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Objectives Providing a reliable attachment between the bracket base and zirconia surface is a prerequisite for exertion of 

orthodontic forces. The purpose of the present study was to evaluate the effect of two surface treatment methods and three primers 

on shear bond strength (SBS) of orthodontic brackets to zirconia surface.  

Methods Zirconia blocks were milled and embedded in acrylic resin. The polished zirconia surfaces were randomly prepared with 

sandblasting (SB) and Er:YAG laser application (LA). Each group of 45 (SB and LA) was further divided into 3 subgroups of 15.  

The subgroups received different primers namely Z-Prime Plus, MKZ primer and Clearfil SE Bond Primer. The SBS values were 

measured and compared using two-way ANOVA. SPSS 21 for Macintosh was used for all statistical analyses. Level of significance 

was set at P<0.05. 

Results The SB group exhibited a mean SBS of 14.393 MPa, which was significantly higher than the mean SBS recorded for LA 

group (5.683 MPa; P<0.05). In SB subgroups, there was no significant difference among the primers in SBS (P= 0.391), but this 

was not the case for laser subgroups (P< 0.05) and the subgroups that received Clearfil SE and Z-Prime Plus had higher SBS than 

the MKZ primer subgroup. 

Conclusion This study suggests that simultaneous use of sandblasting and primers containing 10-methacryloyloxydecyl dihydrogen 

phosphate (MDP) monomer can result in acceptable SBS of brackets to zirconia surfaces.  
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Introduction 

In the recent years, there has been a steady increase in the 

number of adult patients who seek orthodontic treatment. 

Regarding the fact that adults usually have restored teeth in 

their oral cavity, the need to bond brackets to a variety of 

materials has emerged.1 Among these materials, ceramics 

which are widely used in dentistry present particular 

bonding problems due to their inert nature.2-4 Therefore, 

different approaches have been proposed to provide 

acceptable bond strength between ceramics and orthodontic 

brackets. Such preparation methods can be classified into 

mechanical, chemical, and combined methods.4 

Mechanical approaches roughen the ceramic surface by 

removing the glaze. Surface roughening can be performed 

through various methods such as milling, sandblasting, 

tribochemical preparation, and use of lasers.5 Although 

some studies showed a significant increase in bond strength 

following these methods, other studies reported 

unsatisfactory bond strength.6, 7, 8 Besides its controversial 

effectiveness, roughening of ceramic surfaces results in 

higher incidence of crack initiation and porcelain fracture 

associated with debonding.2, 9-12 

Application of high-power lasers is one of the recent 

techniques to create surface porosities in ceramics and 

prepare them for bonding. Laser-treated surfaces of 

ceramics have shown favorable micromechanical retention 

patterns, making this method an attractive alternative to 

other surface treatment methods.13, 14 

Preparation of ceramic surfaces for bonding with chemical 

methods can be achieved by the use of hydrofluoric acid.15 

Although the bond strength obtained with hydrofluoric acid 

etching is satisfactory, it is a harmful and irritating 

compound for the soft tissue.16 

In the recent years, zirconium has gained major popularity 

among all-ceramic systems due to its mechanical and 

optical properties.17 However, unlike silica ceramics, 

zirconia ceramic cannot be etched with hydrofluoric acid, 

since it lacks silica in its structure.18 Also, mechanical 

surface preparation alone is not sufficient to achieve 

acceptable bond strength to zirconia surfaces and should be 

combined with chemical surface treatment methods. Ten-

methacryloyloxydecyl dihydrogen phosphate (MDP)-

containing primers are suggested for this purpose. MDP 

acidic groups (phosphoric acid) form chemical bonds with 

the oxide layer of zirconia.15, 19 

Although various surface treatment methods have been 

proposed to overcome bonding problems with zirconium, a 

consensus has not been reached yet, and data regarding the 

problem of bonding of orthodontic brackets to zirconia 

surface are still lacking. Therefore, the purpose of this 

study was to evaluate the effect of two surface treatment 

methods and three primers on shear bond strength (SBS) of 

orthodontic brackets to zirconium surface.  

Methods and Materials 

In this in vitro experimental study, 90 zirconia blocks 

(3M™ Lava™ Premium, Saint Paul, Minnesota, USA) 

were cut into blocks measuring 2 x 6 x 6 mm (post-sinter 

dimensions) using a computer-aided design/computer-aided 

manufacturing system, and then polished with 600-grit 
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silicon carbide paper. After grinding, the specimens were 

sintered according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Each 

specimen was then ground with abrasive paper with 35 µm 

diamond particles to produce a uniformly smooth and flat 

bonding surface. Additionally, the specimens had 

chamfered borders to facilitate retention in acrylic 

mounting. The blocks were then embedded in acrylic resin 

(Buehler, Lake Bluff, IL, USA). The polished zirconia 

surfaces were randomly prepared with sandblasting (SB) 

and Er:YAG laser (LA). Forty-five samples were prepared 

by sandblasting. For this purpose, the intraoral micro-

blasting unit (Danville Microetcher, Carlsbad, CA, USA) 

was set at 40 Psi, and the specimens were abraded for 15 

seconds with 50-µm aluminum oxide particles (Danvile 

Materials, Carlsbad, CA, USA) at 5-10 mm distance in an 

area approximately 2-3 times larger than the orthodontic 

bracket base. The remaining 45 specimens were prepared 

with Er:YAG laser (Deka, Calenzano, Italy) irradiation. 

Accordingly, the specimens were lased with 2 W power, 

100 MJ energy, 20 Hz frequency and 832 mJ/cm2 energy 

density for 60 seconds.20 

Each group of 45 (SB and LA) was then further divided 

into 3 subgroups of 15. The 3 subgroups received different 

primers namely Z-Prime Plus (Bisco, Schaumburg, IL, 

USA), MKZ primer (Bredent, Serden, Bavaria, Germany) 

and Clearfil SE Bond Primer (Kuraray, New York, NY, 

USA) (SE). 

The primers were used according to the manufacturers’ 

recommendations. A standard lower incisor orthodontic 

bracket (American Orthodontics, Sheboygan, WI, USA) 

was bonded by one single operator with 150 g even 

pressure using an ergometer (Dentaurum, Ispringen, 

Germany) to determine the amount of pressure. Transbond 

XT was used as adhesive. Excessive adhesive was 

removed. The adhesive was cured from the mesial, distal, 

incisal, and gingival sides for 5 seconds each, using a LED 

curing unit (Morita, Kyoto, Japan). The specimens were 

thermocycled in a thermocycler (Dorsa, Tehran, Iran) for 

1000 cycles at 5-55°C with 20 seconds of dwell time in 

each water bath and 30 seconds of transfer time.  Then, the 

specimens were incubated at 37°C for 24 hours. 

SBS testing was carried out using a universal testing 

machine (Instron Z020; Zwick Roell, Ulm, Germany). 

Load was applied at a crosshead speed of 0.5 mm/minute 

perpendicular to the interface of the bonded area, until 

debonding occurred. The universal testing machine showed 

the debonding load in Newtons (N); the values were 

divided by the surface area to report the SBS in 

megapascals (MPa). 

Following the process of debonding, the surface of zirconia 

and the base of brackets were inspected under a 

stereomicroscope (Olympus SZX9, Tokyo, Japan) at x10 

magnification. To assess the location of debonding, the 

Bordeaux classification was used as follows:21  

Type I: Failure at the adhesive-bracket base interface: 90% 

or greater of the bracket base is exposed, and 10% or less 

of the zirconia surface is free from adhesive.  

Type 2: Combined failure at the adhesive-bracket base 

interface and the zirconia-adhesive interface: Less than 

90% but more than 10% of the bracket base is exposed, or 

more than 10% but less than 90% of the zirconia surface is 

free from adhesive. 

 Type 3: Failure at the zirconia-adhesive interface: 10% or 

less of the bracket base is exposed, and 90% or more of the 

surface of zirconia is free from adhesive.  

Type 4: Fracture of the bracket itself. Fracture of the 

bracket during removal leaving a portion of the bracket still 

bonded to zirconia.  

Type 5: Fracture of the zirconia ceramic itself. A portion of 

the zirconia is removed with the bracket base without loss 

of more than 10% of the adhesive from the bracket base. 

Statistical analysis: 

Normal distribution of the SBS data was confirmed by the 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, and the equality of variances 

was assessed by the Levene's test. The SBS values were 

compared using two-way ANOVA. Level of significance 

was set at P<0.05. SPSS version 21 for Macintosh was used 

for all statistical comparisons. 

Results 

Descriptive statistics including the mean SBS of different 

groups and standard deviation values are presented in Table 

1. 

Table 1- Mean SBS of different groups and standard deviation values 

Surface 

Treatment 

Primer Mean Std. 

Deviation 

Minimum Maximum 

 

SB 

ZP 14.2807 2.58988 10.78 18.39 

MKZ 15.1185 2.52692 9.44 18.56 

SE 13.7963 2.80712 10.11 17.89 

 

LA 

ZP 6.7370 2.12645 3.89 10.56 

MKZ 2.6519 .86563 1.61 4.44 

SE 7.6778 2.42190 3.89 11.33 

SB: Sandblasting, ZP: Z-Prime Plus, MKZ: MKZ primer, 

SE: Clearfil SE Bond primer, LA: Laser application 

The mean SBS in SB and LA groups was compared using 

two-way ANOVA. The SBS was significantly higher in the 

SB group (P<0.05). For further investigation, one-way 

ANOVA was applied to compare the subgroups of each 

surface treatment method with each other. In the SB group, 

different primers did not show statistically significant 

differences in SBS (P= 0.391). However, in the LA group, 

the primer affected the SBS values (P<0.05). Pairwise 

comparisons between different primers in the LA group 

showed that Clearfil SE and Z-Prime plus had higher SBS 

than MKZ primer (P<0.05). 

The most common type of failure related to each group is 

shown in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: Most common type of failure related to each group 

SB: Sandblasting, ZP: Z-Prime Plus, MKZ: MKZ primer, SE: Clearfil SE 

Bond primer, LA: Laser application 

Discussion 

The use of zirconia ceramics is steadily increasing in the 

recent years. The mechanical and optical properties of 

zirconia satisfy dentists and patients, but achieving a 

reliable bond to zirconia surfaces comes with difficulty.22, 23 

In this study, the effects of two surface preparation 

methods and three zirconia primers on SBS of metal 

brackets to zirconia surfaces were compared. According to 

the results, there was a significant difference between the 

SB and LA groups regarding SBS values. All 3 subgroups 

in SB group exhibited significantly higher SBS than the LA 

group.  

A previous study reported that SBS in the range of 5.9 to 

7.8 MPa was sufficient to withstand normal oral 

masticatory and orthodontic forces.24  In this study, the only 

group which showed a SBS below this acceptable range 

was the subgroup which was treated with laser and received 

MKZ primer.   

The results of stereomicroscopic evaluation were in line 

with the data from SBS test, as they showed higher 

frequency of types I and II fracture in the SB group and 

type III fracture in the LA group, and confirmed weaker 

bond in the LA group. 

In this study, sandblasting was performed for 10 seconds 

with 50 µm alumina particles from a 10 mm distance. Most 

studies used the same size of particles for this purpose, but 

for different times and distances.25, 26 

Different lasers may be used for surface treatment by 

surface roughening, and there is controversy about the 

effectiveness of laser irradiation for enhancement of SBS 

of zirconia ceramic.13, 27 

 In a recent study, Hatami et al. evaluated the effects of 

three lasers (Nd:YAG, CO2 and Er:YAG) on SBS of 

zirconia and showed that Er:YAG laser irradiation was the 

most effective treatment on bond strength comparable to 

sandblasting.28 However several other studies investigating 

the bond strength and durability of various bonding 

methods to high-strength ceramics indicated that 

sandblasting led to higher bond strength than laser 

treatment.18, 29, 30   This study was designed to address the 

controversy in this area, and our results indicated that 

sandblasting led to higher bond strength than laser 

treatment. 

An additional approach to achieve higher bond strength to 

zirconia is to chemically condition its surface. The 

proposed chemical treatment methods include silanization, 

acid etching, and the use of primers containing phosphate 

and carboxylic acid.31 The sole application of the first two 

methods has failed to achieve acceptable bond strength to 

zirconia.32 Therefore, great attention has been directed 

towards conditioning of zirconia with chemical primers. 

Studies indicate that carboxyl-based primers such as 4-

methacryloyloxyethyl trimellitate anhydride are unable to 

chemically bond to zirconia. However, 10-MDP has shown 

promising results. MDP has a phosphoric-acid group at one 

end with an affinity for metal oxides such as zirconia, and a 
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vinyl group at the other end which bonds to the resin 

matrix. The combination of sandblasting and use of MDP 

containing primer has been suggested in order to achieve a 

hydrothermally durable bond to zirconia.33, 34  

In a study conducted by Byeon et al, the effects of 

sandblasting and MDP containing primers was assessed on 

the bond between zirconia and orthodontic metal brackets. 

The highest SBS (13.36 MPa) was achieved in the group 

which received sandblasting and MDP containing silane 

primer and was close to the mean SBS of SB group in this 

study (14.393 MPa). The lowest SBS was seen in the group 

which was only polished, followed by the sandblasted 

group. The results emphasized on the importance of both 

mechanical and chemical treatments of zirconia surface for 

an acceptable bond to brackets.35 

Yassaei et al. performed a study to compare the bond 

strength between brackets and ceramic surfaces after 

preparation by laser, sandblasting, and hydrofluoric acid 

application. Their study revealed that the highest bond 

strength was achieved following preparation by 

sandblasting, which is in line with our results. Although 

laser treated groups showed significantly lower bond 

strength than the sandblasted group, the SBS was reported 

to be enough to withstand orthodontic forces. The highest 

bond strength in their study was 7.8 MPa which was lower 

than the value in the present study (15.11 MPa); the lower 

SBS may be due to the use of Pulpodent as primer, which 

lacks MDP monomer. These findings point out the 

importance of MDP monomer in achieving higher bond 

strength to ceramic surfaces.36 

It should be noted that this was an in vitro study. In vivo 

studies and further investigations may be necessary to 

confirm that our bonding protocols are repeatable under 

clinical conditions. Factors such as saliva, water, or oil 

contamination, oral temperature changes, and masticatory 

forces other than shear forces along with other factors 

could alter the bonding of orthodontic brackets to zirconia 

in the long-term. Other areas of research and interest to 

clinicians may be the long term effects of micromechanical 

abrasion to zirconia restorations, adhesive 

removal/polishing effects on zirconia, and whether or not 

there are any esthetic drawbacks to these procedures after 

bracket removal. 

 

Conclusion 

This study suggests that ideal bracket bonding to zirconia 

surfaces would include a method of sandblasting followed 

by the application of a primer which contains MDP 

monomer. 

 Conflict of Interest 

 

No Conflict of Interest Declared 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

References 

 

1.  Shamohammadi Heidari M, Moradinejad M, Tabatabaei H, 
Rakhshan V. Effects of Three Novel Bracket Luting Agents 
Containing Zirconia Primer on Shear Bond Strength of Metal 
Orthodontic Brackets Attached to Monolithic Zirconia Crowns: 
A Preliminary In Vitro Study. Int J Dent. 2022;2022:7107526.  
2. Labunet A, Kui A, Voina-Tonea A, Vigu A, Sava S. 
Orthodontic Attachment Adhesion to Ceramic Surfaces. Clin 
Cosmet Investig Dent. 2021;13:83-95.  
3. Abuelenain DA, Linjawi AI, Alghamdi AS, Alsadi FM. The 
effect of various mechanical and chemical surface conditioning 
on the bonding of orthodontic brackets to all ceramic materials. 
J Dent Sci. 2021;16(1):370-4.  
4. Ajlouni R, Bishara SE, Oonsombat C, Soliman M, Laffoon J. 
The effect of porcelain surface conditioning on bonding 
orthodontic brackets. Angle Orthod. 2005;75(5):858-64.  
5. Dérand P, Dérand T. Bond strength of luting cements to 
zirconium oxide ceramics. Int J Prosthodont. 2000;13(2):131-5. 
6. Sant'Anna EF, Monnerat ME, Chevitarese O, Stuani MBS. 
Bonding brackets to porcelain: in vitro study. Braz Dent J. 
2002;13(3):191-6. 
7. Cevik P, Eraslan O, Eser K, Tekeli S. Shear bond strength of 
ceramic brackets bonded to surface-treated feldspathic porcelain 
after thermocycling. Int J Artif Organs. 2018;41(3):160-7. 
8. Aksakalli S, Ileri Z, Yavuz T, Malkoc MA, Ozturk N. 
Porcelain laminate veneer conditioning for orthodontic bonding: 
SEM-EDX analysis. Lasers Med Sci. 2015;30(7):1829-34. 
9. Mirhashemi A, Chiniforush N, Jadidi H, Sharifi N. 
Comparative study of the effect of Er:YAG and Er:Cr;YSGG 
lasers on porcelain: etching for the bonding of orthodontic 
brackets. Lasers Med Sci. 2018;33(9):1997-2005. 
10.Alakuş Sabuncuoğlu F, Ertürk E. Shear bond strength of 
brackets bonded to porcelain surface: in vitro study. J Istanbul 
Univ Fac Dent. 2016 ;50(1). 

11.Erdur EA, Basciftci FA. Effect of Ti: sapphire laser on shear 
bond strength of orthodontic brackets to ceramic surfaces. 
Lasers Surg Med. 2015;47(6):512-9. 
12.Jakovac M, Klaser T, Radatović B, Bafti A, Skoko Ž, Pavić 
L, et al. Impact of Sandblasting on Morphology, Structure and 
Conductivity of Zirconia Dental Ceramics Material. Materials 
(Basel). 2021;14(11):2834.  
13.Yavuz T, Özyılmaz ÖY, Dilber E, Tobi ES, Kiliç HŞ. Effect 
of different surface treatments on porcelain-resin bond strength. 
J Prosthodont. 2017;26(5):446-54.  
14.Cavalcanti AN, Foxton RM, Watson TF, Oliveira MT, 
Giannini M, Marchi GM. Bond strength of resin cements to a 
zirconia ceramic with different surface treatments. Oper Dent. 
2009;34(3):280-7.  
15.Altan B, Cinar S, Tuncelli B. Evaluation of shear bond 
strength of zirconia-based monolithic CAD-CAM materials to 
resin cement after different surface treatments. Niger J Clin 
Pract. 2019;22(11):1475-82.  
16.Türkkahraman H, Küçükesmen HC. Porcelain surface-
conditioning techniques and the shear bond strength of ceramic 
brackets. Eur J Orthod. 2006;28(5):440-3.  
17.Daou EE. The zirconia ceramic: strengths and weaknesses. 
Open Dent J. 2014;8:33-42.  
18.Attia A, Lehmann F, Kern M. Influence of surface 
conditioning and cleaning methods on resin bonding to zirconia 
ceramic. Dent Mater. 2011;27(3):207-13.  
19.de Souza G, Hennig D, Aggarwal A, Tam LE. The use of 
MDP-based materials for bonding to zirconia. J Prosthet Dent. 
2014;112(4):895-902.  
20.Lin Y, Song X, Chen Y, Zhu Q, Zhang W. Effect of Er:YAG 
laser irradiation on bonding property of zirconia ceramics to 
resin cement. Photomed Laser Surg. 2013;31(12):619-25.  
21.Bordeaux JM, Moore RN, Bagby MD. Comparative 



Original Article 
Effects of Surface Treatment on Bond Strength of Brackets to Zirconium                                                              Mohammad Farahani, et al.       

 
Journal Dental School; Vol 39, No.3, Summer 2021; 84-88  88  

evaluation of ceramic bracket base designs. Am J Orthod 
Dentofacial Orthop. 1994;105(6):552-60.  
22.Piconi C, Maccauro G. Zirconia as a ceramic biomaterial. 
Biomaterials. 1999;20(1):1-25.  
23.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(1):9-18.  
24.Scougall Vilchis RJ, Yamamoto S, Kitai N, Yamamoto K. 
Shear bond strength of orthodontic brackets bonded with 
different self-etching adhesives. Am J Orthod Dentofacial 
Orthop. 2009 ;136(3):425-30.  
25.Lee JY, Kim JS, Hwang CJ. Comparison of shear bond 
strength of orthodontic brackets using various zirconia primers. 
Korean J Orthod. 2015;45(4):164-70. 
26.Kwak JY, Jung HK, Choi IK, Kwon TY. Orthodontic 
bracket bonding to glazed full-contour zirconia. Restor Dent 
Endod. 2016;41(2):106- 13.  
27.Yassaei S, Moradi F, Aghili H, Kamran MH. Shear bond 
strength of orthodontic brackets bonded to porcelain following 
etching with Er:YAG laser versus hydrofluoric acid. 
Orthodontics (Chic.). 2013;14(1):e82-7. 
28.Hatami M, Lotfi-Kamran M, Davari A, Molazem M. Effect 
of different laser treatments on the shear bond strength of 
zirconia ceramic to resin cement. Dent Res J (Isfahan). 
2021;18:56. 
29.Inokoshi M, De Munck J, Minakuchi S, Van Meerbeek B. 
Meta-analysis of bonding  effectiveness to zirconia ceramics. J 
Dent Res. 2014;93(4):329-34.  

30.Cheng H, Dong C, Zhang FQ. Influence of tribochemical 
silica coating on shear bond strength of a dental zirconia 
ceramic to resin cements. Shanghai Kou Qiang Yi Xue. 
2018;27(3):248-251. 
31.Khan AA, Al Kheraif AA, Jamaluddin S, Elsharawy M, 
Divakar DD. Recent Trends in Surface Treatment Methods for 
Bonding Composite Cement to Zirconia: A Reveiw. J Adhes 
Dent. 2017;19(1):7-19.  
32.Mahmoodi N, Hooshmand T, Heidari S, Khoshro K. Effect 
of sandblasting, silica coating, and laser treatment on the 
microtensile bond strength of a dental zirconia ceramic to resin 
cements. Lasers Med Sci. 2016;31(2):205-11.  
33.Chen Y, Lu Z, Qian M, Zhang H, Chen C, Xie H, et al. 
Chemical affinity of 10-methacryloyloxydecyl dihydrogen 
phosphate to dental zirconia: Effects of molecular structure and 
solvents. Dent Mater. 2017 12;33(12):e415-27.  
34.Llerena-Icochea AE, Costa RM, Borges A, Bombonatti J, 
Furuse AY. Bonding Polycrystalline Zirconia With 10-MDP-
containing Adhesives. Oper Dent. 2017;42(3):335-41.  
35.Byeon SM, Lee MH, Bae TS. Shear Bond Strength of Al₂O₃ 
Sandblasted Y-TZP Ceramic to the Orthodontic Metal Bracket. 
Materials (Basel). 2017;10(2):e148.  
36.Yassaei S, Aghili HA, Davari A, Mostafavi SM. Effect of 
Four Methods of Surface Treatment on Shear Bond Strength of 
Orthodontic Brackets to Zirconium. J Dent (Tehran). 
2015;12(4):281-9. 
 

 

 
 
____---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------------------------------------
 

How to cite:  

Farahani M, Kabiri S, Talebi Rafsanjan K. Effects of Different Surface Treatment Methods and Zirconia Primers on Shear Bond Strength of Orthodontic Brackets to Zirconium. J Dent Sch 2021;39(3):84-

88. 

  
 

 

 
 


