of active charcoal-containing toothpaste on color 
change, microhardness, and surface roughness of tooth enamel and resin composite restorative materials, International journal of dentistry (2023) 6736623, 
https://doi.org/10.1155/2023/6736623.

[31] S. Priyam, R. Sankeshwari, S. Jalihal, R. Singhal, S. Vyavahare, A.V. Ankola, Comparative evaluation of abrasiveness among three dentifrices: an in vitro study, 
International journal of clinical pediatric dentistry 16 (2023) 264–269, https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10005-2576.

[32] S. Kim, C.H. Lee, S. Ma, Y.S. Park, Whitening efficacy of toothpastes on coffee-stained teeth: an enamel surface analysis, Int. Dent. J. (2024), https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.identj.2024.02.006.

M. Stavileci et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                      Heliyon 11 (2025) e41867 

10 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1875-595X.2008.tb00172.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1875-595X.2008.tb00172.x
https://doi.org/10.4103/0970-9290.199601
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2020.103285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2405-8440(25)00247-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2405-8440(25)00247-6/sref10
https://doi.org/10.3290/j.qi.a34700
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1708-8240.2004.tb00026.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5037.2010.00483.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5037.2010.00483.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2010.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2010.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1159/000359943
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1875-595X.2003.tb00761.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1875-595X.2003.tb00761.x
https://doi.org/10.1159/000479043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adaj.2017.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2016.03.009
https://doi.org/10.3390/dj1010019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00784-023-05381-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2405-8440(25)00247-6/sref22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2023.104714
https://doi.org/10.1590/s2175-979020201000X32e19501
https://doi.org/10.2147/CCIDE.S319631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aanat.2022.151998
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aanat.2022.151998
https://doi.org/10.3390/jfb14050268
https://doi.org/10.24198/pjd.vol32no3.23637
https://doi.org/10.3390/dj10030046
https://doi.org/10.1155/2023/6736623
https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10005-2576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.identj.2024.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.identj.2024.02.006

	In vitro evaluation and comparison of the abrasive capacity of zirconia whitening toothpaste at different concentrations on ...
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Primary hypothesis (H₁)
	1.2 Secondary hypothesis (H₂)
	1.3 Exploratory hypothesis (H₃)

	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Preparation of samples
	2.2 Experimental procedure
	2.3 Statistics

	3 Results
	3.1 Dentine weight changes
	3.2 Dentine roughness
	3.2.1 Effects of tooth brushing on surface morphology alterations


	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusion
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Data availability statement
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgements
	References


