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Abstract: Commercial Yttria-tetragonal zirconia polycrystalline (Y-TZP) was subjected to surface
treatments, and the bond strength of dual resin cement to Y-TZP and failure modes were evaluated.
Disks (12 mm × 2 mm), cylinders (7 mm × 3.3 mm), and bars (25 mm × 5 mm × 2 mm) were
milled from Y-TZP CAD-CAM blocks, divided into seven groups, and subjected to different surface
treatments; silicatization was used as control. On the basis of the literature, this study evaluated
modifications with films containing SiO2 nanoparticles and silane; SiO2+ZrO2—SiO2 (50%) and
ZrO2 (50%) nanoparticles, SiO2+ZrO2/Silane-SiO2 (50%) and ZrO2 (50%) nanoparticles, and silane.
Specimens were analyzed by wettability (n = 3), surface free energy (n = 3), X-ray diffraction (n = 1),
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) (n = 1), roughness (n = 5), shear bond test (n = 10), and
dynamic modulus (n = 3). Specimens treated with hydrofluoric acid—HF 40% presented significantly
higher contact angle and lowest surface free energy (p < 0.05). The SiO2/Silane presented crystalline
SiO2 on the surface. The surface roughness was significantly higher for groups treated with nanofilms
(p < 0.05). Shear bond strength was significantly higher for silicatization, HF 40%/silicatization,
SiO2/Silane, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups. The proposed treatments with nanofilms had potentially
good results without prejudice to the physicochemical characteristics of zirconia. Generally, groups
that underwent silica surface deposition and silanization had better bond strength (p < 0.005).

Keywords: Y-TZP zirconia; bond strength; surface treatment

1. Introduction

Dentists and patients prefer restorations that simulate natural teeth. Ceramics have
been developed to enable metal-free restorations with excellent aesthetics and high me-
chanical performance [1–8]. Yttria-tetragonal zirconia polycrystalline (Y-TZP) has been
used in both conventional and implant prostheses because of its excellent mechanical prop-
erties and biocompatibility, being easily milled in computer-aided design/computer-aided
manufacturing (CAD-CAM) equipment [3,7,9–13].

The clinical success of these restorations depends on a stable and robust bond with
the dental tissues [8,13–18]. Y-TZP still has problems with adhesion stability because of its
microstructural characteristics, lack of silica, and glass matrix that comprise the etching
and silanization process [8,12,19,20].

Factors such as wettability, surface free energy, surface roughness, and chemical
adhesion can directly influence bond strength [21–23].

Airborne particle abrasion and chemical surface treatment schemes have been pro-
posed to alter the surface properties of Y-TZP and improve the adhesion to the underlying
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structure [8]. Airborne particle abrasion with alumina particles (50 to 125 µm) was pro-
posed by promoting surface irregularities and increasing the wettability through bond
agents [8,24–29]. However, some authors argued that airborne particle abrasion cause mi-
crocracks on the Y-TZP surface, leading to premature catastrophic failure [26], while others
claim that these treatments inhibit crack propagation, increasing the resistance [14,30,31].

Acids were also used at different concentrations and times to favor adhesion [32–36]. In
addition, acid etching at elevated temperatures (70–80 ◦C) has been tested, showing higher
bond strength by increasing molecular activity of etching in a short time, promoting sharp
and rougher surface than acids used at room (20–25 ◦C) temperature [37]. Another study
that evaluated the effect of HF etching in different concentrations and temperatures showed
that the increase in temperature and HF concentration increased the surface roughness of
Y-TZP; however, shear bond strength was similar for HF 40% at room temperature, HF 20%,
and HF 40% at 70–80 ◦C [38]. Similarly, acid etching by inducing a phase transition
(decreasing the performance of Y-TZP) is also controversial [32].

Resin primers or cement containing 10 methacryloloyloxydecyl dihydrogen phos-
phate (10-MDP) monomers have also presented conflicting results. Several studies have
shown improved bonding strength to Y-TZP because the acid contains a chemical struc-
ture with long, hydrophobic spaced carbon chains that can form double bonds with
zirconia [16,20,34,39–44]. In contrast, other studies have shown that the chemical bond
between Y-TZP and MDP molecules is prone to hydrolysis at high humidity, impairing the
bond [16].

Tribochemical silica coating is a treatment that combines mechanical surface abrasion
(Al2O3) with chemical functionalization by silanization of silica particles. Therefore, Y-TZP
presents silica in its surface layer, allowing the compatibility between inorganic and organic
surfaces [26,28,39–42,45–49]. The deposited coating layer is chemically bonded to zirconia
and has also been reported to be reactive with organosilane coupling agents [50].

The effect of nonthermal atmospheric pressure plasma treatment was also proposed by
chemically modifying the surface of Y-TZP without compromising mechanical properties.
A previous study showed that surface energy increased after this treatment, but roughness
was not affected; Thus shear bond strength of this treatment was better than control (without
any treatment) but lower than sandblasting [51]. The association of this treatment with
primers did not improve the shear strength of resin to Y-TZP [52]. Sonochemical treatment
before and after sintering was also compared to sandblasting to alter the surface of Y-TZP
and affect shear bond strength. Although sonochemical treatment alters roughness in a
nanoscale while sandblasting alters in a microscale, both treatments presented similar shear
bond strength [53].

Resin types of cement have an adequate bond strength to ceramics because they have
satisfactory flow, wettability, and chemical interaction. Thus, changes in topography and
surface modify the total area and its physicochemical features, improving the adhesive
system wetting [27,54–57].

Several surface treatments have been proposed to modify surface features in order to
improve shear bond strength by interfering with the mechanical and chemical interaction
with Y-TZP, but any substantial improvement has not been noted yet. Thus, the present
study aimed to modify the surface of Y-TZP using ZrO2 or SiO2 nanofilms in the search for
better chemical interaction with 10-MDP of resin types of cement or silane, respectively.

The objective of this study was to characterize the surface of Y-TZP subjected to
different surface treatments and to evaluate the bond strength and failure mode of Y-TZP
obtained by CAD-CAM. The aim of this study is to investigate the potential of different
nanofilms used to treat the zirconia surface, comparing them to other treatment methods
already used, characterizing the treated surfaces, and testing the bond strength. The
research hypothesis is that the different surface treatments do not alter the Y-TZP surface
when compared with silicatization (control), not improving the bond strength of dual resin
cement to Y-TZP.
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2. Materials and Methods

This study was divided into Part 1—Surface treatments and shear bond strength and
Part 2–Dynamic modulus.

The number of specimens was based on previous studies, as cited for each test. The
ideal number of layers to be deposited on the surfaces was determined in a pilot study
according to the changes in the contact angle (increase in wettability), surface free energy
(increase in free energy), and morphological analysis of the surface in SEM.

2.1. Part 1—Surface Treatments and Shear Bond Strength

Commercial Y-TZP (In Coris ZI; Sirona Dental; Composition: Zirconium dioxide + hafnium
dioxide + yttrium trioxide >99 wt.%, aluminum trioxide <0.5 wt.%, and other oxides <0.5 wt.%)
disks and cylinders were milled (Cerec inLab MCXL; Sirona Dental) from CAD-CAM
blocks following manufacturer instructions, and after sintered (inFire HTC Speed; Sirona
Dental) using a specific sintering cycle provided by Sirona Dental achieving the desired
dimensions (12 mm × 2 mm for disks, and 7 mm × 3.3 mm for cylinders). Disks were
divided into 7 groups according to surface treatment, as shown in Figure 1:

1 

 

 

Figure 1. Study workflow.

Silicatization: airborne-particle abrasion with 110 µm silica-modified Al2O3 (Ro-
catec Plus; 3M ESPE) for 15 s under 3 bar pressure and distance of 20 mm, with the
application of a silane coupling agent [RelyX Ceramic Primer, 3M ESPE. Composition:
3-MPS-methacryloxypropyltrimethoxysilane (pre-hydrolyzed silane), ethanol, water [49]–
control group;

HF—Treatment with Hydrofluoric Acid (HF) 40% for 210 s and washing with water
for 30 s [34];

HF/silicatization—treatment with HF 40%, and after silicatization and application of
a silane coupling agent (RelyX Ceramic Primer);

ZrO2—Surface modification with a film containing ZrO2 nanoparticles obtained by
the sol–gel process;
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SiO2/Silane—surface modification with a film containing SiO2 nanoparticles, obtained
by the sol–gel process and application of a silane coupling agent (RelyX Ceramic Primer);

SiO2+ZrO2—surface modification with a film containing SiO2 (50%) and ZrO2 (50%)
nanoparticles obtained by the sol–gel process;

SiO2+ZrO2/Silane—surface modification with a film containing SiO2 (50%) and ZrO2
(50%) nanoparticles, obtained by the sol–gel process and application of a silane coupling
agent (RelyX Ceramic Primer).

Cylinders were not submitted to any surface treatment simulating the interior surface
of a monolithic zirconia crown cemented over a zirconia abutment represented by the
disk surface.

Colloidal dispersions containing ZrO2 nanoparticles were prepared by the hydrolysis
of the precursor oxide-zirconium chloride (ZrOCl2.8H2O-Sigma/Aldrich 99%). The salt
was initially dissolved in ethanol and heated at 60 ◦C for 1 h. The average size of the
particles obtained was 50 nm.

Colloidal dispersions of SiO2 particles were prepared from the precursor ethyl tetraethyl
orthosilicate solution (TEOS-Si(CH2CH3O)4/Sigma-Aldrich 99%) containing water and
hydrochloric acid as a catalyst for hydrolysis.

To prepare the mixed colloidal dispersions of ZrO2:SiO2 with a Zr:Si 1:1 molar ratio,
the dispersion of ZrO2 nanoparticles in ethanol was mixed with the solution of tetraethyl
orthosilicate. The TEOS:HCl:ethanol:H2O ratio was 1:0.01:37.9:2. The mixture was main-
tained for 1 h at 65 ◦C and was ready to be used in preparing the coatings after 16 h at
room temperature. The size of the mixed particles, determined by dynamic light scattering,
was 100 nm.

A preliminary study was performed regarding the ideal number of layers to be de-
posited on the surfaces. Films were prepared to contain 1, 5, 10, and 20 layers of each
precursor solution. The contact angle (wettability), surface energy, and surface qualitative
analysis were performed by scanning electron microscopy on the specimen. For each
number of pre-established layers and nanofilm proposed, 3 disks were obtained for a total
of 36 disks to assess wettability and surface energy. One disk was preserved without any
treatment for comparison.

The Y-TZP disks were covered with nanoparticles from the prepared dispersions with
the aid of a dip-coater system. For this, they were immersed for 5 min and calcinated at
900 ◦C for 1 min, and for deposition of the subsequent layers, each disk was immersed
again in the respective dispersions for 5 min, calcinated for 1 min, and cooled for 5 min.

The definition of the number of layers to be deposited on the disc surfaces for groups
ZrO2, SiO2/Silane, SiO2+ZrO2, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane was developed from a pilot study,
in which wettability characteristics, surface energy and surface morphology of the samples
were evaluated. It was possible to define an ideal for the subsequent tests to modify the
surfaces of the ZrO2 group with 10 layers of nanoparticles since this number of layers
promoted the lowest values of contact angle and the highest values of surface energy. For
the SiO2+Silane group, the amount of 5 layers was defined. In this group, there were no
differences between the amounts of layers when analyzing the contact angle. Despite the
lower surface energy found for 5 layers, this amount was selected considering the high
absolute value obtained. Considering the similar wettability between the groups, working
with the application of only one layer of silica oxide nanoparticles could generate little
deposition of surface silica, which is a fundamental part of adhesion. Not using more
than 5 coats would be justified because there is no difference between wettability, and
applying 10 or 20 coats would take a long time and increase costs. In the SiO2+ZrO2 group,
5 layers were selected considering the lowest wettability found (similar to 10 layers) and
the statistical similarity for surface energy between the layers. Likewise, the application
of 10 layers would be time and cost-intensive without considerable improvements in the
evaluated characteristics.

Silicatization and HF/silicatization groups were initially air-abraded with 110 µm
alumina particles under 3 bar pressure for 15 s, 20 mm from the Y-TZP surface, and after
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being subjected to silicatization (110 µm silica-coated alumina particles (SiO2; Rocatec Plus;
3M ESPE) [47]. A silane coupling agent (Rely X Ceramic Primer; 3M ESPE) was applied in
silicatization, HF/silicatization, SiO2, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups for 60 s and dried to
achieve chemical bonding.

2.1.1. Wettability and Surface Free Energy

Disks (n = 3) were used to measure the contact angles, wettability, and surface free
energy, using a goniometer (OCA-20 Dataphysics (Stuttgart, Germany); Dataphysics Instru-
ments) [23,58,59]. The sessile drop technique with three liquids (water, diiodomethane, and
formamide) with different surface tensions was used. The image of a drop on the surface
was registered. Three measurements of the contact angle on each specimen were performed,
and the average was determined. The values of contact angles, surface tension (mJ.m−2),
and dispersive and polar components (mJ.m−2) were calculated using software based on
the formula of Owens–Wendt–Kaelble [60].

2.1.2. X-ray Diffraction (XRD)

To determine the alterations in the crystalline phase of the disks resulting from the
surface treatments, XRD patterns from one specimen for each group were obtained using a
diffractometer (Bruker-ASX D 5005; Bruker Corp (Karlsruhe, Germany)) with Ni-filtered
Cu-Kα radiation. The diffraction peaks were indexed on the basis of the power diffraction
files (PDF) of the International Centre for Diffraction Data (ICDD, Newtown Square, PA,
USA) [61].

2.1.3. Fourier Transform Infrared-Attenuated Total Reflectance (FTIR-ATR)

Spectra were obtained from the same XRD specimens by FTIR spectroscopy (Shimadzu
IR-Prestige 21; Shimadzu Corp., Kyoto, Japan) with an attenuated total reflectance (ATR)
sampling accessory. This technique is used for the qualitative and semi-quantitative
characterization of a specimen.

2.1.4. Roughness

The surface roughness of the disks (n = 5) was determined using a 3D laser confocal
microscope (LEXT 3D Measuring Laser Microscope OLS4000; Olympus) [58,62]. Objective
lenses of 100× and 2132× magnification were used. Measurements were performed with
specimens presintered, sintered, and after the treatments. Magnified images (108 and 432×)
were digitally analyzed to calculate the surface roughness Sa as the arithmetic average of
the 3D roughness.

2.1.5. Shear Bond Test

Y-TZP (In Coris ZI; Sirona Dental Systems GmbH, Bensheim, Germany) CAD-CAM
cylinders (n = 10) [63–65] were cemented using dual-cure resin cement (Panavia F 2.0;
Kuraray, Tokyo, Japan), onto the Y-TZP disks (n = 5) that were embedded in acrylic resin
with the treated surface exposed. Two cylinders were individually cemented on each disk.
Cementation procedures were performed using a parallelometer to ensure that the cylinder
was positioned perpendicular to the disk surface, and a uniform layer of resin cement
was ensured by using a 200 g weight throughout the process. Cement was light-cured for
80 s, 20 s on each side (Emitter C, Schuster Equipamentos Odontológicos–1250 mW/cm2).
Oxygen-blocking gel (Oxyguard II; Kuraray medical Inc., Tokyo, Japan) was applied at the
margins after the light-polymerizing procedure, and the cement was light-polymerized
again for 80 s as described above. Specimens were stored at 100% humidity at 37 ◦C
for 24 h. In this study, no artificial aging was performed to avoid interference in the
cementation process. The idea was to characterize the potential best outcome by including
the subsequent aging study based on the results obtained now. The shear bond strength
test was performed according to ISO/TR 11405 [66] in a universal testing machine (BioPdi,
São Carlos, SP, Brazil) using a chisel knife at 0.5 mm/min speed and load cell of 100 N. The
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shear bond strength (MPa) was calculated considering the maximum force (N) and bond
area (mm2) based on the diameter of each cylinder. After testing with the first cylinder,
a second cylinder was luted on the other areas of the Y-TZP disk and subjected to shear tests
under the same conditions described. Each cylinder was cemented and tested individually.

All specimens were analyzed under a stereomicroscope (S8APO; Leica Microsystems,
Wetzlar, Germany) at 40× magnification. The failure mode was classified as adhesive
(between dual-cure resin cement and surface treated of the disk), mixed (adhesive and
cohesive failure of dual-cure resin cement). When dual-cure resin cement was noted at the
surface of the treated disk, indicating failure between cement and cylinder or failure of
cohesive forces of the cement, it was not possible to determine where the failure occurred,
and the term unclassifiable term is used. The results are expressed as %.

2.2. Part 2: Dynamic Modulus

Bar-shaped specimens (n = 3) [67,68] were cut from CAD-CAM blocks (InCoris Zi
Maxi L; Sirona Dental) using a precision saw. Sintering was performed according to
the manufacturer’s instructions. They were analyzed in three conditions: presintered
(40 mm × 6.25 mm × 2.5 mm), post-sintered (25 mm × 5 mm × 2 mm), and after surface
treatments, as described previously.

The elastic modulus was evaluated by the impulse excitation technique (ASTM E-1876)
using Sonelastic equipment (ATCP Engenharia Física). Bending excitation was used. [68]

Statistical Analysis

The surface free energy and wettability data were analyzed by nonparametric Kruskal–
Wallis and Dunn tests. The surface roughness and dynamic modulus data were analyzed
using a linear model of mixed effects because of intragroup (presintering, postsintering, and
post-treatment) and intergroup (silicatization to SiO2+ZrO2/Silane) comparisons. Multiple
comparisons were made by orthogonal contrasts using PROC GLM from SAS version 9.3
(SAS Institute Inc. (Cary, NC, USA)). The shear bond strength data were compared by
one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and the Tukey test. To analyze whether there was
an association between the failure types and the groups, a chi-square test was performed.
A significance level of 5% was used.

3. Results

Wettability and surface free energy results are presented in Table 1. Silicatization
and HF groups presented the lowest contact angles that the software was not able to
measure. ZrO2 and SiO2/Silane groups presented contact angles significantly lower than
HF. HF presented the highest contact angle and lowest surface energy. The use of silane
in silicatization, HF/silicatization, and SiO2/Silane groups was important to increase
wettability (low contact angles) and surface free energy. With the SiO2+ZrO2, after the
silane application, the drop spread completely. The silane increased wettability and caused
the drop to spread in such a way that the equipment was not able to measure the angle
between the drop and the disk. So, the silane was responsible for increasing wettability,
consequently increasing the surface energy. The application of silane would be necessary
because of the presence of silica on the surface of the disk, but it could be omitted depending
on what we found in relation to the other groups. After this, there were no results for the
SiO2+ZrO2 /Silane group.

All groups presented similar XRD patterns except for SiO2/Silane group (Figure 2). In
this group, a peak at 2θ = 22◦ (red *) indicated the presence of crystalline SiO2 (cristobalite
PDF 39–1425) at the surface.

Spectra generated from the surface of the treated disks are presented in Figure 3.
The deposition of SiO2 (in the SiO2/Silane group) was confirmed by FTIR. The spec-

trum shows the presence of the band at 1070 cm−1 and a secondary band at 800 cm−1,
both attributed to O-SiO. It was not possible to analyze the chemical composition of the
specimens in ZrO2 and SiO2+ZrO2 groups using this technique because the ZrO2 results
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in bands between 500–600 cm−1, which is outside the detector range of the reflection
accessory used.

Table 1. The contact angles (θa) and surface free energy (γs), and γs = γS
p (polar component) + γS

d

(dispersive component) values after the different surface treatments.

Groups
Contact Angle

θa (◦)
Surface Free Energy

γS (mJ.m−2)
Polar Component
γS

p (mJ.m−2)

Dispersive
Component
γS

d (mJ.m−2)

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Control <3.0 71.89 (0.32) A 45.66 (4.61) A 26.23 (4.88) A

HF 56.0 (12.0) A 52.66 (6.83) B 20.71 (5.46) B 31.95 (2.1) B

HF/
Silicatization <3.0 71.89 (0.31) A 45.66 (4.61) A 26.23 (4.88) A

ZrO2 28.5 (5.0) B 68.05 (0.7) BC 37.86 (0.36) BC 29.81 (0.37) AB

SiO2/Silane 13.0 (2.0) B 69.68 (0.2) AC 42.76 (1.07) AC 26.91 (1.03) A

SiO2+ZrO2 25.3 (3.0) AB 63.77 (5.33) BC 35.67 (2.84) BC 31.39 (4.58) B

Different uppercase letters (in the column) represent significant differences (p-value < 0.05).
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Figure 2. X-ray diffraction patterns for Y-TZP disks before and after different treatments. Untreated
and coated disks with ZrO2 film have the same diffraction characteristics. Red * indicated the presence
of crystalline SiO2 at the surface.

For surface roughness, there was a significant difference among groups (p < 0.05),
among Y-TZP processing stages (p < 0.05), and group*Y-TZP processing stages (p < 0.05).
As group*Y-TZP processing stages was significant, groups presented different behavior at
each Y-TZP processing stage. Before and after sintering, surface roughness was statistically
similar once any surface treatment was performed, but after treatments, groups treated with
nanofilms (ZrO2, SiO2/Silane, SiO2+ZrO2, SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups) presented higher
surface roughness than control and groups treated with HF (Table 2).

Representative images of each group submitted to 3D confocal microscopy are pre-
sented in Figure 4. There were more evident changes in the surface morphology of
ZrO2, SiO2/Silane, SiO2+ZrO2, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups. In silicatization, HF, and
HF/silicatization groups, the surface treatments promoted uniform modifications.

The shear bond strength of groups HF/silicatization, SiO2/Silane, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane
was statistically similar to silicatization and higher than other groups, especially ZrO2
(p = 0.005), which displayed lower values of shear bond strength, but without a significant
difference to groups HF and SiO2+ZrO2 (Table 3).
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sented in Figure 4. There were more evident changes in the surface morphology of ZrO2, 

Figure 3. ATR-FTIR spectra of specimens after surface treatments: (A) silicatization; (B) HF;
(C) HF/silicatization; (D) SiO2/Silane.

Table 2. Surface roughness (Sa) of the Y-TZP discs before sintering, after sintering, and after surface
treatments. Results are presented as mean (standard deviation).

Groups
Presintering After Sintering After Treatment

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Control 1.72 (0.37) Aa 2.40 (0.32) Ab 2.09 (0.12) Ab

HF 1.71 (0.39) Aa 2.70 (0.49) Ab 2.18 (0.19) Ab

HF/silicatization 1.76 (0.55) Aa 2.59 (0.60) Ab 1.81 (0.10) Ac

ZrO2 2.57 (0.49) Aa 3.29 (0.22) Ab 5.20 (0.27) Bc

SiO2/Silane 2.08 (0.61) Aa 3.25 (0.77) Ab 7.08 (0.85) Cc

SiO2+ZrO2 2.10 (0.51) Aa 3.08 (0.59) Ab 4.29 (0.90) Dc

SiO2+ZrO2/Silane 2.06 (0.60) Aa 2.97 (0.30) Ab 6.19 (0.69) Ec
Different uppercase (in the column) and lowercase (line) letters represent significant differences (p-value < 0.05).

Table 3. Shear bond strength (MPa) after the different surface treatments. Data are presented as mean
(standard deviation). (α = 5%).

Groups Mean (SD)

Control 13.49 (3.80) A

HF 7.62 (2.74) BC

HF/silicatization 9.14 (2.41) AB

ZrO2 4.25 (0.3) C

SiO2/Silane 10.36 (3.55) AB

SiO2+ZrO2 7.21 (2.62) BC

SiO2+ZrO2/Silane 10.44 (4.96) AB
Different uppercase letters (in the column) represent significant differences (p-value < 0.05).
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To analyze whether there was an association between the types of failures and the
groups, a chi-square test was performed, in which the likelihood ratio showed no associa-
tion between these variables (p = 0.569) (Figures 5 and 6).

No significant differences were found among groups in the dynamic modulus (p = 0.605).
All groups presented similar behavior at each processing stage. Dynamic modulus at
presintering was statistically lower than postsintering and post-treatment stages (p < 0.05)
(Table 4).
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Table 4. Dynamic modulus (GPa) of bar-shaped specimens are presented as mean (standard deviation)
before sintering, after sintering, and after surface treatments.

Groups

Dynamic Modulus (GPa)

Presintering After Sintering After Treatment

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Control 16.40 (0.27) Aa 208.07 (3.90) Ab 205.26 (3.56) Ab

HF 16.62 (0.47) Aa 210.45 (7.24) Ab 213.10 (8.41) Ab

HF/
Silicatization 16.62 (0.66) Aa 207.29 (11.16) Ab 209.36 (3.85) Ab

ZrO2 16.98 (0.35) Aa 216.85 (1.82) Ab 211.67 (3.38) Ab

SiO2/Silane 16.99 (0.25) Aa 213.69 (3.55) Ab 206.13 (7.12) Ab

SiO2+ZrO2 17.20 (0.22) Aa 212.78 (3.55) Ab 207.96 (4.16) Ab

SiO2+ZrO2/Silane 16.74 (0.40) Aa 214.26 (1.47) Ab 206.98 (0.97) Ab
Different uppercase (in the column) and lowercase letters (line) represent significant differences (p-value < 0.05).

4. Discussion

This study aimed to investigate the effects of nanofilms used to treat Y-TZP surface
on the surface roughness, wettability, surface free energy, surface morphology, dynamic
modulus, and bond strength of Y-TZP to dual resin cement. The hypothesis that different
treatments would not affect the Y-TZP adhesive properties was rejected.

Y-TZP has little or no vitreous portion, and the lack of silica makes the adhesion to
resinous materials difficult. Thus, for effective adhesion, specific surface treatments to favor
the bonding of Y-TZP to resin cement are required [20,27,42,50].

Silicatization and HF/silicatization decreased contact angles and improved wettability,
probably due to the formation of a homogeneous layer, as can be visualized on laser confocal
microscope images (Figure 4). Roughness was not increased, with only modification of
the superficial morphology. Air abrasion with 110 µm alumina particles previously to
the silicatization probably results in greater surface modification than HF etching at the
proposed concentration and time, explaining the surface roughness (Sa) decrease found in
HF/silicatization and the increase in surface free energy (Table 2).

Etching with 40% HF significantly reduced the wettability and surface free energy,
possibly due to the presence of new chemical groups originating from the chemical re-
action of HF and ZrO2 (Table 1). This group exhibited a complex band in the region of
~1000 cm−1, related to the link formation of O-F and O-Zr-F present in the structure of
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the oxy-fluorides of Zr (Figure 3) when analyzed by ATR-FTIR. This band indicates that
there was a chemical reaction between the acid and Y-TZP, interfering with the surface free
energy. Silicatization partially removes this deposited material, which can be evidenced by
band distortion (Figure 3), increasing wettability and surface free energy. The deposition of
approximately 40 nm nanoparticles on the HF-treated surface results in the formation of a
new Zr-oxyfluoride phase, as identified by ATR-FTIR.

Increased roughness (Table 2) also has the potential to raise surface free energy [22,56],
as observed in ZrO2, SiO2/Silane, and SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups (Table 1). The groups
treated by nanofilm deposition presented the highest surface roughness and surface energy.
These treatments caused irregular surfaces, as observed by confocal laser microscopy
(Figure 4), which was responsible for the surface roughness increase. Silicatization and
HF/silicatization groups, despite having modified surfaces, showed a uniform modification
pattern (Figure 4) with lower surface roughness than ZrO2, SiO2/Silane, SiO2+ZrO2, and
SiO2+ZrO2/Silane groups. The surface roughness of these groups was lower than the others
and statistically similar to the post-sintering disks, except in HF/silicatization (Table 2).
The surface roughness of the untreated disks is caused by the milling cutter action during
the CAD-CAM process because the disks did not receive any surface polishing.

Comparing the pre- and postsintering groups (Table 2), it is noted that the surface
roughness of all groups was statistically similar at both stages. However, sintering in-
creased the roughness of all groups. The Y-TZP sintering can lead to shrinkage with up to
25% volume reduction, promoting space closure [69] and leading to the modification of the
topography and higher roughness of the specimens.

Groups silicatization, HF/silicatization, and SiO2/Silane had the highest polar com-
ponent of surface free energy (γS

p) (Table 1) and had the highest bond strength (Table 3).
These results show that the presence of silica followed by silanization is essential for good
adhesion [25,41,45,56], proving that the silane applied to the surface of the disk prior to
fixation interacts with hydrophilic surfaces. Silanes are chemicals composed of bifunctional
molecules responsible for linking the organic phase (resin cement matrix) to the inorganic
filler particles (deposited surface silica), forming a Si–O–Si covalent bond with Si [48].
The resin cement links to silane, preferably through its hydrophilic polymerizing organic
component, explaining the highest shear strength of the groups where the polar component
of the surface free overcomes the dispersive one (nonpolar) (Table 1).

The group SiO2+ZrO2, which was treated with a nanofilm of Si and Zr, displayed
statistically lower bond strength because no silanization was performed. Silicatization
promoted better adhesion, corroborating studies that suggested that this method was effec-
tive for Y-TZP surface treatment [26,27,39,45]. SiO2+ZrO2/Silane group also showed shear
strength values statistically similar to silicatization, HF/silicatization, and SiO2/Silane. In
SiO2+ZrO2, the value of the polar component was reduced (Table 1), but the application
of silane probably increased the surface energy and wettability, making the silica surface
compatible with the organic matrix of the cement and higher bond strength. Silicatization
and HF/silicatization present the lowest contact angle and higher surface energy, allowing
us to infer that the spreading of both silane and resin cement on the treated surface of
Y-TZP is favored.

The chemical composition seems to have a greater influence than roughness in the
adhesive properties. The ZrO2 group, which was coated with a nanofilm of ZrO2, presented
the lowest shear strength (4.25 ± 3.0 MPa), despite having high roughness (Table 2). This
was possibly due to the absence of silica preventing the chemical bonding of the dual
resin cement and the surface modified by the silane. Although the treatment provided
rougher surfaces (5.2 ± 0.27 µm) than the untreated disks (3.29 ± 0.22 µm) and, although
the contact angles and surface energy are statistically similar to the other groups with
nanofilms (Table 1), the adhesive strength was not the same. The absence of silica on the
surface probably leads the adhesive resistance at the expense of micromechanical retention.
The same occurred with the HF group, which had similar surface roughness to silicatization
and HF/silicatization but had the lowest shear bond values (Table 3). The acid modified
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the surface (Figure 4), creating micromechanical retention but not chemical bonding. The
presence of ZrO2 may also contribute to the bond decrease, reducing the surface energy
and making chemical bonding unfeasible. Silicatization after conditioning acid can remove
the oxy-fluoride layer, improving the surface energy and bond strength, as verified by the
results of group HF/silicatization (9.14 ± 2.41 MPa) compared to HF (7.62 ± 2.74 MPa). The
similar bond strength between HF and HF/silicatization can be explained by the presence
of MDP in the resin cement composition.

Analyzing whether there was an association between the failure types and the groups
using the chi-square test, there was no association between these variables (p = 0.569).
Mixed failures were due to the characteristics of the dual resin cement used, which was
composed of MDP with metal oxide affinity as ZrO2 [20,32,35,36,50,54]. The chemical bond
of the resin cement probably occurred due to the MDP action over the nanoparticles of Zr
deposited or over the Y-TZP surface, forming P-O-Zr covalent bonds [48].

The adhesion of thin silicon dioxide films deposited on Y-TZP surfaces is described
in the literature [57]. The deposition of this film allows for chemical bonding between the
deposited silica, silane, and dual resin cement. In this study, this happened when the Y-TZP
surface received SiO2 nanofilm layers.

Thermomechanical stress and water hydrolysis of the resin-cement organic matrix
and MDP-Zr interaction appear to negatively affect the bonding to zirconia [16,56]. In the
current study, after cementation, the specimens were stored in a humid environment for
24 h without submitting to artificial aging that could stress the adhesive bond prior to the
shear tests, and spontaneous failures were not verified prior to the execution of the shear
tests. If the specimens had been subjected to artificial aging, the shear strength and failure
patterns probably could have been different from spontaneous adhesion failures.

The Y-TZP phases were evaluated by XRD. No tetragonal-monoclinic phase transfor-
mations were observed. Surface treatments were not able to generate martensitic transfor-
mations on the material surface [16].

The surface treatment did not affect the dynamic modulus of the samples. Comparing
the values before sintering with that after sintering and treatment, there was a significant
difference once the sintering of Y-TZP resulted in sintering shrinkage with volume reduction
and void closure [49], thus changing the dynamic modulus.

In the absence of a tetragonal-monoclinic transformation verified by XRD (Figure 2),
and while the dynamic modulus of the treated material remains unchanged, the different
treatments do not harm the material structure.

This study has several limitations. First, the samples were not thermally cycled prior
to adhesion testing. Second, the surface treatment is only performed on the surface of the
disk, not on the cylinder. It is then impossible to classify cohesive failures because it is
impossible to accurately identify whether the visible damage affects only the resin cement
or the interface between the resin cement and the untreated surface. Therefore, these are
defined as unclassified errors.

Despite silicatization being considered the gold standard for the tribochemical prepara-
tion of the Y-TZP surface for cementation and bond strength, it has been difficult to supply
the silica-modified Al2O3 material on the market. Thus, numerous studies were motivated
to search for alternatives to obtain better results in the cementation of zirconia pieces.

Although the results obtained by nanoparticle surface treatment are promising for
some studied groups, new research should be carried out to improve nanoparticle solution
dispersions, and improve their obtaining and application techniques, while considering
the possibility of application and infiltration of nanoparticles on presintered zirconia. It
seems feasible to use nanotechnology to coat Y-TZP and improve its adhesion. It should be
noted that the technique for synthesizing nanoparticles using the sol–gel method is simple,
not requiring complex and expensive equipment, presenting the potential to be fabricated
on a commercial scale and available to clinicians.
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5. Conclusions

The results obtained using the proposed nanofilms for SiO2+ZrO2/Silane; SiO2/Silane
groups indicate good potential for obtaining high bond strength values. Generally, the groups
that underwent superficial silica deposition and silanization had the best bond strength.
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6. Malkondu, Ö.; Tinastepe, N.; Akan, E.; Kazazoğlu, E. An overview of monolithic zirconia in dentistry. Biotechnol. Biotechnol.
Equip. 2016, 30, 644–652. [CrossRef]

7. Özkurt-Kayahan, Z. Monolithic zirconia: A review of the literature. Biomed. Res. 2016, 27, 1427–1436.
8. Lima, R.B.W.; Barreto, S.C.; Alfrisany, N.M.; Porto, T.S.; Souza, G.M.; Goes, M.F. Effect of silane and MDP-based primers on the

physico-chemical properties of zirconia and its bond strength to resin cement. Dent. Mater. 2019, 35, 1557–1567. [CrossRef]
9. Bertolini, M.M.; Kempen, J.; Lourenço, E.J.; Telles, D.M. The use of CAD/CAM technology to fabricate a custom ceramic implant

abutment: A clinical report. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 111, 362–366. [CrossRef]
10. Sun, T.; Zhou, S.; Lai, R.; Liu, R.; Ma, S.; Zhou, Z.; Longquan, S. Load-bearing capacity and the recommended thickness of dental

monolithic zirconia single crowns. J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 2014, 35, 93–101. [CrossRef]
11. Kumar, Y.; Jain, V.; Chauhan, S.S.; Bharate, V.; Koli, D.; Kumar, M. Influence of different forms and materials (zirconia or titanium)

of abutments in periimplant soft-tissue healing using matrix metalloproteinase-8: A randomized pilot study. J. Prosthet. Dent.
2017, 118, 475–480. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Russo, D.S.; Cinelli, F.; Sarti, C.; Giachetti, L. Adhesion to zirconia: A systematic review of current conditioning methods and
bonding materials. Dent. J. 2019, 7, 74. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Beuer, F.; Korczynski, N.; Rezac, A.; Naumann, M.; Gernet, W.; Sorensen, J.A. Marginal and internal fit of zirconia based fixed
dental prostheses fabricated with different concepts. Clin. Cosmet. Investig. Dent. 2010, 25, 5–11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2013.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24139756
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24773195
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpor.2014.07.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2015.02.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25842099
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2016.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27697333
http://doi.org/10.1080/13102818.2016.1177470
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2019.07.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2013.08.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2014.03.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.11.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28343676
http://doi.org/10.3390/dj7030074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31374820
http://doi.org/10.2147/CCIDE.S6691
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23662077


Materials 2022, 15, 7905 14 of 16

14. Zandparsa, R.; Talua, N.A.; Finkelman, M.D.; Schaus, S.E. An in vitro comparison of shear bond strength of zirconia to enamel
using different surface treatments. J. Prosthodont. 2014, 23, 117–123. [CrossRef]

15. Amaral, M.; Cesar, P.F.; Bottino, M.A.; Lohbauer, U.; Valandro, L.F. Fatigue behavior of Y-TZP ceramic after surface treatments.
J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 2016, 57, 149–156. [CrossRef]

16. Koenig, V.; Wulfman, C.P.; Derbanne, M.A.; Dupont, N.M.; Le Goff, S.O.; Tang, M.L.; Seidel, L.; Dewael, T.Y.; Vanheusden, A.J.;
Mainjot, A.K. Aging of monolithic zirconia dental prostheses: Protocol for a 5-year prospective clinical study using ex vivo
analyses. Contemp. Clin. Trials Communic. 2016, 4, 25–32. [CrossRef]

17. Chen, C.; Chen, Y.; Lu, Z.; Qian, M.; Xie, H.; Tay, F.R. The effects of water on degradation of the zirconia-resin bond. J. Dent. 2017,
64, 23–29. [CrossRef]

18. Elshiyab, S.H.; Nawafleh, N.; George, R. Survival and testing parameters of zirconia-based crowns under cyclic loading in an
aqueous environment: A systematic review. J. Investig. Clin. Dent. 2017, 8, e12261. [CrossRef]

19. Lee, J.J.; Choi, J.Y.; Seo, J.M. Influence of nano-structured alumina coating on shear bond strength between Y-TZP ceramic and
various dual-cured resin cements. J. Adv. Prosthodont. 2017, 9, 130–137. [CrossRef]

20. Amaral, R.; Rippe, M.; Oliveira, B.G.; Cesar, P.F.; Bottino, M.A.; Valandro, L.F. Evaluation of tensile retention of Y-TZP crowns
after long-term aging: Effect of the core substrate and crown surface conditioning. Oper. Dent. 2014, 39, 619–626. [CrossRef]

21. Özcan, M.; Bernasconi, M. Adhesion to zirconia used for dental restorations: A systematic review and meta-analysis. J. Adhes.
Dent. 2015, 17, 7–26. [PubMed]

22. Abi-Rached, F.O.; Martins, S.B.; Campos, J.A.; Fonseca, R.G. Evaluation of roughness, wettability, and morphology of a yttria-
stabilized tetragonal zirconia polycrystal ceramic after different airborne-particle abrasion protocols. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 112,
1385–1391. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Ramakrishnaiah, R.; Alkheraif, A.A.; Divakar, D.D.; Matinlinna, J.P.; Vallittu, P.K. The Effect of Hydrofluoric Acid Etching
Duration on the Surface Micromorphology, Roughness, and Wettability of Dental Ceramics. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2016, 17, 822.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. El Gamal, A.; Medioni, E.; Rocca, J.P.; Fornaini, C.; Muhammad, O.H.; Brulat-Bouchard, N. Shear bond, wettability and AFM
evaluations on CO2 laser-irradiated CAD/CAM ceramic surfaces. Lasers Med. Sci. 2017, 32, 779–785. [CrossRef]

25. Fonseca, R.G.; Abi-Rached, F.O.; Reis, J.M.S.N.; Rambaldi, E.; Baldissara, P. Effect of particle size on the flexural strength and
phase transformation of an airborne-particle abraded yttria-stabilized tetragonal zirconia polycrystal ceramic. J. Prosthet. Dent.
2013, 110, 510–514. [CrossRef]

26. Özcan, M.; Raadschelders, J.; Vallittu, P.; Lassilla, L. Effect of particle deposition parameters on silica coating of zirconia using a
chairside air-abrasion device. J. Adhes. Dent. 2013, 15, 211–214.

27. Turp, V.; Sen, D.; Tuncelli, B.; Goller, G.; Ozcan, M. Evaluation of air-particle abrasion of Y-TZP with different particles using
microstructural analysis. Aust. Dent. J. 2013, 58, 183–191. [CrossRef]

28. Papia, E.; Larsson, C.; du Toit, M.; Steyern, P.V. Bonding between oxide ceramics and adhesive cement systems: A systematic
review. J. Biomed. Mat. Res. B Appl. Biomater. 2014, 102, 395–413. [CrossRef]

29. Matinlinna, J.P.; Vallittu, P.K. Bonding of resin composites to etchable ceramic surfaces—An insight review of the chemical aspects
on surface conditioning. J. Oral Rehabil. 2007, 34, 622–630. [CrossRef]

30. Song, J.Y.; Park, S.W.; Lee, K.; Yun, K.D.; Lim, H.P. Fracture strength and microstructure of Y-TZP zirconia after different surface
treatments. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2013, 110, 274–280. [CrossRef]

31. Chintapalli, R.K.; Rodrigueza, A.M.; Marro, F.G.; Anglada, M. Effect of sandblasting and residual stress on strength of zirconia for
restorative dentistry applications. J. Mec. Behav. Biom. Mater. 2014, 29, 126–137. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Sriamporn, T.; Thamrongananskul, N.; Busabok, C.; Poolthong, S.; Uo, M.; Tagami, J. Dental zirconia can be etched by hydrofluoric
acid. Dent. Mater. J. 2014, 33, 79–85. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Xie, H.; Chen, C.; Dai, W.; Chen, G.; Zhang, F. In vitro short-term bonding performance of zirconia treated with hot acid etching
and primer conditioning etching and primer conditioning. Dent. Mater. J. 2013, 32, 928–938. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Menani, L.R.; Farhat, I.A.; Tiossi, R.; Ribeiro, R.F.; Guastaldi, A.C. Effect of surface treatment on the bond strength between yttria
partially stabilized zirconia ceramics and resin cement. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2014, 112, 357–364. [CrossRef]

35. Lee, M.H.; Son, J.S.; Kim, K.H.; Kwon, T.Y. Improved Resin–Zirconia Bonding by Room Temperature Hydrofluoric Acid Etching.
Materials 2015, 8, 850–866. [CrossRef]

36. Cho, J.H.; Kim, S.J.; Shim, J.S.; Lee, K.W. Effect of zirconia surface treatment using nitric acid-hydrofluoric acid on the shear bond
strengths of resin cements. J. Adv. Prosthodont. 2017, 9, 77–84. [CrossRef]

37. Yu, M.-K.; Lim, M.-J.; Na, N.-R.; Lee, K.-W. Effect of hydrofluoric acid-based etchant at an elevated temperature on the bond
strength and surface topography of Y-TZP ceramics. Restor. Dent. Endod. 2020, 45, e6. [CrossRef]

38. Kim, H.-E.; Lim, M.-J.; Yu, M.-K.; Lee, K.-W. Changes in bond strength and topography for Y-TZP etched with hydrofluoric acid
depending on concentration and temperature conditions. Medicina 2020, 56, 568. [CrossRef]

39. Shin, Y.J.; Shin, Y.; Yi, Y.A.; Kim, J.; Lee, I.B.; Cho, B.H.; Son, S.H.; Seo, D.G. Evaluation of the shear bond strength of resin cement
to Y-TZP ceramic after different surface treatments. Scanning 2014, 36, 479–486. [CrossRef]

40. Negreiros, W.M.; Ambrosano, G.M.B.; Giannini, M. Effect of cleaning agent, primer application and their combination on the
bond strength of a resin cement to two yttrium-tetragonal zirconia polycrystal zirconia ceramics. Eur. J. Dent. 2017, 11, 6–11.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/jopr.12075
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2015.11.042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conctc.2016.06.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2017.04.004
http://doi.org/10.1111/jicd.12261
http://doi.org/10.4047/jap.2017.9.2.130
http://doi.org/10.2341/13-281-L
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25646166
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.07.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25258266
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms17060822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27240353
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10103-017-2171-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2013.07.007
http://doi.org/10.1111/adj.12065
http://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.33013
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2842.2005.01569.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3913(13)60376-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2013.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24080194
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2013-243
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24492116
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2013-010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24240899
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2013.08.025
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma8030850
http://doi.org/10.4047/jap.2017.9.2.77
http://doi.org/10.5395/rde.2020.45.e6
http://doi.org/10.3390/medicina56110568
http://doi.org/10.1002/sca.21142
http://doi.org/10.4103/ejd.ejd_276_16


Materials 2022, 15, 7905 15 of 16

41. Baldissara, P.; Querze, M.; Monaco, C.; Scotti, R.; Fonseca, R.G. Efficacy of surface treatments on the bond strength of resin
cements to two brands of zirconia ceramic. J. Adhes. Dent. 2013, 15, 259–267. [PubMed]

42. Bottino, M.; Bergoli, C.; Lima, E.; Marocho, S.; Souza, R.; Valandro, L. Bonding of Y-TZP to Dentin: Effects of Y-TZP Surface
Conditioning, Resin Cement Type, and Aging. Oper. Dent. 2014, 39, 291–300. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Valente, F.; Mavriqi, L.; Traini, T. Effects of 10-MDP based primer on shear bond strength between zirconia and new experimental
resin cement. Materials 2020, 13, 235. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Yue, X.; Hou, X.; Gao, J.; Bao, P.; Shen, J. Effects of MDP-based primers on shear bond strength between resin cement and zirconia.
Exp. Ther. Med. 2019, 17, 3564–3572. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Druck, C.C.; Pozzobon, J.L.; Callegari, G.L.; Dorneles, L.S.; Valandro, L.F. Adhesion to Y-TZP ceramic: Study of silica nanofilm
coating on the surface of Y-TZP. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. B Appl. Biomater. 2015, 103, 143–150. [CrossRef]

46. Inokoshi, M.; De Munck, J.; Minakuchi, S.; Van Meerbeek, B. Meta-analysis of bonding effectiveness to zirconia ceramics. J. Dent.
Res. 2014, 93, 329–334. [CrossRef]

47. Iwasaki, T.; Komine, F.; Fushiki, R.; Kubochi, K.; Shinohara, M.; Matsumura, H. Shear bond strengths of an indirect composite
layering material to a tribochemically silica-coated zirconia framework material. Dent. Mater. J. 2016, 35, 461–469. [CrossRef]

48. Zhao, M.; Zheng, Y.; Zhang, J.-F.; Ou, X.; Gao, X.; Zhang, B.; Cao, Y. The effect of adhesive surface with porcelain sintering and to
silane coupling agents on the adhesive properties of zirconia. Ann. Transl. Med. 2022, 10, 87. [CrossRef]

49. Dantas, T.S.; Rodrigues, R.C.S.; Naves, L.Z.; Faria, A.C.L.; Palma-Dibb, R.G.; Ribeiro, R.F. Effects of surface treatments on
mechanical behavior of sintered and pre-sintered yttria-stabilized zirconia and reliability of crowns and abutments processed by
CAD/CAM. Int. J. Oral Maxillofac. Implant. 2019, 34, 907–919. [CrossRef]

50. Nagaoka, N.; Yoshihara, K.; Tamada, Y.; Yoshida, Y.; Van Meerbek, B. Ultrastructure and bonding properties of tribochemical
silica-coated zirconia. Dent. Mater. J. 2019, 38, 107–113. [CrossRef]

51. Kim, D.-S.; Ahn, J.-J.; Bae, E.-B.; Kim, G.-C.; Jeong, C.-M.; Huh, J.-B.; Lee, S.-H. Influence of non-thermal atmospheric pressure
plasma treatment on shear bond strength between Y-TZP and self-adhesiva resin cement. Materials 2019, 12, 3321. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

52. Ahn, J.-J.; Kim, D.-S.; Bae, E.-B.; Kim, G.-C.; Jeong, C.-M.; Huh, J.-B.; Lee, S.-H. Effect of non-thermal atmospheric pressure plasma
(NTP) and zirconia primer treatment on shear bond strength between Y-TZP and resin cement. Materials 2020, 13, 3934. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

53. Zens, M.A.; Icochea, A.L.; Costa, B.C.; Lisboa-Filho, P.N.; Bastos, N.A.; Francisconi, P.A.S.; Furuse, A.Y.; Foschini, C.;
Gerlin Neto, V.; Borges, A.F.S. A new approach for Y-TZP surface treatment: Evaluations of roughness and bond strength to resin
cement. J. Appl. Oral Sci. 2019, 27, 1–8. [CrossRef]

54. Husain, N.A.; Özcan, M. A Study on Topographical Properties and Surface Wettability of Monolithic Zirconia after Use of Diverse
Polishing Instruments with Different Surface Coatings. J. Prosthodont. 2018, 27, 429–442. [CrossRef]

55. Miragaya, L.; Maia, L.C.; Sabrosa, C.E.; de Goes, M.F.; da Silva, E.M. Evaluation of self-adhesive resin cement bond strength to
yttria-stabilized zirconia ceramic (Y-TZP) using four surface treatments. J. Adhes. Dent. 2011, 13, 473–480. [PubMed]

56. Keul, C.; Liebermann, A.; Roos, M.; Uhrenbacher, J.; Stawarczyk, B.; Ing, D. The effect of ceramic primer on shear bond strength
of resin composite cement to zirconia: A function of water storage and thermal cycling. J. Am. Dent. Assoc. 2013, 144, 1261–1271.
[CrossRef]

57. Lung, C.Y.; Kukk, E.; Matinlinna, J.P. The effect of silica-coating by sol-gel process on resin-zirconia bonding. Dent. Mater. J. 2013,
32, 165–172. [CrossRef]

58. Han, A.; Tsoi, J.K.H.; Chen, Z.; Zhang, Y.; Matinlinna, J.P. Effects of different sterilization methods on surface characteristics and
biofilm formation on zirconia in vitro. Dent Mater. 2018, 34, 272–281. [CrossRef]

59. Munro, T.; Miller, C.M.; Antunes, E.; Sharma, D. Interactions of osteoprogenitor cells with a novel zirconia implant surface.
J. Funct. Biomater. 2020, 11, 50. [CrossRef]

60. Owens, D.K.; Wendt, R.C. Estimation of the surface free energy of polymers. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 1969, 13, 1741–1747. [CrossRef]
61. Powder Diffraction File (PDF). International Centre for Diffraction Data (ICDD) Newtown Square; Powder Diffraction File (PDF):

Newtown Square, PA, USA, 2001.
62. Sartoretto, S.C.; Alves, A.T.N.N.; Resende, R.F.B.; Calasans-Maia, J.; Granjeiro, J.M.; Calasans-Maia, M.D. Early osseointegration

driven by the surface chemistry and wettability of dental implants. J. Appl. Oral Sci. 2015, 23, 279–287. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
63. Sahin, S.C.; Celik, E. The effect of different cleaning agents and resin cement materials on the bond strength of contaminated

zirconia. Microsc. Res. Tech. 2022, 85, 840–847. [CrossRef]
64. Akar, T.; Dündar, A.; Kırmalı, Ö.; Üstün, Ö.; Kapdan, A.; Er, H.; Kuştarcı, A.; Er, K.; Yilmaz, B. Evaluation of the shear bond
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