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Abstract 

Background:  Mechanical surface treatments can deteriorate the mechanical properties of zirconia. This study evalu-
ated and compared the biaxial flexural strength, fracture toughness, and fatigue resistance of high translucency (HT) 
to low translucency (LT) zirconia after various mechanical surface treatments.

Methods:  Four hundred eighty zirconia discs were prepared by milling and sintering two HT (Katana and BruxZir) 
and LT (Cercon and Lava) zirconia blocks at targeted dimensions of 12 mm diameter × 1.2 mm thickness. Sintered 
zirconia discs received one of the following surface treatments: low-pressure airborne particle abrasion (APA) using 
50 µm alumina particles, grinding using 400 grit silicon carbide paper, while as-sintered specimens served as control. 
Internal structure and surface roughness were evaluated by scanning electron microscope (SEM) and a non-contact 
laser profilometer, respectively. Half of the discs were tested for initial biaxial flexural strength, while the rest was sub-
jected to 106 cyclic fatigue loadings, followed by measuring the residual biaxial flexural strength. Fractured surfaces 
were examined for critical size defects (c) using SEM to calculate the fracture toughness (KIC). The effect of surface 
treatments, zirconia type, and cyclic fatigue on the biaxial flexural strength was statistically analyzed using three-way 
analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey HSD post hoc tests (α = 0.05). Weibull analysis was done to evaluate the reli-
ability of the flexural strength for different materials.

Results:  The initial biaxial flexural strength of LT zirconia was significantly higher (p < 0.001) than that of HT zirconia 
in all groups. While low APA significantly increased the biaxial flexural strength of LT zirconia, no significant change 
was observed for HT zirconia except for Katana. Surface grinding and cyclic fatigue significantly reduced the flexural 
strength of all groups. High translucency zirconia reported higher fracture toughness, yet with lower Weibull moduli, 
compared to LT zirconia.

Conclusion:  LT zirconia has higher biaxial flexural strength, yet with lower fracture toughness and fatigue resist-
ance, compared to HT zirconia. Low-pressure APA has significantly increased the biaxial flexural strength in all zirconia 
groups except BruxZir. Grinding was deteriorating to biaxial flexural strength and fracture toughness in all zirconia 
types. Cyclic fatigue has significantly decreased the biaxial flexural strength and reliability of HT and LT zirconia.
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Background
Yttria-tetragonal zirconia polycrystal (Y-TZP) has been 
the most favorable bioceramic material used in dental 
practice due to its optimum mechanical properties [1]. 
Zirconia is a polymorphous material that exists in three 
crystalline structures at different temperatures [2]. When 
heated to 2680  °C, zirconia takes the cubic form. When 
the material is cooled down to 2370 °C, it has a tetragonal 
crystalline structure. Further cooling to 1170  °C and till 
room temperature, zirconia has its final stable crystalline 
form (monoclinic) [3]. Tetragonal to monoclinic phase 
(t–m) transformation is usually accompanied by a 4–5% 
volumetric expansion of zirconia due to distortion in the 
shape of tetragonal crystals leading to cracking of zirco-
nia [4]. The addition of stabilizing oxides (MgO, CeO2, or 
Y2O) secures the tetragonal crystalline form of zirconia 
at room temperature and maintains its highest mechani-
cal properties [5]. Zirconia was found to exhibit its 
maximum mechanical properties at its tetragonal struc-
ture represented in high flexural strength that exceeded 
900 MPa, and fracture toughness of 5.5–7.4 MPa m1/2 [6]. 
However, when a crack is induced within zirconia, it cre-
ates enough pressure that makes the crystals surround-
ing the crack tip transform into a monoclinic phase. As 
a result, a slight volume increase of these crystals gen-
erates favorable compressive stresses around the crack’s 
direction and pins it down from propagating any further 
in a mechanism known as transformation toughening or 
phase transformation toughening [7].

Y-TZP has a submicroscopic grain size in the range 
of 0.2–0.5  µm and exhibits high opacity because of the 
inherent birefringence of non-cubic zirconia phases, 
resulting in light scattering at grain boundaries, pores, 
and additive inclusions [8, 9]. The opaque nature of 
Y-TZP has limited its use as a framework substructure to 
be essentially veneered with more esthetic glass–ceram-
ics [10, 11]. Chipping and delamination of the veneering 
ceramic were some of the most clinically encountered 
problems of veneered Y-TZP frameworks [12]. It was 
reported that 15% of Y-TZP restoration replacement 
occurred due to delamination and 20% due to chipping 
after 5 years of clinical follow-up [13].

The introduction of monolithic or, as known, a high 
translucency (HT) zirconia restoration with improved 
optical properties has dispensed the need for the veneer 
layer [9]. Elimination of the veneering ceramic was a 
direct advantage that simplified fabrication technique, 
and it also dramatically reduced time and production cost 
[14]. Full anatomical zirconia restorations were proposed 

in the posterior region, especially with limited interoc-
clusal space [15–17]. The HT zirconia has an exception-
ally optimized translucency allowing light to penetrate 
through the material. This was achieved through increas-
ing the grain size, optimizing grain boundary region, and 
reducing alumina content by incorporating higher Yttria 
content to produce partially stabilized zirconia, 4  mol% 
(4Y-PSZ) or 5 mol% (5Y-PSZ), with increased amounts of 
nonbirefringent cubic phase [8]. Diminishing the opac-
ity was achieved by one or more of these mechanisms; 
sintering additives (typically alumina) [18], reduction of 
oxygen vacancies, pores, and defects as well as a con-
trolled sintering environment (i.e. pressure and tempera-
ture) [19]. Low translucency zirconia generally has higher 
mechanical properties than HT zirconia; however, the 
enhanced optical properties of the latter made it more 
suitable to use in monolithic fixed restorations [20].

Different surface treatments such as APA and grind-
ing are essential routine steps for better resin bonding 
to zirconia. However, these surface treatments can dete-
riorate the mechanical properties of Y-TZP and Y-PSZ 
and possibly induce surface flaws and microcracks that 
can propagate under occlusal loads leading to a cata-
strophic failure [12, 21]. Occlusal loads are far below the 
flexural strength of zirconia. However, with pre-existing 
surface defects, intermittent occlusal forces may lead to 
the propagation of those cracks and eventually lead to a 
fracture [22, 23]. Fracture toughness measures the mate-
rial resistance to crack propagation; hence it could be 
affected by the magnitude of surface flaws or cracks that 
are induced by different mechanical surface treatments 
[24]. The effect of APA and grinding on the mechanical 
properties of HT zirconia has been less studied com-
pared to LT zirconia [25]. Therefore this study aimed to 
evaluate the effect of low APA and surface grinding on 
biaxial flexural strength, fatigue resistance, and fracture 
toughness of HT versus LT zirconia frameworks. The null 
hypothesis tested was that different surface treatments 
will not affect the biaxial flexural strength and fracture 
toughness of either HT or LT zirconia.

Materials and methods
Preparation of zirconia specimens
Two LT 3  mol% Y-TZP zirconia (Cercon base, Den-
gudent, Hana Wolfgang, Germany, and Lava Frame, 
3 M ESPE, Germany) and two HT 4 mol% Y-PSZ zirco-
nia milling blocks (Katana HT, Kuraray Noritaki Den-
tal Inc, Japan and BruxZir, Glidewell, USA) (Table  1) 
were milled, in their green state, into a total of 480 discs 
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(14.5  mm × 1.5  mm) (n = 120/group) using a precision 
cutting machine (Isomet 5000, Buehler, Lake Bluff, Ill, 
USA). The discs were sintered according to the manu-
facturer’s recommendations at sintering temperatures 
of 1450  °C, 1500  °C, 1550  °C, and 1580  °C for Cercon 
Base, Lava Frame, Katana HT, and BruxZir, respectively, 
and a holding time for 2 h. The final dimensions of zir-
conia specimens were approximately 12  mm in diam-
eter and 1.2  mm in thickness, due to ≈20% volumetric 
sintering shrinkage, following the recommendations 
of (ISO: 6872:2015) [22]. After sintering, one surface of 
each zirconia disc received one of different surface treat-
ments (n = 40/subgroup); low-pressure airborne particle 
abrasion using 50 μm alumina particles at 0.5 bar using 
a sandblaster (AquaCare Twin, Velopex, Medivance 
Instruments Ltd., London, UK) or grinding using 400 grit 
silicon carbide paper (Waterproof Abrasive Paper, Dae-
sung Abrasive Co., Seoul, Korea) using a metallographic 
polishing device under 300  g weight and water cooling, 
while the as-sintered specimens served as a control. The 
opposite surface of zirconia discs in all groups was left as 
polished.

Characterization of surface roughness and grain size
Surface roughness parameters (Ra, Rp, and Rv) values 
were measured using a non-contact laser surface pro-
filometer (Profilm 3D, Filmetrics Inc) where Ra is the 
mean surface roughness, Rp is the peak surface rough-
ness, and Rv is the valley surface roughness. These 
parameters were expressed in µm. Grain size and grain 
boundary regions were evaluated using scanning electron 
microscopic examination (XL 30, Philips, Eindhoven, The 
Netherlands). The size of one hundred grains from each 
zirconia type was calculated on the obtained SEM images 
using computer software (Image analysis Java, NIH).

Evaluation of initial biaxial flexural strength and fracture 
toughness
Half of the zirconia discs (n = 20/subgroup) were loaded 
in a piston on three balls set-up for biaxial flexural 
strength testing (following ISO: 6872:2015) with the 
treated surface in tension to evaluate the initial biaxial 
flexural strength. Discs were loaded at a crosshead speed 
of 1 mm/min till failure using a universal testing machine 

(Tinius Olsen model no 5ST, Surrey, UK) (Fig.  1). The 
load cell (500  N) was calibrated using a digital scale 
(AcculabVicon VIC 711; Itin Scale Co., Brooklyn, NY), 
and the crosshead speed was observed using a digital 
traveling microscope (Millitron; Feinpruf Perthen GmbH, 
Gottingen, Germany). The biaxial flexural strength was 
then calculated using the following equations [26]:

where Fs is the biaxial flexural strength in MPa, P is the 
load to failure of specimen in (N), and d is the specimen 
thickness in mm. X and Y were calculated using the fol-
lowing equations:

where ν is Poisson’s ratio (= 0.23); r1is the radius of the 
supported area of zirconia disc, r2 is the radius of the 
loaded area of the disc, r3 is the radius of the specimen, 
all of these are measured in mm.

All fractured specimens were cleaned in an ultrasonic 
bath for 10  min, dried in an electric oven at 100  °C 
for 4  min, gold sputter coated (S150B sputter coater; 
Edwards, Crawly, UK), and examined under a scanning 
electron microscope (XL30, Philips, Eindhoven, The 
Netherlands). The origin and direction of the fracture 
were identified and located followed by measuring the 
size of the critical defect (cr) (Fig.  2) that caused the 
fracture using the following formula [27]:

where (cr) is the critical defect size in µm ( a ) is the height 
of the defect origin and ( b ) is its half-width in µm.

The fracture toughness (KIC) of fractured zirconia 
bars could be then calculated according to c and Fs val-
ues obtained using the following equation[27]:
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Table 1  Zirconia types used in the study and their chemical composition

Material Zirconia type Chemical composition Manufacturer

Cercon base Low translucency ZrO2 (92 wt%), Y2O3 5.0 wt%, and HfO2: < 2.0 wt% Degudent, Hana Wolfgang, Germany

Lava Frame Low translucency ZrO2 < 95.00%, Y2O3 < 5.00%, Al2O3 < 0.25% 3 M ESPE, Germany

Katana HT High translucency ZrO2 90–95%, Y2O3 5–8%, Other < 2% Kuraray Noritaki Dental Inc, Japan

BruxZir High translucency ZrO2 88%, Y2O3 9%, Al2O3 0.1% HfO2 2.31% Glidewell, USA
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where (KIC) is the fracture toughness in MPa.m1/2, Y is 
the geometry constant = 1.24 (assuming that there is a 
lack of pre-stresses at crack origin), and cr is the critical 
defect size in µm.

(5)KIC = Y.Fs
√
cr

Cyclic fatigue test
The other half of zirconia specimens received 106 cycles, 
equivalent to 4  years of service in the patient’s mouth 
[28]. The piston on three balls set-up was immersed in 
a container of distilled water at 37  °C where each zirco-
nia disc was subjected to fatigue testing using an ACTA 
type five-unit pneumatic fatigue tester (ACTA, Amster-
dam, The Netherlands). The cycling loading was set at 
40% of the mean initial biaxial flexural strength, previ-
ously obtained from the treated zirconia specimens for 
each material (n = 20) [26]. Cyclic loading was set to 40% 
to ensure the survival of zirconia discs. After completing 
the required cycles, zirconia discs were loaded to failure 
as previously described to evaluate the residual biaxial 
flexural strength.

Weibull modulus
Weibull modulus (m) was calculated to determine the 
reliability of the materials according to Quinn and Quinn 
method [29]. This equation: P(σ) = 1− exp(−σ/σ0)

m  
was used to calculate the (m) value. Where P(σ) is the 
fracture probability, σ is the flexural strength at a given 
P(σ), σ0 is the characteristic strength at which 62.3% of 

Fig. 1  Schematic diagram showing the piston on three balls set-up for biaxial flexural strength testing. Zirconia discs were mounted so that the 
treated side was facing downwards. Specimens were then loaded to fracture using Tinius Olsen universal testing machine

Fig. 2  Scanning electron microscope image (× 1000) showing the 
measurement taking of the height (a) and width (b) of the critical size 
defect (cr)
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the specimens are expected to fracture, and m is the 
Weibull modulus which is obtained by calculating the 
slope of the plot between 1n (1n 1/1 − P) versus σ [29]. 
Two-parameter Weibull distribution fit for the obtained 
biaxial flexural strength values was done by computer 
software (Weibull++ version 21, Reliasoft, Tucson, USA) 
using the maximum likelihood estimation method with a 
95% confidence interval (CI) [30].

Statistical analysis
Computer software (SPSS for Windows version 22.0 
(SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)) was used to run all the 
statistical analyses of the obtained data. The normal dis-
tribution and homogeneity of variance were checked 
and verified for surface roughness parameters, fracture 
toughness, and biaxial flexural strengths data using Kol-
mogorov–Smirnov and Levene’s tests, respectively. The 
data were found to be normally distributed. Hence, one-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to compare 
the mean surface roughness parameters and fracture 
toughness of the studied groups. However, the effect of 
different zirconia types, surface treatments applied, and 
fatigue was analyzed by three-way ANOVA and Tukey 
HSD post hoc test for multiple comparisons at a level of 
significance (α = 0.05).

Results
Examination of the internal structure of the tested zir-
conia revealed that low translucency zirconia was com-
posed of submicroscopic round grains with an average 
size of 0.2–0.3  µm demonstrating homogenous and 
thick grain boundary regions (Fig.  3a and b). High-
translucent zirconia showed a much larger grain size in 
a range of 1.2–1.6 µm with more refined grain bound-
ary regions. Larger cubic grains ranging between 1.9 
and 3.6  µm2 were frequently interrupted by smaller 
round grains (0.9–1.6  µm2) (Fig.  3c and d). However, 
Katana was characterised by more uniform larger 
grains compared to BruxZir zirconia.

Descriptive statistics and one-way ANOVA results of 
surface roughness parameters and fracture toughness 
are summarised in Table 2. Generally, there was no sta-
tistically significant difference (P > 0.05) in the surface 
roughness parameters (Ra. Rv, and Rp) between the as-
sintered and APA groups regardless of the zirconia type 
used. However, surface grinding statistically (p < 0.001) 
increased the surface roughness parameters in all zir-
conia groups. There was no statistically significant dif-
ference (p > 0.05) in the fracture toughness between 
the Cercon and Lava (LT) or between BruxZir and 
Katana (HT) zirconia types in the as-sintered groups 
or the APA groups. Further, no significant difference 

Fig. 3  Scanning electron microscope images (× 10,000) showing homogenous round small grains of a Cercon and b Lava zirconia. However, larger 
cubic-shaped grains are noticed in HT, c BruxZir and d Katana zirconia
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was detected in ground groups regardless of the zirco-
nia type. Low-pressure APA significantly increased the 
fracture toughness compared to the as-sintered groups 
in all zirconia types except for BruxZir; no significant 
difference was found (p > 0.05). Surface grinding signifi-
cantly decreased (p < 0.001) the fracture toughness in 
all zirconia types with no statistical difference between 
them.

The 3-way ANOVA results showed that all the inde-
pendent variables (zirconia type, surface treatments, 
and cyclic fatigue) or their interactions significantly 
affected the biaxial flexural strength among the studied 
groups. The greatest influence was for the type of zirco-
nia used (partial eta squared ηP

2 = 0.987) followed by sur-
face treatments applied (ηP

2 = 0.980), and cyclic fatigue 
(ηP

2 = 0.940), while the interaction effect between sur-
face treatments and cyclic fatigue had the lowest impact 
(ηP

2 = 0.046).
Low-pressure APA significantly increased (p < 0.001) 

the biaxial flexural strength compared to the as-sintered 
groups in all zirconia types except for BruxZir zirconia, 
while surface grinding significantly decreased (p < 0.001) 
the initial biaxial flexural strength in all studied zirconia 
types. Cyclic fatigue significantly decreased (p < 0.001) 
the initial biaxial flexural strength in all zirconia types 
regardless of the surface treatment employed.

In the as-sintered group, LT zirconia types (Cercon 
and Lava) showed closely similar initial (1247.5 ± 25.8 
Mpa and 1271 ± 14.1  MPa, respectively) biaxial flexural 
strength results with no significant difference between 
them (p > 0.05). However, HT zirconia types (Katana and 

BruxZir) showed significantly lower initial biaxial flex-
ural strength (812.8 ± 27.9 and 833.5 ± 13.2, respectively) 
with no significant difference between them (p > 0.05). 
In the APA group, no significant difference was found in 
the initial biaxial flexural strength between (Cercon and 
Lava) zirconia (1451.5 ± 34.9 and 1442.4 ± 24.3, respec-
tively), and similarly between (Katana and BruxZir) zir-
conia (860.3 ± 18.2 and 858.3 ± 17.1, respectively). In 
the surface grinding group, no significant difference was 
found in the initial biaxial flexural strength between 
Katana and BruxZir (692.3 ± 16.8 Mpa and 686.5 ± 13.2 
Mpa, respectively). In comparison, Lava zirconia showed 
a significantly higher (p < 0.05) mean initial biaxial flex-
ural strength (973.4 ± 23.9  MPa) compared to Cercon 
(909.7 ± 22.9  MPa). A similar trend of comparing the 
effect of different surface treatments on the residual 
biaxial flexural strength of different zirconia types was 
observed, except for comparing the residual biaxial flex-
ural strength between Katana and BruxZir zirconia 
(739.2 ± 5.4 and 680 ± 19.7, respectively); a significant 
difference was found (p < 0.001).

Low-translucent zirconia was more affected by cyclic 
fatigue compared to HT zirconia. Cyclic fatigue had 
decreased the initial biaxial flexural strength of Cercon 
and Lava zirconia by 17% in the as-sintered specimens, 
and by 16% and 13%, respectively in the APA group, 
while ground zirconia specimens showed a reduction 
of 25% and 32%, respectively in their initial biaxial flex-
ural strength after cyclic fatigue. HT zirconia was more 
resistant to cyclic fatigue compared to LT zirconia. In 
the as-sintered group, the initial biaxial flexural strength 

Table 2  Descriptive statistics of surface roughness parameters (µm), fracture toughness (KIC), and biaxial flexural strengths (MPa) 
before and after fatigue for different study groups

No statistical significance (P > 0.05) is indicated by the same superscript capital letter in columns when comparing different surface treatments for different types of 
zirconia and by the same superscript numbers when comparing initial vs residual mean biaxial flexural strength

Materials Surface treatment Mean surface roughness ± SD (µm) KIc Mean biaxial flexural 
strength ± SD (Mpa)

Ra Rv Rp MPa.m1/2 Initial Residual

Cercon Base (LT) As-sintered 1.56 ± 0.2 A 8.1 ± 0.3 A 6.3 ± 1.2 A 5.6 ± 0.3 A 1247.5 ± 25.8 A1 1044.9 ± 34.4 A2

APA 1.8 ± 0.1 A 9.8 ± 1.3 A 7.9 ± 0.9 AB 6.1 ± 0.25 B 1451.5 ± 34.9 B1 1228 ± 18.5 B2

Grinding 5.4 ± 0.09 BC 14.2 ± 2.4 B 9.7 ± 1.8 C 4.1 ± 0.87 C 909.7 ± 22.9 C1 690.7 ± 18.3 C2

Lava Frame (LT) As-sintered 1.4 ± 0.07 A 8.4 ± 1.4 A 6.3 ± 0.8 A 5.7 ± 0.37 A 1271 ± 14.1 A1 1059 ± 30.4 A2

APA 1.8 ± 0.04 A 9.3 ± 0.7 A 8.7 ± 0.9 BC 6.0 ± 0.29 B 1442.4 ± 24.3 B1 1259 ± 24.6 B2

Grinding 6.0 ± 0.08 B 13.1 ± 2.1 BC 9.1 ± 1.6 C 4.3 ± 0.92 C 973.4 ± 23.9 D1 668.9 ± 32.1 C2

Katana (HT) As-sintered 1.5 ± 0.04 A 8.3 ± 1.3 A 6.4 ± 1.1 A 6.1 ± 0.19 B 812.8 ± 27.9 E1 698.6 ± 19.7 C2

APA 2.1 ± 0.06 A 10.4 ± 1.2 A 7.0 ± 0.9 AB 6.6 ± 0.41 D 860.3 ± 18.2 F1 769.2 ± 8.1 D2

Grinding 4.1 ± 1.03 CD 11.5 ± 2.9 AC 8.7 ± 1.3 BC 4.7 ± 1.1C 692.3 ± 16.8 G1 601.3 ± 20.2 E2

BruxZir (HT) As-sintered 1.46 ± 0.08 A 8.6 ± 2.1 A 6.9 ± 1.4 A 6.3 ± 0.22 BD 833.5 ± 13.2 EF1 739.2 ± 5.4 D2

APA 2.3 ± 0.07 A 10.7 ± 1.6 A 6.6 ± 1.2 A 6.7 ± 0.35 D 858.3 ± 17.1 F1 764.3 ± 18.3 D2

Grinding 3.0 ± 0.2 D 11.2 ± 2.7 AC 8.5 ± 1.9 BC 4.4 ± 0.68 C 686.5 ± 13.2 G1 599.2 ± 10.5 E2
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of Katana and BruxZir was reduced by 14% and 12%, 
respectively, and by 11% in the APA group, while ground 
zirconia specimens showed a reduction of their initial 
biaxial flexural strength by 14% and 13%, respectively.

Weibull parameters of initial and residual biaxial flex-
ural strength values for all studied groups are presented 
in Figs.  4, 5, and 6 and are summarised in Table  3. The 
obtained Weibull moduli (m) and characteristic strength 
( σ0) for initial and residual biaxial flexural strength of all 
groups are plotted in contour plots. The non-overlapping 
between the bounds in contour plots indicates significant 
differences in m and σ0 between the compared groups. 
Generally, Weibull moduli and charactersitic strength 
values were lower for the residual, compared to the ini-
tial, mean biaxial flexural strength data indicating less 
reliable materials after cyclic fatigue.

Discussion
This study aimed to evaluate the biaxial flexural strength, 
fracture toughness, and fatigue resistance of two HT and 
LT zirconia after various surface treatments. A significant 
difference was found between the studied groups, and 
therefore the null hypothesis was rejected.

Zirconia is a category of brittle ceramics which are 
more sensitive to tensile than compressive forces [31]. 
Mechanical properties such as flexural strength and 
fracture toughness can characterise the mechanical per-
formance of zirconia. Among the well-known flexural 
strength testing approaches, piston-on-3-ball biaxial 
flexural strength test was applied as recommended by 
ISO 6782. Three-point and 4-point flexural strength 
testing are other potential approaches to characterise 
the mechanical properties of zirconia. However, these 
approaches employ the use of bar-shaped specimens 

Fig. 4  Graphs summarising Weibull probability and contour plots for different types of zirconia in the as-sintered group. For Weibull probability 
plots, the initial (a) and residual (b) biaxial flexural strength are presented on the x-axis and the probability of fracture on the y-axis, while for the 
contour plots, Weibull modulus (m) and characteristic strength ( σ0 ) are presented on y and x axes, respectively. Two-parameter Weibull distribution, 
with 95% CI, was applied for Lava (pink color), Cercon (black color), BruxZir (Blue color), and Katana (green color). The central line for each group 
represents the probability line, while the top and bottom lines represent 95% CI bounds
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that are affected by edge defects in the bar design, while 
biaxial flexural strength testing requires disc-shaped 
specimens supported on three metal spheres and a load 
applied to the centre of the specimen [32].

Surface grinding and APA were applied in the cur-
rent study as mechanical surface treatments to zirconia 
as they are routinely performed in the clinical situation 
to improve the resin bonding to tooth structure or to the 
veneering porcelain [33]. Further, grinding is commonly 
done during fit corrections of zirconia frameworks [12, 
21, 34]. However, APA was employed, in a low-pressure 
mode, to decrease the possible critical surface flaws that 
act as stress concentration sites and potential crack ori-
gins under loads [35–38].

Low APA and surface grinding increased the sur-
face roughness parameters with a statistical significance 
detected in the latter. These findings are in agreement 
with previous work [25, 39, 40]. Hight translucent zir-
conia showed higher surface roughness parameters in 
the APA group compared to LT zirconia. During APA, 
zirconia grains are pulled out [22]. The larger grains of 

HT zirconia could have left a more considerable defect 
behind, and hence a higher surface roughness was found 
compared to the smaller grain size of LT zirconia, in 
agreement with a previous study [40]. Grinding produced 
a more irregular surface with deep grooves that acted 
as stress concentration areas and in turn increased all 
roughness parameters (Ra, Rv, and Rp) and decreased both 
initial and residual flexural strengths. Özcan et  al. [41] 
concluded that APA using 50  μm created more surface 
roughness, and reduced the biaxial flexural strength and 
Weibull modulus of the examined tetragonal LT zirconia. 
On the contrary, the present study has shown that low-
pressure APA increased both biaxial flexural strength and 
Weibull modulus due to the transformation toughening 
property of tetragonal zirconia, which is consistent with 
several other studies [42–44]. It has to be mentioned 
that the pressure applied in this study was much weaker, 
as recommended by several manufacturers and reports 
[44–46].

Low translucency zirconia had a significantly higher 
initial biaxial flexural strength compared to HT 

Fig. 5  Two- parameter Weibull analysis of the initial (a) and residual (b) biaxial flexural strength for the blasted zirconia groups
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zirconia. Several studies have related the increase in 
grain size to the decrease in flexural strength [47, 48]. 
Accordingly, it was expected for HT zirconia to have 
less flexural strength than LT zirconia [49]. The pres-
ence of smaller grains helped to maintain a relatively 
high flexure strength compared to other all-ceramic 
materials [50]. The grain size of 0.9  μm to 1.4  μm can 
increase the fracture strength linearly from 650 MPa to 
1000 Mpa [51]. The combination of various grain sizes 
allowed HT zirconia to be applied in stress-bearing 
areas [47, 52]. Reducing the size of the grain beyond 
0.5 µm is known to increase the mechanical properties, 
which came at the expense of translucency [53].

High translucency zirconia revealed a higher fatigue 
resistance, compared to LT zirconia, as it was associ-
ated with a lower percentage of reduction in residual 
strength due to its internal structure, larger grain size, 
and refined grain boundaries. Some studies found that 
the percentage of transformation toughening that hin-
ders crack propagation in LT tetragonal zirconia was 

Fig. 6  Two-parameter Weibull analysis of initial (a) and residual (b) biaxial flexural strength for different zirconia types underwent grinding surface 
treatment

Table 3  Two-parameter Weibull modulus (m) for different 
zirconia groups and their characteristic strength ( σ0) in Mpa

Materials Surface 
treatment

Weibull 
modulus (m)

Characteristic 
strength (σo)

Initial Residual Initial Residual

Cercon Base 
(LT)

As-sintered 14.8 10.1 1263.6 1050.3

APA 12.4 11.6 1457.2 1230.7

Grinding 13.8 6.9 925.9 722.4

Lava Frame (LT) As-sintered 13.1 9.2 1292.7 1060.5

APA 9.3 8.2 1490.5 1276.4

Grinding 11.6 9.8 972.4 686.5

Katana (HT) As-sintered 10.7 9.3 825.2 688.3

APA 8.6 7.3 875.1 768.8

Grinding 13.9 11.2 708.3 604.2

BruxZir (HT) As-sintered 8.1 7.2 846.9 755.7

APA 8.3 7.1 877.9 775.8

Grinding 7.1 6.7 696.4 611.9
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much higher than HT cubic zirconia [43–48], so it 
was expected for LT zirconia to be more resistant to 
fatigue compared to HT zirconia. Such a finding cannot 
be attributed to phase transformation alone. Still, it is 
directly related to the internal structure of the materi-
als and the mechanism that larger grains might inter-
rupt the propagation of crack tips [54–58].

The current study showed that the fracture toughness 
of HT zirconia was higher than that of LT zirconia which 
can be attributed to the larger grain size of the first [59] 
as there is a strong direct relationship between fracture 
toughness and grain size. High translucency zirconia was 
associated with relatively smaller critical crack sizes com-
pared to LT zirconia. Rougher crack surfaces indicated 
that cracks traveled at grain boundary regions instead of 
splitting the grains, especially in its first stages. Larger 
grains mean longer crack paths, which could explain 
the higher fracture toughness observed for HT zirconia. 
Another study stated that the fracture toughness of zir-
conia is closely related to the transformation toughening 
ability as the transformation process itself helped in dis-
sipating the energy associated with crack propagation [4]. 
Nevertheless, an optimised internal structure is of prime 
importance as transformation toughening is a process 
limited to the presence of stresses, and regions, outside 
the stress field, will not benefit from this process.

Weibull distribution is commonly used in life predic-
tion analysis of brittle materials such as zirconia [60]. 
For long-term clinical success, a material with a higher 
Weibull modulus is more advantageous than a stronger 
material with a lower value. The Weibull modulus of den-
tal ceramics was found to range from 5 to 15 [61]. In the 
current study, Weibull modulus values ranged from 6.7 to 
14.8, indicating different degrees of fracture probability 
under clinical conditions.

The presence of deep surface defects introduced by 
grinding had a direct effect on the reduction of residual 
strength associated with lower (m) values as reported by 
previous works [61, 62]. Further studies are needed to 
elaborate on crystallographic changes associated with the 
two materials. Low-pressure airborne-particle-abraded 
specimens showed the lowest (m) values. In contrast, 
ground specimens showed higher values than the as-
sintered zirconia, which is consistent with the results 
of other studies that reported no difference between 
Weibull modulus values of different surface treatments 
indicating that the flaw size distribution was very similar 
[63–65].

The limitations of the current study can be the use of 
cylindrical specimens design that do not simulate the 
anatomical crowns in clinical situations. However, the 
cylindrical design was easier to standardise for all tested 
specimens, so that the results can be fairly compared 

between the tested groups and a conclusion can be pre-
cisely drawn. Other limitations can be the use of two LT 
and HT zirconia types in the study. Supra-high trans-
lucent zirconia and ultra-high translucent zirconia are 
other common brands of PSZ zirconia that should be 
tested to increase the external validity of the results. Fur-
ther, crystallographic analysis of treated zirconia types 
was not done. Assessment of crystalline changes to zir-
conia after various surface treatments will give a more 
in-depth understating of how much they can trigger t-m 
transformation.

Conclusion
Low translucency zirconia has higher biaxial flexural 
strength, yet with lower fracture toughness and fatigue 
resistance, compared to HT zirconia. Low-pressure APA 
has significantly increased the biaxial flexural strength in 
all zirconia groups except BruxZir. Grinding was dete-
riorating to biaxial flexural strength and fracture tough-
ness in all zirconia types. Cyclic fatigue has significantly 
decreased the biaxial flexural strength and reliability of 
HT and LT zirconia.

Abbreviations
Y-TZP: Yttria tetragonal zirconia polycrystal; APA: Air-borne particle abrasion; 
PSZ: Partially stabilized zirconia; HT: High translucency; LT: Low transclucency; 
ANOVA: Analysis of variance.

Acknowledgements
The authors highly acknowledge Mr James Savage from ReliaSoft company for 
the complementary supply of free trial version of Weibull++ program used in 
the current study.

Author contributions
All authors contributed to the study conception and design. Material prepara-
tion, data collection and analysis were performed by AE. The first draft of the 
manuscript was written by AE and all authors commented on previous ver-
sions of the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript. 
AE: Conceptualization, Methodology, Software, Data curation, Writing- Original 
draft preparation, Visualization, Investigation. RA: Reviewing and editing. 
MA: Supervision, conceptualization, validation, reviewing and editing. IA: 
Proofreading, editing and supervision. RA: Supervision, conceptualization, 
validation, reviewing and editing. All authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by The Science, Technology & Innovation 
Funding Authority (STDF) in cooperation with The Egyptian Knowledge Bank 
(EKB). This study received no external fund from any institute or authority.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.



Page 11 of 12Elraggal et al. BMC Oral Health          (2022) 22:412 	

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests.

Author details
1 Conservative Dentistry Department, Faculty of Dentistry, Alexandria Univer-
sity, Alexandria, Egypt. 2 Dental Biomaterials Department, Faculty of Dentistry, 
Alexandria University, Alexandria, Egypt. 

Received: 31 July 2022   Accepted: 5 September 2022

References
	1.	 Guazzato M, Albakry M, Ringer SP, Swain MV. Strength, fracture toughness 

and microstructure of a selection of all-ceramic materials. Part II. Zirconia-
based dental ceramics. Dent Mater. 2004;20:449–56.

	2.	 Gautam C, Joyner J, Gautam A, Rao J, Vajtai R. Zirconia based dental 
ceramics: structure, mechanical properties, biocompatibility and applica-
tions. Dalt Trans. 2016;45:19194–215.

	3.	 Zarone F, Russo S, Sorrentino R. From porcelain-fused-to-metal to zirco-
nia: clinical and experimental considerations. Dent Mater. 2011;27:83–96.

	4.	 Hannink RHJ, Kelly PM, Muddle BC. Transformation toughening in 
zirconia-containing ceramics. J Am Ceram Soc. 2000;83:461–87.

	5.	 Piconi C, Maccauro G. Zirconia as a ceramic biomaterial. Biomaterials. 
1999;20:1–25.

	6.	 Triwatana P, Nagaviroj N, Tulapornchai C. Clinical performance and 
failures of zirconia-based fixed partial dentures: a review literature. J Adv 
Prosthodont. 2012;4:76–83.

	7.	 Lughi V, Sergo V. Low temperature degradation—aging—of zirco-
nia: a critical review of the relevant aspects in dentistry. Dent Mater. 
2010;26:807–20.

	8.	 Zhang F, Inokoshi M, Batuk M, Hadermann J, Naert I, Van Meerbeek B, 
et al. Strength, toughness and aging stability of highly-translucent Y-TZP 
ceramics for dental restorations. Dent Mater. 2016;32:e327–37.

	9.	 Baldissara P, Wandscher VFVF, Marchionatti AME, Parisi C, Monaco C, 
Ciocca L. Translucency of IPS e.max and cubic zirconia monolithic crowns. 
J Prosthet Dent. 2018;120:1–7.

	10.	 Sax C, Hämmerle CHF, Sailer I. 10-Year clinical outcomes of fixed 
dental prostheses with zirconia frameworks. Int J Comput Dent. 
2011;14:183–202.

	11.	 Larsson C, Vult Von Steyern P. Implant-supported full-arch zirconia-based 
mandibular fixed dental prostheses. Eight-year results from a clinical pilot 
study. Acta Odontol Scand. 2013;71:1118–22.

	12.	 Sailer I, Pjetursson BE, Zwahlen M, Hämmerle CHF. A systematic review 
of the survival and complication rates of all-ceramic and metal-ceramic 
reconstructions after an observation period of at least 3 years. Part II: fixed 
dental prostheses. Clin Oral Implants Res. 2007;18:86–96.

	13.	 Pjetursson BE, Sailer I, Makarov NA, Zwahlen M, Thoma DS. All-ceramic 
or metal-ceramic tooth-supported fixed dental prostheses (FDPs)? A 
systematic review of the survival and complication rates. Part II: multiple-
unit FDPs. Dent Mater. 2017;33:e48-51.

	14.	 Tabatabaian F. Color aspect of monolithic zirconia restorations: a review. J 
Prosthodont. 2018. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jopr.​12906.

	15.	 Dentistry I, Bakitian F, Seweryniak P, Papia E, Larsson C, Von Steyern PV. 
Effect of different semimonolithic designs on fracture resistance and 
fracture mode of translucent and high-translucent zirconia crowns. Clin 
Cosmet Investig Dent. 2018;10:51–60.

	16.	 Tabatabaian F, Motamedi E, Sahabi M. Effect of thickness of monolithic 
zirconia ceramic on final color. J Prosthet Dent. 2018;120(2):257–62.

	17.	 Sorrentino R, Triulzio C, Tricarico MG, Bonadeo G, Gherlone EF, Ferrari M. 
In vitro analysis of the fracture resistance of CAD-CAM monolithic zirco-
nia molar crowns with different occlusal thickness. J Mech Behav Biomed 
Mater. 2016;61:328–33.

	18.	 Jiang L, Zhao Y, Zhang J, Liao Y, Li W. Evaluation of alumina effects on the 
mechanical property and translucency of nano-zirconia all-ceramics. 
Zhonghua Kou Qiang Yi Xue Za Zhi. 2010;45:376–80.

	19.	 Anselmi-tamburini BU, Woolman JN, Munir ZA. Transparent nanometric 
cubic and tetragonal zirconia obtained by high-pressure pulsed electric 
current sintering. Adv Funct Mater. 2007;17:3267–73.

	20.	 Zhang F, Reveron H, Spies BC, Van Meerbeek B, Chevalier J. Trade-off 
between fracture resistance and translucency of zirconia and lithium-
disilicate glass ceramics for monolithic restorations. Acta Biomater. 
2019;91:24–34.

	21.	 Zhang Y, Lawn BR, Malament KA, Van Thompson P, Rekow ED. Damage 
accumulation and fatigue life of particle-abraded ceramics. Int J Prostho-
dont. 2006;19:442–8.

	22.	 Pereira GKR, Guilardi LF, Dapieve KS, Kleverlaan CJ, Rippe MP, Valandro 
LF. Mechanical reliability, fatigue strength and survival analysis of new 
polycrystalline translucent zirconia ceramics for monolithic restora-
tions. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2018;85:57–65.

	23.	 Wiskott HW, Nicholls JI, Belser UC. Stress fatigue: basic principles and 
prosthodontic implications. Int J Prosthodont. 1995;8:105–16.

	24.	 Cesar PF, Della Bona A, Scherrer SS, Tholey M, van Noort R, Vichi A, et al. 
ADM guidance—ceramics: fracture toughness testing and method 
selection. Dent Mater. 2017;33:575–84.

	25.	 Zhang X, Liang W, Jiang F, Wang Z, Zhao J, Zhou C, et al. Effects of 
air-abrasion pressure on mechanical and bonding properties of trans-
lucent zirconia. Clin Oral Investig. 2020;25:1979–88.

	26.	 Muñoz EM, Longhini D, Antonio SG, Adabo GL. The effects of mechani-
cal and hydrothermal aging on microstructure and biaxial flexural 
strength of an anterior and a posterior monolithic zirconia. J Dent. 
2017;63:94–102.

	27.	 Ramos CM, Cesar PF, Bonfante EA, Rubo JH, Wang L, Borges AFS. Frac-
tographic principles applied to Y-TZP mechanical behavior analysis. J 
Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2016;57:215–23.

	28.	 Ghazy MH, Madina MM, Aboushelib MN. Influence of fabrication tech-
niques and artificial aging on the fracture resistance of different canti-
lever zirconia fixed dental prostheses. J Adhes Dent. 2012;14:161–6.

	29.	 Quinn JB, Quinn GD. A practical and systematic review of Weibull 
statistics for reporting strengths of dental materials. Dent Mater. 
2010;26:135–47.

	30.	 Bütikofer L, Stawarczyk B, Roos M. Two regression methods for estima-
tion of a two-parameter Weibull distribution for reliability of dental 
materials. Dent Mater. 2015;31:e33-50.

	31.	 Reale Reyes A, Dennison JB, Powers JM, Sierraalta M, Yaman P. Translu-
cency and flexural strength of translucent zirconia ceramics. J Prosthet 
Dent. 2021. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​prosd​ent.​2021.​06.​019.

	32.	 Ban S, Anusavice KJ. Influence of test method on failure stress of brittle 
dental materials. J Dent Res. 1990;69:1791–9.

	33.	 Lundberg K, Wu L, Papia E. The effect of grinding and/or airborne-
particle abrasion on the bond strength between zirconia and veneer-
ing porcelain: a systematic review. Acta Biomater Odontol Scand. 
2017;3:8–20.

	34.	 Wolfart M, Lehmann F, Wolfart S, Kern M. Durability of the resin bond 
strength to zirconia ceramic after using different surface conditioning 
methods. Dent Mater. 2007;23:45–50.

	35.	 Okada M, Taketa H, Torii Y, Irie M, Matsumoto T. Optimal sandblasting 
conditions for conventional-type yttria-stabilized tetragonal zirconia 
polycrystals. Dent Mater. 2019;35:169–75.

	36.	 El-Shrkawy ZR, El-Hosary MM, Saleh O, Mandour MH. Effect of different 
surface treatments on bond strength, surface and microscopic structure 
of zirconia ceramic. Futur Dent J. 2016;2:41–53.

	37.	 Inokoshi M, Shimizubata M, Nozaki K, Takagaki T, Yoshihara K, Minakuchi S, 
et al. Impact of sandblasting on the flexural strength of highly translucent 
zirconia. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2021;115: 104268.

	38.	 Aboushelib MN, de Jager N, Kleverlaan CJ, Feilzer AJ. Effect of loading 
method on the fracture mechanics of two layered all-ceramic restorative 
systems. Dent Mater. 2007;23:952–9.

	39.	 Mohammadi-Bassir M, Babasafari M, Rezvani MB, Jamshidian M. Effect 
of coarse grinding, overglazing, and 2 polishing systems on the flexural 
strength, surface roughness, and phase transformation of yttrium-stabi-
lized tetragonal zirconia. J Prosthet Dent. 2017;118:658–65.

	40.	 Aung SSMP, Takagaki T, Lyann SK, Ikeda M, Inokoshi M, Sadr A, et al. Effects 
of alumina-blasting pressure on the bonding to super/ultra-translucent 
zirconia. Dent Mater. 2019;35:730–9.

	41.	 Özcan M, Melo RM, Souza ROA, Machado JPB, Valandro LF, Botttino MA. 
Effect of air-particle abrasion protocols on the biaxial flexural strength, 
surface characteristics and phase transformation of zirconia after cyclic 
loading. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2013;20:19–28.

https://doi.org/10.1111/jopr.12906
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2021.06.019


Page 12 of 12Elraggal et al. BMC Oral Health          (2022) 22:412 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

	42.	 Guazzato M, Albakry M, Quach L, Swain MV. Influence of surface and heat 
treatments on the flexural strength of a glass-infiltrated alumina/zirconia-
reinforced dental ceramic. Dent Mater. 2005;21:454–63.

	43.	 Wang H, Aboushelib MN, Feilzer AJ. Strength influencing variables on 
CAD/CAM zirconia frameworks. Dent Mater. 2008;24:633–8.

	44.	 Kosmač T, Oblak C, Jevnikar P, Funduk N, Marion L. The effect of surface 
grinding and sandblasting on flexural strength and reliability of Y-TZP 
zirconia ceramic. Dent Mater. 1999;15:426–33.

	45.	 Inokoshi M, Shimizu H, Nozaki K, Takagaki T, Yoshihara K, Nagaoka N, 
et al. Crystallographic and morphological analysis of sandblasted highly 
translucent dental zirconia. Dent Mater. 2018;34:508–18.

	46.	 Denry IL, Holloway JA. Microstructural and crystallographic surface 
changes after grinding zirconia-based dental ceramics. J Biomed Mater 
Res B Appl Biomater. 2006;76:440–8.

	47.	 Carrabba M, Keeling AJ, Aziz A, Vichi A, Fabian Fonzar R, Wood D, et al. 
Translucent zirconia in the ceramic scenario for monolithic restorations: a 
flexural strength and translucency comparison test. J Dent. 2017;60:70–6.

	48.	 Stawarczyk B, Özcan M, Hallmann L, Ender A, Mehl A, Hämmerlet CHF. 
The effect of zirconia sintering temperature on flexural strength, grain 
size, and contrast ratio. Clin Oral Investig. 2013;17:269–74.

	49.	 Ilie N, Stawarczyk B. Quantification of the amount of light passing 
through zirconia: the effect of material shade, thickness, and curing 
conditions. J Dent. 2014;42:684–90.

	50.	 Journal E, Dentistry R, Ghodsi S, Jafarian Z. A review on translucent zirco-
nia. Eur J Prosthodont Restor Dent. 2018;26:62–74.

	51.	 Anusavice KJ, Shen C, Rawls HR. Phillips’ science of dental materials. 
Amsterdam: Elsevier Health Sciences; 2013.

	52.	 Ebeid K, Wille S, Salah T, Wahsh M, Zohdy M, Kern M. Evaluation of surface 
treatments of monolithic zirconia in different sintering stages. J Prostho-
dont Res. 2017;62(2):210–7.

	53.	 Stawarczyk B, Frevert K, Ender A, Roos M, Sener B, Wimmer T. Comparison 
of four monolithic zirconia materials with conventional ones: contrast 
ratio, grain size, four-point flexural strength and two-body wear. J Mech 
Behav Biomed Mater. 2016;59:128–38.

	54.	 Swain MV, Hannink RHJ. Metastability of the martensitic transformation 
in a 12 mol% ceria-zirconia alloy: II, grinding studies. J Am Ceram Soc. 
1989;72:1358–64.

	55.	 Chevalier J, Gremillard L, Virkar AV, Clarke DR. The tetragonal-monoclinic 
transformation in zirconia: lessons learned and future trends. J Am Ceram 
Soc. 2009;92:1901–20.

	56.	 Gaillard Y, Jiménez-Piqué E, Soldera F, Mücklich F, Anglada M. Quantifica-
tion of hydrothermal degradation in zirconia by nanoindentation. Acta 
Mater. 2008;56:4206–16.

	57.	 Chevalier J, Deville S, Münch E, Jullian R, Lair F. Critical effect of cubic 
phase on aging in 3 mol% yttria-stabilized zirconia ceramics for hip 
replacement prosthesis. Biomaterials. 2004;25:5539–45.

	58.	 Juy A, Anglada M. Surface phase transformation during grinding of Y-TZP. 
J Am Ceram Soc. 2007;90:2618–21.

	59.	 Bravo-Leon A, Morikawa Y, Kawahara M, Mayo MJ. Fracture toughness of 
nanocrystalline tetragonal zirconia with low yttria content. Acta Mater. 
2002;50:4555–62.

	60.	 Trustrum K, Jayatilaka ADS. Applicability of Weibull analysis for brittle 
materials. J Mater Sci. 1983;18:2765–70.

	61.	 Guazzato M, Quach L, Albakry M, Swain MV. Influence of surface and 
heat treatments on the flexural strength of Y-TZP dental ceramic. J Dent. 
2005;33:9–18.

	62.	 Pittayachawan P, McDonald A, Petrie A, Knowles JC. The biaxial flexural 
strength and fatigue property of Lava™ Y-TZP dental ceramic. Dent Mater. 
2007;23:1018–29.

	63.	 Prado RD, Pereira GKR, Bottino MA, de Melo RM, Valandro LF. Effect of 
ceramic thickness, grinding, and aging on the mechanical behavior of a 
polycrystalline zirconia. Braz Oral Res. 2017;31: e82.

	64.	 Candido LM, Miotto LN, Fais LMG, Cesar PF, Pinelli LAP. Mechanical and 
surface properties of monolithic zirconia. Oper Dent. 2018;43:E119–28.

	65.	 Ho C-J, Liu H-C, Tuan W-H. Effect of abrasive grinding on the strength of 
Y-TZP. J Eur Ceram Soc. 2009;29:2665–9.

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


	Effect of surface treatments on biaxial flexural strength, fatigue resistance, and fracture toughness of high versus low translucency zirconia
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusion: 

	Background
	Materials and methods
	Preparation of zirconia specimens
	Characterization of surface roughness and grain size
	Evaluation of initial biaxial flexural strength and fracture toughness
	Cyclic fatigue test
	Weibull modulus
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


