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Abstract: The aim of this paper was to evaluate the fracture resistance and failure type of maxillary
incisor teeth, rebuilt with various types of post-core restorations and full crowns made of either
direct conventional particulate filler composite (PFC, G-aenial Anterior, GC, Tokyo, Japan) or indirect
CAD/CAM restorations (composite Cerasmart 270 and glass ceramic LiSi Block from GC). One
hundred (n = 10/group) central incisors were cut and divided into 10 experimental groups restored
with different approaches. In approach A, teeth were restored with a core build-up composite (Gradia
Core, GC) for a core and full crown of PFC. Approach B had teeth restored using composite core and
prefabricated fiber posts, and a complete crown of either PFC or CAD/CAM. Approach C contained
teeth restored with a core of short fiber-reinforced composite (everX Flow, GC) and prefabricated
fiber posts, and a complete crown of either PFC or CAD/CAM. In approach D, the teeth had a
core of short fiber-reinforced composite only, and a complete crown of either PFC or CAD/CAM
restorations. The root canals were prepared, and when posts were used, they were luted with either
a dual-cure resin cement (LinkForce, GC) or everX Flow. As the control, sound teeth (n = 10) were
used. Restorations were quasi-statically loaded until fracture. Failure type was visually investigated.
The interface between the fiber post and luting cement was investigated using SEM, before and after
completion of the loading test. The data were analyzed by analysis of variance (p = 0.05) followed by
Tukey’s test. None of the restorative approaches restored the fracture load strength of intact teeth
(p < 0.05). Restorations with additional fiber posts (Approaches B and C) had higher load-bearing
capacity (p < 0.05) than restorations without fiber posts (Approaches A and D). Restorations that had
short fiber-reinforced composite cores with or without fiber posts presented more repairable failures.
Using short fiber-reinforced composite as post-luting and core build-up material with conventional
fiber posts proved to be a promising method to strengthen severely damaged incisors.

Keywords: fracture behavior; post-core; CAD/CAM; fiber composite

1. Introduction

In order to have good retention for full crown restoration, damaged root canal treated
(RCT) teeth usually need significant build-up with different post-core materials [1]. The
sum of the residual coronal structure and internal root structure defines the needs of post-
usage. The main objective of an endodontic post is to give retention when the remaining
tooth structure is not enough to retain the core restoration [2]. When less than half of the
crown remains in the anterior teeth, post placement is recommended [3,4]. The presence or
absence of 1.5–2 mm-high coronal dentin after preparation, known as the “ferrule,” is one
of the main factors affecting the performance of post-restorations [5]. The ferrule’s aim is to
redistribute the stress that occurs on the root’s outer coronal third, potentially changing the
fracture pattern to one that can be repaired [5]. Previous studies have concluded that RCT
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teeth after post-core build-up should be restored with indirect crowns [6,7], although others
have shown little difference between various types of crown restorations [8,9]. Owing to
the contrary findings from many in vitro studies, there are still no formal instructions or
agreements on the selection of final crown restorations [10]. Various forms of fiber posts
have been presented recently to afford the dental discipline a substitute to prefabricated
or casted metal posts for restoration of RCT teeth; since the modulus of elasticity of these
fiber posts is similar to that of dentin, they are a better alternative than metal posts [11].

It should be noted that anterior teeth rebuilt with a post have a three times higher
fracture rate than posterior teeth [12]. This may be justified by the higher horizontal
forces that these teeth are subjected to as a result of their location in the arch [13]. The
post–root canal interface is challenged when greater horizontal forces are present, and
any possible fault will later lead to failure. [13]. With the fiber posts, the most frequent
types of failure are loss of retention or post fracture [14]. The explanations are various,
including the root weakening during post space adjustment, the post’s inaccurate fit due to
the irregular geometry and cross section of the root canal, or the post’s failure to properly
bind to the luting or core build-up material [13]. The amount and adaptation of the fiber
post in the critical cervical part of the tooth, according to Vallittu, could determine the
effectiveness of restorative procedures involving post insertion [15]. When the post fails
to accommodate tightly, especially at the coronal third of the root, the resin cement film
becomes thick, allowing voids to form and cracks during loading, which can lead to post
debonding [16]. Fabricating an individualized fiber post from multiple unidirectional
fiber-reinforced composites is one way to solve this issue [17,18]. Another alternative is to
make the post and core build-up directly within the root canal from short fiber-reinforced
composites (SFRCs) [19–22]. In this “bioblock” construction method, packable and flowable
SFRCs are used to fill both the root canal space and the coronal cavity in 4–5 mm thick
horizontal increments [21,23,24].

However, challenges are presented as to whether it is possible or not to use the
flowable SFRC for post-core build-up, or for luting conventional fiber posts to rebuild RCT
anterior teeth in the presence of ferrule. To the best of the authors’ understanding, this has
not been extensively studied in the literature. Therefore, the aim of this laboratory research
was to assess the load-bearing capacity and failure types of RCT anterior teeth restored
with various fiber-reinforced post-core composites and full crowns. The null hypotheses
were that (1) the teeth restored with the investigated restorative approaches would have
similar load-bearing capacity, and that (2) the type of failure will be unaffected by the
restorative technique used.

2. Materials and Methods

Table 1 lists all of the materials used in this study.
In total, 110 intact human maxillary central incisors with 14 mm root lengths and

equivalent mesiodistal and buccolingual measurements were selected. The extracted teeth
were collected (University of Ankara, Ankara, Turkey) and subsequently placed in sodium
hypochlorite (5.25%) for a few minutes before being preserved in a saline solution at
4 ◦C for up to 6 months before being used. The research and ethics committee of the
University of Ankara, Faculty of Dentistry, accepted the procedure for using these teeth
for this research (12 July/7 January 2020). Only teeth with a maximum deviation of 10%
from the determined mean were included in this study based on the measurements. All
crowns (n = 100) were horizontally sectioned using a diamond disk with water cooling
2 mm above the cementoenamel junction (CEJ). All teeth were prepared by two trained
operators. The pulp was removed and the periodontal tissue was cleaned. Under water
cooling, post space preparations were made with post drills (Parapost stainless drills,
Coltène/Whaledent, Mahwah, NJ, USA). The teeth were then mounted just 1 mm below
the CEJ on an acrylic block (Ø 2.5 cm) using self-cure acrylic resin (Palapress; Heraus
Kulzer, Wehrheim, Germany) (Figure 1A).
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Table 1. The used materials.

Brand (Code) Manufacturer Type Composition

G-aenial Anterior (PFC) GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan Hybrid microfilled composite
UDMA, dimethacrylate co-monomers,
pre-polymerized silica and strontium

fluoride containing fillers 76 wt%

everX Flow (SFRC) GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan Flowable fiber reinforced
composite (bulk shade)

Bis-EMA, TEGDMA, UDMA, micrometer
scale glass fiber filler (100–300 µm and Ø7

µm), Barium glass 70 wt%, 46 vol%

Gradia Core GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan Dual-cured core
build-up composite

Methacrylic acid ester 20–30 wt%,
fluoro-alumino-silicate glass 70–75 wt%,

silicon dioxide 1–5 wt%.

Cerasmart 270 GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan CAD/CAM block
Bis-MEPP, UDMA, dimethacrylate

co-monomers, silica and barium nano
glass 71 wt%

Initial LiSi Block GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan CAD/CAM block Not available

G-CEM LinkForce GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan Dual-cured, self-adhesive cement

Paste A: fluoroalumino silicate glass,
initiator, UDMA, dimethacrylate, silicon
dioxide. Paste B: silicon dioxide, UDMA,

dimethacrylate, initiator, inhibitor
MI Core Fiber Post GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan Regular fiber post UDMA, PMMA, glass fibers

UDMA, urethane dimethacrylate; TEGDMA, triethylene glycol dimethacrylate; Bis-EMA, ethoxylated bisphenol-A-dimethacrylate;
Bis-MEPP, bis (p-methacryloxy (ethoxy)1-2 phenyl)-propane; PMMA, polymethylmethacrylate; wt%, weight percentage.
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Figure 1. (A): tooth preparation, (B): transparent template mold for composite build-up, (C): post and core restoration, 
(D): crown fabrication, (E,F): labial and proximal views of final crown restoration, (G): inclined quasistatic-load test setup. 
Figure 1. (A) tooth preparation, (B) transparent template mold for composite build-up, (C) post and core restoration,
(D) crown fabrication, (E,F) labial and proximal views of final crown restoration, (G) inclined quasistatic-load test setup.

Next, post-core and crowns were made based on four different restorative approaches
(Figure 2) subdivided into 10 groups (n = 10/group), presented in Table 2. A total of ten
sound teeth were left as control specimens (Group 11).
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Figure 2. Diagram showing the restorative approaches with various post-core restorations. Approach (A) Gradia Core as
post-core and complete crown of PFC. Approach (B) fiber post and Gradia Core to build up core and complete crown of
either PFC or CAD/CAM. Approach (C) fiber post and core made of SFRC and complete crown of either PFC or CAD/CAM.
Approach (D) SFRC as post-core and complete crown of either PFC or CAD/CAM.

Table 2. Different post-core and crown restorations (n = 10/group).

Group Post-Core Restoration Final Crown Restoration

1 Gradia Core as post-core Conventional direct PFC
2 Fiber post and Gradia Core Conventional direct PFC
3 Fiber post and SFRC core Conventional direct PFC
4 SFRC as post-core Conventional direct PFC
5 Fiber post and Gradia Core Cerasmart 270 CAD/CAM
6 Fiber post and SFRC core Cerasmart 270 CAD/CAM
7 SFRC as post-core Cerasmart 270 CAD/CAM
8 Fiber post and Gradia Core LiSi Block CAD/CAM
9 Fiber post and SFRC core LiSi Block CAD/CAM
10 SFRC as post-core LiSi Block CAD/CAM
11 Sound teeth as control

2.1. Post and Core Fabrication

The teeth’s coronal surfaces were etched for 20 s with a 37% phosphoric acid etch-gel
(Scotchbond, 3M ESPE, St. Paul, MN, USA), then rinsed, and air-dried gently. Dentin
adhesive was applied in compliance with the manufacturer’s guidance (Scotchbond Uni-
versal, 3M ESPE, Irvine, CA, USA). A dual cure activator (DCA) and adhesive were mixed
together (1:1) and applied as intracanal dentin adhesive. A transparent template matrix
(Memosil2, Heraeus Kulzer GmbH, Hanau, Germany) of a well-constructed core was used
to assist core fabrication in order to achieve the same core dimensions (Figure 1B).

Composite cores were made and polymerized (20 s per layer) (Elipar TM S10, 3M ESPE,
Seefeld, Germany) incrementally, 5 mm incisal to the sectioned tooth surfaces (Figure 1C).
The light had a wavelength of 430 to 480 nm and a power irradiance of 1600 mW/cm2.
For approach A, posts and cores were made of Gradia Core, which was applied and
polymerized in bulk into the prepared canals. Cores were fabricated and polymerized as
previously mentioned. For approach B, fiber posts were luted with dual-cure luting resin
(Gradia Core), which was delivered into the root canal using automix tips. For approach C,
fiber posts were luted with SFRC. After surface treatment with a primer (G-Multi Primer,
GC Corp, Tokyo, Japan), a prefabricated (1.6 mm) glass fiber post (MI Core Fiber Post) was
carefully placed into the luting-filled root canal space. Excess luting material was removed
at the level of crown sectioning after the post reached the intended length (12 mm). The
luting resin was polymerized for 40 s (Elipar TM S10) at a 45◦ angle. The fiber posts were
4 mm extended above the coronal surface of the prepared teeth, and cores were fabricated
and polymerized as mentioned previously.
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For approach D, posts and cores were made of SFRC, which was applied and polymer-
ized in layers (4–5 mm) into the prepared canals, and cores were made and polymerized as
previously mentioned.

2.2. Crown Fabrication

Final crown fabrication was planned to imitate either the direct fabricated technique
with conventional light-cured PFC (G-aenial Anterior) or the indirect technique using
Cerasmart 270 and LiSi Blocks with a CAD/CAM device (CEREC, Sirona Dental Systems
Inc., Long Island City, NY, USA).

2.2.1. Direct PFC Crowns (Groups 1–4)

A transparent template matrix of an ideally contoured crown was used to aid crown
fabrication in order to minimize variations in specimens. The crown mold was fabricated,
then filled with PFC, pressed, placed over the build-up core, and light cured from the
outside. The light-curing tip was positioned in close proximity to the crown surface
(1–2 mm). The crown mold was removed after polymerization.

2.2.2. Indirect CAD/CAM Crowns (Groups 5–10)

Crowns were designed and milled from Cerasmart 270 (Groups 5–7) and LiSi Blocks
(Groups 8–10), after a photo impression of the post-core model was taken (Figure 1D). All
restorations’ bonded surfaces were acid etched for 60 s with 9.6% hydro-fluoric acid (Pulp-
dent Corporation, Watertown, MA, USA), then washed and air-dried before cementation.
The multi primer (G-Multi Primer) and dual-cure resin cement (G-CEM linkForce) were
then used to cement the CAD/CAM-fabricated restorations. After that, a hand light-curing
unit (Elipar TM S10) was used from all directions (20 s per segment) and in close contact
with the crown surface.

All direct and indirect restorations were polished with abrasive polishing points (Jiffy
Polishers, Ultradent, South Jordan, UT, USA) prior to the inclined loading test to ensure
that the margin of root and crown material was visible (Figure 1E,F). All of the fabricated
specimens were kept in distilled water for 48 h at 37 ◦C before testing.

2.3. Fracture Load Test

A universal testing machine (Lloyd model LRX, Lloyd Instruments Ltd., Fareham,
UK) was used to apply a quasi-static load to the restored teeth at a speed of 1 mm/min [1].
The restored tooth with the acrylic block was firmly attached to the inclined metal base to
create a 45-degree angle between the loading tip (spherical Ø 2 mm) and palatal surface
of the incisal edge (Figure 1G). Each restored tooth’s loading event was recorded until it
fractured, and the fracture type for each specimen was visually analyzed and classified
into two types of failures. A two-examiner agreement was used to distinguish between
repairable and irreparable fractures. A repairable fracture is the type that ends above the
CEJ, whereas an irreparable fracture is the type that extends below the CEJ.

2.4. Microscopic Analysis of Fiber Post–Cement Interface

Four additional restorations representative of Approaches B and C were fabricated
following the aforementioned restorative technique. Specimens (n = 4) were sectioned using
a ceramic cutting disc spinning at 100 rpm (Secotom-50, Struers, Copenhagen, Denmark)
under water cooling before and after the loading test. An automatic grinding machine
was then used to gently polish the sectioned tooth using #4000-grit silicon carbide papers
at 300 rpm under water cooling (Rotopol-1, Struers, Copenhagen, Denmark). Scanning
electron microscopy was used to examine representative specimens (SEM, JSM 5500, Jeol
Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). SEM analysis (×500 and 1000 magnification) was performed at
an operating voltage of 15 kV, spot-size of 37 and working distance of 18 mm. Prior
to observation, all the specimens were gold-coated using a sputter coater in a vacuum
evaporator (BAL-TEC SCD 050 Sputter Coater, Balzers, Liechtenstein).
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2.5. Statistical Analysis

The data were analyzed using analysis of variance (ANOVA) and a Tukey HSD post
hoc test in SPSS version 23 (IBM Corp., Armonk, New York, NY, USA). Three-way ANOVA
(p = 0.05) was used to investigate the differences among the groups. The dependent
factor was the load-bearing capacity, whereas the independent factors were the post-core
materials, with or without prefabricated fiber post and final crown material. In addition,
statistical differences in failure modes were investigated by chi-square tests at a significance
level of p = 0.05.

3. Results

Figure 3 shows the load-bearing capacity of teeth restored using various techniques.
The restoration technique had a significant impact on the load-bearing capacity (p < 0.05),
but there was some interaction between the groups. None of the restorative approaches
restored the fracture strength of intact teeth (p < 0.05). As shown in Figure 3, crown speci-
mens in Group 9, where SFRC (everX Flow) was used for post-luting and core build-up
resin, had the highest load-bearing capacities (291 ± 98 N), which were not significantly
different (p > 0.05) from other Groups (3, 5, 6, 7, and 8). Crowns reinforced with conven-
tional (unidirectional) fiber posts (Approaches B and C) had a higher load-bearing capacity
(p < 0.05) than crowns without fiber posts (Approaches A and D).
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In addition, the data revealed that restorations made of SFRC core had a higher load-
bearing capacity than those restored with Gradia as the core material (Figure 3). However,
the difference was not statistically significant (p > 0.05).

Indirect CAD/CAM-fabricated crowns showed higher load-bearing capacities than
direct PFC crowns (p < 0.05). No statistically significant differences (p > 0.05) were found
between crowns made of Cerasmart 270 and LiSi Blocks. Regarding the failure types, most
of the restorations showed dominantly irreparable fracture types (Figure 4A,B), whereas
crown specimens (Groups 4 and 6) that have reinforced core materials of SFRC with or
without fiber posts presented more repairable types (p < 0.05) (Figure 4C).
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Figure 4. Percentages and photographs of failure modes of the tested restorations. (A,B) irrepairable fracture type, (C)
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4. Discussion

The restoration of RCT incisors with significant tooth structure loss poses a significant
clinical challenge, and choosing the right post-core system and final crown restoration
may be crucial to the treatment’s success [25]. In this study, various fiber-reinforced post-
core and crown materials were utilized to reinforce damaged RCT anterior teeth. Our
hypotheses were rejected because fracture behavior differed significantly between the
restorative techniques used (Figures 3 and 4).

In this series, an attempt was made to mimic a more natural fracture behavior of
the restorations by using flowable SFRC as the core material, with or without traditional
(prefabricated unidirectional) glass fiber posts under the surface layer of direct and in-
direct crown restorations, i.e., biomimetic restorations. Biomimetics relates to the repair
of affected dentition, mimicking the characteristics of a natural tooth in terms of biome-
chanical, functional and appearance competences [26]. The flowable SFRC (everX Flow)
utilized in this research has been identified as having high fracture toughness and flexu-
ral strength [27,28]. To our knowledge, there are no other direct dental composites with
fracture toughness values greater than 2.6 MPam1/2. As a result, we assume that SFRC-
reinforced post-core systems would be able to withstand the loads needed for complete
anterior crown restorations. Thus, we expected that post-core systems reinforced by SFRC
could withstand the loads required for anterior teeth restorations.

Teeth restored with traditional fiber posts (Approaches B and C) had significantly
higher load-bearing capabilities than those restored without fiber posts (Approaches A
and D). This finding conflicts with Garoushi et al. and Bijelic et al.’s results, which found
no difference in loading resistance when anterior decoronated teeth were restored with
traditional fiber posts or only SFRC posts and cores [19,29]. However, they were using
experimental packable SFRC with 3 mm-long fibers, which is different from the flowable
SFRC used in this research. On the other hand, our results are in accordance with earlier
research in view of reinforcing the impact of fiber posts on anterior restorations [17,24,30],
while others have shown that fiber posts do not reinforce teeth and actually raise the risk
of catastrophic fractures [31,32].

The distribution of biting forces along the root is improved by glass fiber posts that
have a close elastic modulus to dentin. In fact, the resistance of fiber posts to dislodgement
is determined by their adhesion to the root dentin [15]. Therefore, the most important
requirement is to achieve a durable adhesion between the composite matrix of fiber posts,
luting materials, and root canal dentin.

Interestingly, the fracture load of Group 9, where SFRC was used as post-luting and
core build-up resin, was the highest among all experimental groups (Figure 3). SFRC
was tightly connected to the fiber post and root dentin, minimizing the drawbacks of
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using a weak link between them (Figure 5). Furthermore, the short fibers inside the
canal were positioned correctly from a biomechanical perspective, reducing all potentially
harmful tensile stresses when the restorations were loaded (Figure 5). Numerous studies
have documented that high stresses can be imposed upon luting cements, particularly in
the cervical area [15–18], and in vitro fatigue investigations have shown that post-luting
cement microfractures or cracks are the initial failure mode that assists the development of
catastrophic failure [32,33]. In the literature, the available data about fracture toughness
values of various light or dual-cured luting composites ranged from 0.5 to 1.3 MPa m1/2,
which are lower values than flowable SFRC [34–38].

However, the question arises as to whether the light-cured SFRC can achieve sufficient
polymerization within the root canal. Previous studies by Lassila et al. and Frater et al.
showed that flowable SFRC material could be polymerized properly inside the root canal,
barely achieving the microhardness levels of dual-cure material [1,23]. This is due to the
material’s translucency, as well as the fact that its randomly oriented fibers will conduct
and scatter light over longer distances [38–40].

Under static loading conditions, tested CAD/CAM crown restorations showed im-
proved load capacities compared to direct PFC composite restorations (Figure 3). This is in
line with the latest results from a retrospective clinical study in Norway [8], where indirect
restorations were more likely to survive the observation period than direct PFC restorations.
Furthermore, according to the review study by Stavropoulou and Koidis, 63% of direct
restorations and 82% of indirect restorations survived a 10-year period of observation [7].
On the other hand, a Cochrane review by Sequeira-Byron et al. [41] found no substantial
difference between indirect and direct restorations. More importantly, studies have shown
that the chance of RCT tooth fracture increases with a decreasing amount of remaining
tooth substance [42,43].

Regarding the fracture patterns, restorations that have reinforced core composites of
flowable SFRC with or without fiber posts presented more repairable types of fractures
than restorations restored with Gradia as the core material. This result is in line with
previous studies that showed that the SFRC core enhances the restored damaged incisors’
failure mode to be more repairable [1,19,29]. All of the repairable fractures had the core
build-up and the crown separated from the tooth surface, indicating adhesive failure.
When conventional fiber posts were utilized, nearly half of the failures presented as a
marginal gap from the lingual surface as described by other studies [32,44]. From a clinical
standpoint, this type of failure is extremely critical because it is difficult to detect at an
early stage, can result in bacterial infection of the root canal system, and can lead to
endodontic failure [45]. This may be due to the fiber post’s flexibility, as the post allows for
considerable core movement, resulting in increased microleakage underneath the crown.
Despite the fact that many specimens with indirect crowns had irreparable failure, none of
the CAD/CAM-fabricated crowns showed adhesive failure, which may explain the high
value of bonding achieved.

In this study, similar to other laboratory loading investigations, the fracture forces
(45◦ loading angle) were applied evenly on the incisor margins. From a mechanical point
of view, this is the most critical area of the maxillary central incisor [24].

The maximum biting forces of anterior teeth vary in the literature, but the most
common value is about 200 N [46]; this is in the same range as the failure loads of specimens
restored with conventional fiber posts (Approaches B and C). As a result, it is possible
that incisor teeth with a 2 mm ferrule and a fiber post can withstand normal biting forces.
However, the effect of fatigue loading and oral parafunctional activity such as bruxism was
not considered in the current investigation.

The fracture resistance values of restored teeth measured by different investiga-
tors were reported using various measurement parameters. Initial cracking, defined
as the initiation of cracks, or a load reduction by an absolute or relative amount were the
parameters [1,17,29,30].
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In this investigation, the ultimate quasi-static load on the final fracture was identified.
Instead of being impactive and isolated in nature, stress employed to the dental restorations
and teeth is generally low and cyclic. However, due to a linear relationship between fatigue
and static loading, the quasi-static load test also provides valuable information about
fracture behavior and load-bearing strength [47,48]. Deviations in tooth morphology are
also one of the limitations of this study. Thus, further fatigue and adhesion testing studies
are required to validate the findings of this laboratory research.

5. Conclusions

Within the limitations of this study, the following conclusions could be drawn:

1. For restoring extensively damaged anterior teeth, unidirectional fiber posts
are recommended.

2. The use of flowable SFRC as post-luting and core material, with regular fiber posts,
revealed promising outcomes regarding load-bearing capacity and failure modes.

3. Indirect CAD/CAM crown restorations showed improved load capacities compared
to direct conventional composite restorations.

Author Contributions: Study design, S.U. and L.L.; collection of data, Y.B.; S.S. and S.G.; data
analysis/interpretation, L.L. and S.G.; Writing—Original draft preparation, S.U., S.G. and L.L.;
Writing—Review and Editing, Y.B. and P.K.V. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: This study belongs to the research activity of BioCity Turku Biomaterials Re-
search Program (www.biomaterials.utu.fi), and it was supported by Stick Tech Ltd., member of the
GC Group.

Conflicts of Interest: P.V. declares that he consults Stick Tech, member of GC in training and RD.
Other authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Lassila, L.; Oksanen, V.; Fráter, M.; Vallittu, P.K.; Garoushi, S. The influence of resin composite with high fiber aspect ratio on

fracture resistance of severely damaged bovine incisors. Dent. Mater. J. 2020, 39, 381–388. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Pantaleón, D.S.; Morrow, B.R.; Cagna, D.R.; Pameijer, C.H.; Garcia-Godoy, F. Influence of remaining coronal tooth structure on

fracture resistance and failure mode of restored endodontically treated maxillary incisors. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2018, 119, 390–396.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Zarow, M.; Ramírez-Sebastià, A.; Paolone, G.; de Ribot Porta, J.; Mora, J.; Espona, J.; Durán-Sindreu, F.; Roig, M. A new
classification system for the restoration of root filled teeth. Int. Endod. J. 2018, 51, 318–334. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Meyenberg, K. The ideal restoration of endodontically treated teeth—Structural and esthetic considerations: A review of the
literature and clinical guidelines for the restorative clinician. Eur. J. Esthet. Dent. 2013, 8, 238–268. [PubMed]

5. Fragou, T.; Tortopidis, D.; Kontonasaki, E.; Evangelinaki, E.; Ioannidis, K.; Petridis, H.; Koidis, P. The effect of ferrule on the
fracture mode of endodontically treated canines restored with fibre posts and metal-ceramic or all-ceramic crowns. J. Dent. 2012,
40, 276–285. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Cheung, W. A review of the management of endodontically treated teeth. Post, core and the final restoration. J. Am. Dent. Assoc.
2005, 136, 611–619. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Cheung, G.S.; Chan, T.K. Long-term survival of primary root canal treatment carried out in a dental teaching hospital. Int. Endod.
J. 2003, 36, 117–128. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Mannocci, F.; Bertelli, E.; Sherriff, M.; Watson, T.F.; Ford, T.R. Three-year clinical comparison of survival of endodontically treated
teeth restored with either full cast coverage or with direct composite restoration. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2002, 88, 297–301. [CrossRef]

9. Stavropoulou, A.F.; Koidis, P.T. A systematic review of single crowns on endodontically treated teeth. J. Dent. 2007, 35,
761–767. [CrossRef]

10. Stenhagen, S.; Skeie, H.; Bårdsen, A.; Laegreid, T. Influence of the coronal restoration on the outcome of endodontically treated
teeth. Acta Odontol. Scand. 2020, 78, 81–86. [CrossRef]

11. Qualtrough, A.J.; Mannocci, F. Tooth-colored post system: A review. Oper. Dent. 2003, 28, 86–91.

www.biomaterials.utu.fi
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2019-051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31852857
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2017.05.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28756865
http://doi.org/10.1111/iej.12847
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28853160
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712344
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2012.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22265988
http://doi.org/10.14219/jada.archive.2005.0232
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15966648
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2591.2003.00639.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12657155
http://doi.org/10.1067/mpr.2002.128492
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2007.07.004
http://doi.org/10.1080/00016357.2019.1640390


Polymers 2021, 13, 1130 11 of 12

12. Garcia, P.P.; Wambier, L.M.; de Geus, J.L.; da Cunha, L.F.; Correr, G.M.; Gonzaga, C.C. Do anterior and posterior teeth treated
with post-and-core restorations have similar failure rates? A systematic review and meta-analysis. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2019, 121,
887–894. [CrossRef]

13. Naumann, M.; Blankenstein, F.; Kiessling, S.; Dietrich, T. Risk factors for failure of glass fiber-reinforced composite post
restorations: A prospective observational clinical study. Eur. J. Oral Sci. 2005, 113, 519–524. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Zicari, F.; De Munck, J.; Scotti, R.; Naert, I.; Van Meerbeek, B. Factors affecting the cement-post interface. Dent. Mater. 2012, 28,
287–297. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Vallittu, P.K. Are we misusing fiber posts? Guest editorial. Dent. Mater. 2016, 32, 125–126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Egilmez, F.; Ergun, G.; Cekic-Nagas, I.; Vallittu, P.K.; Lassila, L.V. Influence of cement thickness on the bond strength of

tooth-colored posts to root dentin after thermal cycling. Acta Odontol. Scand. 2013, 71, 175–182. [CrossRef]
17. Hatta, M.; Shinya, A.; Vallittu, P.K.; Shinya, A.; Lassila, L.V. High volume individual fibre post versus low volume fibre post: The

fracture load of the restored tooth. J. Dent. 2011, 39, 65–71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Fráter, M.; Forster, A.; Jantyik, Á.; Braunitzer, G.; Nagy, K.; Grandini, S. In vitro fracture resistance of premolar teeth restored with

fibre-reinforced composite posts using a single or a multi-post technique. Aust. Endod. J. 2017, 43, 16–22. [CrossRef]
19. Garoushi, S.; Vallittu, P.K.; Lassila, L.V. Continuous and short fiber reinforced composite in root post-core system of severely

damaged incisors. Open Dent. J. 2009, 3, 36–41. [CrossRef]
20. Forster, A.; Sáry, T.; Braunitzer, G.; Fráter, M. In vitro fracture resistance of endodontically treated premolar teeth restored with a

direct layered fiber-reinforced composite post and core. J. Adhes. Sci. Technol. 2016, 31, 1454–1466. [CrossRef]
21. Fráter, M.; Lassila, L.; Braunitzer, G.; Vallittu, P.K.; Garoushi, S. Fracture resistance and marginal gap formation of post-core

restorations: Influence of different fiber-reinforced composites. Clin. Oral Investig. 2020, 24, 265–276. [CrossRef]
22. Fráter, M.; Sáry, T.; Néma, V.; Braunitzer, G.; Vallittu, P.; Lassila, L.; Garoushi, S. Fatigue failure load of immature anterior teeth:

Influence of different fiber post-core systems. Odontology 2021, 109, 222–230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
23. Fráter, M.; Sáry, T.; Jókai, B.; Braunitzer, G.; Säilynoja, E.; Vallittu, P.; Lassila, L.; Garoushi, S. Fatigue behavior of endodontically

treated premolars restored with different fiber-reinforced designs. Dent. Mater. 2021. Online ahead of print. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Fráter, M.; Sáry, T.; Braunitzer, G.; Szabó, P.B.; Lassila, L.; Vallittu, P.K.; Garoushi, S. Fatigue failure of anterior teeth without

ferrule restored with individualized fiber-reinforced post-core foundations. J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 2021, 118, 104440.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Garoushi, S.; Tanner, J.; Keulemans, F.; Le Bell-Rönnlöf, A.M.; Lassila, L.; Vallittu, P.K. Fiber Reinforcement of Endodon-
tically Treated Teeth: What Options Do We Have? Literature Review. Eur. J. Prosthodont. Restor. Dent. 2020, 28, 54–63.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Zafar, M.S.; Amin, F.; Fareed, M.A.; Ghabbani, H.; Riaz, S.; Khurshid, Z.; Kumar, N. Biomimetic Aspects of Restorative Dentistry
Biomaterials. Biomimetics 2020, 5, 34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Lassila, L.; Keulemans, F.; Vallittu, P.K.; Garoushi, S. Characterization of restorative short-fiber reinforced dental composites.
Dent. Mater. J. 2020, 39, 992–999. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Lassila, L.; Säilynoja, E.; Prinssi, R.; Vallittu, P.; Garoushi, S. Characterization of a new fiber-reinforced flowable composite.
Odontology 2019, 107, 342–352. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Bijelic, J.; Garoushi, S.; Vallittu, P.K.; Lassila, L.V. Short fiber reinforced composite in restoring severely damaged incisors. Acta
Odontol. Scand. 2013, 71, 1221–1231. [CrossRef]

30. Le Bell-Rönnlöf, A.M.; Lassila, L.V.; Kangasniemi, I.; Vallittu, P.K. Load-bearing capacity of human incisor restored with various
fiber-reinforced composite posts. Dent. Mater. 2011, 27, 107–115. [CrossRef]

31. Zicari, F.; Van Meerbeek, B.; Scotti, R.; Naert, I. Effect of ferrule and post placement on fracture resistance of endodontically
treated teeth after fatigue loading. J. Dent. 2013, 41, 207–215. [CrossRef]

32. Lazari, P.C.; de Carvalho, M.A.; Del Bel Cury, A.A.; Magne, P. Survival of extensively damaged endodontically treated in-
cisors restored with different types of posts-and-core foundation restoration material. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2018, 119, 769–776.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Nothdurft, F.P.; Schmitt, T.; Rupf, S.; Pospiech, P.R. Influence of fatigue testing and cementation mode on the load-bearing
capability of bovine incisors restored with crowns and FRC posts. Dent. Mater. J. 2011, 30, 109–114. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Dietschi, D.; Ardu, S.; Rossier-Gerber, A.; Krejci, I. Adaptation of adhesive post and cores to dentin after in vitro occlusal loading:
Evaluation of post material influence. J. Adhes. Dent. 2006, 8, 409–419.

35. Garner, J.R.; Wajdowicz, M.N.; DuVall, N.B.; Roberts, H.W. Selected physical properties of new resin-modified glass ionomer
luting cements. J. Prosthet. Dent. 2017, 117, 277–282. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Azar, M.R.; Bagheri, R.; Burrow, M.F. Effect of storage media and time on the fracture toughness of resin-based luting cements.
Aust. Dent. J. 2012, 57, 349–354. [CrossRef]

37. Lohbauer, U.; Belli, R. The Mechanical Performance of a Novel Self-Adhesive Restorative Material. J. Adhes. Dent. 2020, 22, 47–58.
38. Garoushi, S.; Vallittu, P.K.; Lassila, L.V. Depth of cure and surface microhardness of experimental short fiber-reinforced composite.

Acta Odontol. Scand. 2008, 66, 38–42. [CrossRef]
39. Lassila, L.V.; Nagas, E.; Vallittu, P.K.; Garoushi, S. Translucency of flowable bulk-filling composites of various thicknesses. Chin. J.

Dent. Res. 2012, 15, 31–35.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2018.08.004
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0722.2005.00257.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16324143
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2011.11.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22169674
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2015.11.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26652233
http://doi.org/10.3109/00016357.2011.654257
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2010.10.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20955754
http://doi.org/10.1111/aej.12150
http://doi.org/10.2174/1874210600903010036
http://doi.org/10.1080/01694243.2016.1259758
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00784-019-02902-3
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10266-020-00522-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32361786
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2020.11.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33353735
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2021.104440
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33689903
http://doi.org/10.1922/EJPRD_2002Garoushi10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32391677
http://doi.org/10.3390/biomimetics5030034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32679703
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2019-088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32779605
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10266-018-0405-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30617664
http://doi.org/10.3109/00016357.2012.757640
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2011.02.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2012.10.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2017.05.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28923548
http://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2010-069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21282879
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.07.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27666498
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1834-7819.2012.01703.x
http://doi.org/10.1080/00016350801918377


Polymers 2021, 13, 1130 12 of 12

40. Garoushi, S.; Vallittu, P.; Shinya, A.; Lassila, L. Influence of increment thickness on light transmission, degree of conversion and
micro hardness of bulk fill composites. Odontology 2016, 104, 291–297. [CrossRef]

41. Sequeira-Byron, P.; Fedorowicz, Z.; Carter, B.; Nasser, M.; Alrowaili, E.F. Single crowns versus conventional fillings for the
restoration of root-filled teeth. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev. 2015, 9, CD009109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Van Nieuwenhuysen, J.P.; D’Hoore, W.; Carvalho, J. Long-term evaluation of extensive restorations in permanent teeth. J. Dent.
2003, 31, 395–405. [CrossRef]

43. Opdam, N.J.M.; Bronkhorst, E.M.; Roeters, J.M.; Loomans, B.A. A retrospective clinical study on longevity of posterior composite
and amalgam restorations. Dent. Mater. 2007, 23, 2–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Magne, P.; Lazari, P.C.; Carvalho, M.A.; Johnson, T.; Del Bel Cury, A.A. Ferrule-Effect Dominates Over Use of a Fiber Post When
Restoring Endodontically Treated Incisors: An In Vitro Study. Oper. Dent. 2017, 42, 396–406. [CrossRef]

45. Saunders, W.P.; Saunders, E.M. Coronal leakage as a cause of failure in root-canal therapy: A review. Endod. Dent. Traumatol.
1994, 10, 105–108. [CrossRef]

46. Anusavice, K.J. Phillips’ Science of Dental Materials, 11th ed.; Elsevier: St. Louis, MO, USA, 2003; pp. 93–94.
47. Garoushi, S.; Lassila, L.V.J.; Tezvergil, A.; Vallittu, P.K. Static and fatigue compression test for particulate filler composite resin

with fiber-reinforced composite substructure. Dent. Mater. 2007, 23, 17–23. [CrossRef]
48. Garoushi, S.; Säilynoja, E.; Vallittu, P.K.; Lassila, L. Fracture-behavior of CAD/CAM ceramic crowns before and after cyclic

fatigue aging. Int. J. Prosthodont. 2021. Online ahead of print. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10266-015-0227-0
http://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009109.pub3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26403154
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0300-5712(03)00084-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2005.11.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16417916
http://doi.org/10.2341/16-243-L
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-9657.1994.tb00533.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2005.11.041
http://doi.org/10.11607/ijp.7207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33625389

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Post and Core Fabrication 
	Crown Fabrication 
	Direct PFC Crowns (Groups 1–4) 
	Indirect CAD/CAM Crowns (Groups 5–10) 

	Fracture Load Test 
	Microscopic Analysis of Fiber Post–Cement Interface 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

