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Abstract

:

The aim of the presented study was a comparative analysis of the polymerization kinetics of dental resin-based composites currently used in dentistry in different environmental conditions (irradiance, activation time, layer thickness). The photopolymerization kinetics of eleven dental resins were investigated using a Woodpecker LED source. The DC was measured by FTIR in transmission mode and attenuated total reflection (ATR) from 5 s to 7 days. In the transmission mode, the spectra from parallel optical layers (about 0.2 mm thick) of samples placed between the KBr crystals were recorded. In the reflection mode, an ATR attachment with a diamond window was used. The DC calculation method was applied based on the application of a monomer absorption band at 1638 cm−1 (stretching vibration double bond C=C of the vinyl group) without using a reference band. The data were analyzed by performing an ANOVA test comparison between sample groups at the significance level α = 0.05. For all tested materials, the polymerization kinetics consist of three stages. The fastest stage occurs during the irradiation, and the achieved DC value is 70–75% of the maximum value 5 s after the irradiation. Another 15–20% DC increase at a moderate speed takes about 15–20 min. There is also a very slow further increase in DC of 5–10% within 5 days after irradiation. For 8 out of the 11 tested fillings, the optimal photopolymerization conditions are as follows: a power density of 400 or 1000 mW/cm2; an exposure time of 10 s; and a thickness of the irradiated resin layer of up to 2 mm. The influence of various conditions and factors on the reaction kinetics is dominant only in the early, rapid phase of the conversion. After longer times, the DC values gradually level out under different light conditions. The DC of the dental resins are dependent on the irradiance, light source, filler type, time after irradiance, and monomer thickness.
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1. Introduction


The composite resin used in dentistry can be divided into the following groups: macrofilled, microfilled, nanofilled, hybrid, and short fiber-reinforced composite [1,2]. These materials contain filler particles with diameters between 10–100 μm; they are hard and difficult to polish [3]. Resin has particles between 0.04–0.2 μm and a high polish ability [4]. The combination of microfilled and macrofilled is called “hybrid “composite resin. It contains a colloidal silica particle size of 0.01–0.05 μm and has a smooth polishing surface, a good wear resistance, and good mechanical properties [5]. Nanofilled composite resin includes zirconium/silica and nanosilic particles with a diameter of 25 nm and a silanized agglomerate size of 75 nm. The filler content is up to 80%, leading to reduced polymerization shrinkage and increased mechanical properties [6].



In dentistry, the monomer in the form of methyl methacrylate derivatives is used in almost all types of resins, and the polymerization process is vinyl-free-radical. Composite resin is classified into chemically activated and light activated [7,8,9].



The degree of monomer conversion (DC) in dental fillings based on composite resins is a very important parameter. Due to the introduction of new materials into the market, the problem of DC determination is still the subject of a large amount of current research.



The DC depends on many factors such as the matrix composition, the intensity of irradiation, the light transmission properties of the matrix, the filler particle type and size, the concentration of the polymerization catalyst, and the type of photo-initiator system [10].



The DC value directly influences the mechanical properties, resistance, polymerization shrinkage, water sorption, and solubility of the irradiated resins. Low DC values result in increased cytotoxicity and decreased material hardness. DC values that are too low may result in the release of unreacted cytotoxic monomers [11]. The complete conversion of bifunctional methacrylates is never attainable because diffusional restrictions in later stages of the polymerization reaction prevent a certain number of monomer molecules from reaching reaction sites [1].



Depending on the photopolymerization parameters of the matrix type, the maximum DC values reported in the literature are in the range of 40–70% [12,13,14]. The main reason for the discrepancies in the DC literature of the same materials is the failure to consider the polymerization time of the sample after irradiation and the use of different measurement techniques.



So far, the following methods have been used to determine the DC: Fourier infrared absorption spectroscopy (FTIR) [15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22], Raman spectroscopy [23,24], electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) [25], nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [26], and differential scanning calorimetry (DTA) [27,28].



FTIR spectroscopy is one of the most used methods, but the literature results relate to measurements carried out under various conditions, and, so far, no standardized method has been proposed. Polymer samples can be prepared in various forms. Usually, they are powdered and then mixed with a dry potassium bromide (KBr) powder [29,30,31]. In recent years, the attenuated total reflection (ATR) sampling technique was effectively used for DC determination [13,14,32,33,34,35,36]. This technique is characterized by its simplicity; samples are examined directly in the solid or liquid state without further preparation. In the case of real-time experiments, a monomer drop is sandwiched between NaCl or KBr plates and then polymerized directly in a measuring chamber of the apparatus [37,38,39,40]. In publications, absorption spectra are presented in exceptional cases, which is rare in typical spectroscopic analyses. Some publications have critically assessed the work to date on the determination of DCs, e.g., [41].



The current methods used in determining DC are based on comparing the absorption bands that are typical of the carbon double bond (C=C, 1638 cm−1) of the monomer and one of the reference bonds. The most used reference absorption band has the wavenumber of 1608 cm−1, although others such as 1730 or 4623 cm−1 are also used [18]. However, this method is correct if the reference band exhibits this intensity for the entire DC range. This, however, as we have shown, is not accurate for any methyl methacrylate derivative. In the transmission mode, the principles of the method are presented in [10].



This DC calculation method has an additional systematic error of at least 5% when the 1608 cm−1 reference band is used. Moreover, as we will show, there are resins for which this reference band is barely visible. We present the most reliable method in which reference bands are not necessary.



In the present study, the kinetics of resin polymerization were investigated in two measurement modes—transmission and reflection (ATR). The transmission method consists of examining the optical polymerization of the resin layer placed between the KBr crystals. The entire cross-section of the light beam from the optical fiber falls perpendicularly on the crystal surface, and the polymerization process of the same sample is measured at any time, from 0 s to even weeks after exposure. The degree of polymerization is determined by measuring the intensity decrease of the methacrylate absorption band at 1638 cm−1, which relates to the C=C stretching vibration of the vinyl group.



This method is well suited for limited aging tests; however, it has a sample thickness of up to 0.2 mm due to the strong absorption of resins. The obtained DC values are averaged for the entire layer thickness. In this method, the DC values are not influenced by the contraction of the resin layer thickness. The ATR method allows for DC measurements of any sample thickness, but the absorption signals relate to a layer thickness of several micrometers due to limited light penetration.



The main purpose of the work was to test and compare the DC values of currently used dental resins under various experimental conditions (irradiance, exposure time, layer thickness) using a classic LED source. The kinetics of polymerization were investigated with the ATR technique, which was previously used in the works of Ilie et al. [13] and Frauscher and Ilie [14]. It was limited to a few fillings, and the polymerization was tested for a very short time—up to 5 min after irradiation. Incomplete resin conversion is an intriguing phenomenon, and its explanation is important to dental practice. The goal of this study is to enable people to understand the conversion process.




2. Materials and Methods


The materials used in the study are presented in Table 1.



Dental fillings have a very diverse composition. An example of the composition of the UD2 material is described as follows: (a) monomers (25%): Diurethandimethacrylate, Iso-propyliden-bis (2(3)-hydroxy-3(2)-4(phenoxy)propyl-bis(methacrylate) (Bis-GMA), 4-Butandialdimethacrylate; (b) filler (75%): Glass filler, medium particle size of 0.7 µm, silicon dioxide, medium size—0.04 µm.



2.1. Methods


The blue light LED F lamp (Woodpecker, Guilin, China) designed for dental use was used to expose the samples. The source has a choice of the irradiation power density (400, 1000, and 1600 mW/cm2) and exposure time (10, 20, and 40 s). It is also equipped with a radiation power density meter, which is built into the charging station. The lamp has a choice of exposure time of 10 and 20 s and is also equipped with a power density meter built into the charging station.



The IS50 ATR Module FTIR spectrophotometer (Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) was used to measure the FTIR spectra. The spectra were collected in absorbance mode in a range of 1200–1800 cm−1, with a 4 cm−1 resolution and 64 scans.




2.2. Preparation of the Sample


Two modes were used for the DC measurements of the resins—reflection and transmission. In the reflection mode, an ATR reflection adapter was used.



A plate of a certain thickness, in which there was a 9 mm diameter hole for the sample, was placed on the diamond crystal of the adapter. After placing the sample in the hole of the plate, it was pressed with a microscope slide with a thickness of 0.5 mm, and the optical fiber was placed directly against the slide so that its surface was exactly in line with the hole of the sample. Absorption is measured at the interface between the crystal surface and the sample, with radiation coming from the opposite side. Therefore, it is the same situation as that in the real conditions of dental treatment. The DC value is the most important at the contact between the resin and the tooth. In the ATR method, the sample must adhere to the crystal surface throughout the test. Its removal and re-application prevent proper contact and cause a significant reduction in the measured absorbance value.



In the transmission mode, the samples were placed centrally on the KBr crystal (diameter 25 mm, thickness 3 mm). A 0.2 mm spacer was placed over the periphery of the crystal, and a second KBr crystal was applied. They were slowly compressed to the configuration of the washer thickness and placed in the holder. The schematic arrangement of the sample is presented below in Figure 1.



Before irradiating this surface of the sample with a light guide (8 mm in diameter), the FTIR spectrum was measured at different times. The diameter of the spot of light reaching the monomer after 3 mm of the crystal had passed through was 9 mm, and the diameter of the diaphragm used in the spectrophotometer was the same. This means that the entire cross-section of the light beam from the optical fiber illuminated the sample and that the average FTIR spectrum was determined from the entire surface of the illuminated sample. Moreover, the lack of a homogeneous distribution of light intensity from the optical fiber was eliminated.




2.3. Calculation of the Degree of Polymerization Conversion


The degree of polymerization was calculated based on the monomer loss, which has a characteristic absorption band located at the wavenumber of 1638 cm−1 (which relates to the C=C stretching vibration of the vinyl group). The monomer concentration drops during the polymerization. The method of determining the absorbance value is shown in Figure 2a.



The degree of polymerization in the time DC (t) was calculated from Formula (1):


  D C  t  =   1 −    A t     A m      · 100 %  



(1)




where: At—sample absorbance after time t; Am—monomer absorbance.




2.4. Statistical Analysis


The statistical analysis of the results was performed using the ANOVA program. The DC values are from separate experiments.



The confidence interval (L) for the probability p = 99% is:


  L =  x ¯  ± t · s   x ¯    



(2)




where: t—Student′s t-distribution coefficient for p = 99% and n = 5 (t = 4.02) L = 44.2 ± 3.1%.



For the DC of about 25%, the obtained L value is 25 ± 4.9%.



For all experiments, the relative measurement error was assumed to be ±5%. The presented method is very precise. The statistical deviations are the result of the polymerization process.





3. Results


3.1. Irradiation Parameters’ Impact on DC


Figure 3 shows the effect of a single layer thickness on the DC value of the Essentia Universal for an incident radiation power density of 400 mW/cm2 and an exposure time of 10 s, with different sample thicknesses.



The typical range of the layer for dental applications was selected as 0.76 up to 3.70 mm. There were statistically significant differences between the DC values for thicknesses of 1.85, 2.54, and 3.70 mm (p < 0.01). The DC values for samples with layer thicknesses of 0.76 and 1.85 mm are very similar, and there are no statistically significant differences between them (p > 0.3).



The effect of the radiation power density is shown in Figure 4. The values of 400, 1000, and 1600 mW/cm2 were used. The sample thickness and exposure time remained the same for all the samples.



There was a statistically significant difference between the irradiation powers (p < 0.05). Based on the obtained results, it was found that the most optimal values will be 400 and 1000 mW/cm2; the value of 400 mW/cm2 was chosen due to the slower rate of the polymerization process and a clear difference in the results from 1000 mW/cm2.



From the point of view of dental applications, the important parameter is the exposure time. Figure 5 shows the value of DC after irradiation at 10, 20, and 40 s.




3.2. DC Results for Individual Materials


Figure 6 show the collective characteristics of the DC change during the polymerization of the individual materials. The tests were carried out with a layer thickness of 1.85 mm and power density of 400 and 1000 mW/cm2. The exposure time (10 s) was selected because it is mostly used in dental practice. However, for this time, slower polymerization is observed, and it is better to compare different materials. With time, after radiation, the DC slows down. The lower irradiation power results in lower DC values; the biggest changes can be seen up to four minutes. For Filtek and G-aemail, the largest differences in DC values for different exposure powers were observed.



Figure 7 shows a comparison of the maximum DC values of all the materials 20 min after being irradiated.



After 20 min, the changes in DC are already very slow, with the order of a single percentage point per hour. They can be observed after many hours and then days. After 5 days, any changes in the DC values practically cease. The difference in DC values between polymerization times between 20 min and 5 days is up to several percentage points. This indicates how slowly the last stages of polymerization are proceeding. It can be assumed that the time of 20 min is long enough to compare the final DC values for all of the test materials.




3.3. Polymerization Kinetics in the Transmission Method


The presented results of the polymerization rate indicate that its fastest stage occurs during the irradiation of the sample itself. After 1 min at the end of the illumination, the DC value obtained is about 80%. Over the next 20 min, an increasingly slower process is observed, and the total DC obtained is approximately 20% of the maximum value. It can be considered that the polymerization has practically ceased 15 min after exposure, although a slight increase in DC is still observed.



The question is, at what time will such low DC gains not be observed? In the reflection technique, the sample must remain in the instrument all the time; hence, the transmission variant of the FTIR method was used for long-term aging tests.



The power density of the radiation reaching the KBr crystal on the sample was 210 mW/cm2. This corresponds approximately to the power density of the radiation that falls on the inner surface of the sample (d = 1.85 mm) in ATR tests with a power density of 400 mW/cm2 selected.



However, the actual conditions used in the two types of FTIR techniques differ. It is important to observe that, for a few days after irradiation, residual polymerization is still in progress, and the result is a further increase in DC by approximately 10%. After 5 days, no further increase in DC was observed.





4. Discussion


In practically all of the publications concerning the DC determination method to date, a point measurement with the use of a reference band is used. Figure 2 clearly shows that the reference absorption band at the wavenumber of 1608 cm−1 is not constant during the polymerization in its initial stages.



The reference point in the DC calculation is the monomer absorbance peak, so a systematic error is made over the entire DC range. The measurement and reference bands are not separated. The condition for such separation is the location of point B (Figure 2a) on the baseline. This is a classic case in spectroscopic research. The value of the actual absorbance of the reference band can be determined by the deconvolution method. There are also cases of resins where the absorption band at 1608 cm−1 is barely visible (Figure 2c), and, in these cases, the method based on relative measurements would not be possible in point measurements.



The method used to determine the DC value based on the polymerization kinetics during the same sample is very accurate and is independent of any reference bands. The reference band is strongly influenced by the dominant measuring band; on the other hand, the influence of the reference band on the measuring band is negligible.



Figure 2b shows the change in the absorbance spectrum of an exemplary resin (Evetric) for the transmission mode. The absorbance values for a layer thickness of 0.2 mm are from 0.8 to 1.6 in the wave number range of 1590–1650 cm−1.



Analogous graphs of the polymerization kinetics for the reflectance mode of selected resins are shown in Figure 2c,d. The penetration of IR radiation is several micrometers; hence, the absorbance in this optical path is 0.02–0.07. So, compared to the transmission technology, it is several dozen times smaller, and the signal/noise ratio is also lower. The transmission technique is unfortunately limited by the thickness of the measured resin layer to about 0.5 mm.



The power density activating the photopolymerization of the radiation is of fundamental importance for the DC values. It is especially visible in the initial stages of monomer conversion; with time, these differences become smaller and smaller. However, the increase in power density from 1000 to 1600 mW/cm2 does not cause a significant increase in DC (Figure 4).



It can be assumed that the power density of 1000 mW/cm2 is the limit above which the maximum DC values are reached in a sufficiently long time, and further increasing the power does not increase the DC, In general, the power density affects the speed of the polymerization process, especially in the initial stages; but the difference in the final DC values between the irradiations of 400 and 1600 mW/cm2 is about 5%. For longer times after the initiation of polymerization, e.g., hours or days, these differences become even smaller.



The values of the power density of the radiation reaching the end of the sample depend on the thickness of the resin layer. With the increase in its thickness, the radiation intensity decreases exponentially due to the absorption phenomenon and, in this case, the dominant scattering effect. The research on the effect of thickness was carried out for the range typical for practical dentistry (0.75–3.5 mm) (Figure 3).



The effect of the significant thickness on DC is observed at greater thicknesses from 2.5 mm upwards. For layer thicknesses below 2 mm, the intensity of the incoming radiation is high enough, and this effect is negligible for most materials. There is therefore a limit value for the power density of the incoming radiation, above which the DC value no longer increases.



An important parameter is also the exposure time related to the amount of light dose. As could be expected, with the increase in the exposure time, the DC values increase (Figure 5). It is also especially visible in the initial stages of polymerization. Later, these DC values become more and more similar.



The difference in the maximum DC values between the extreme times of 10 and 40 s after 20 min of polymerization is only 7% and will continue to decrease over time. With the exposure time of 10 s, the polymerization speed is comparatively lower only in the initial stage, which is advantageous due to the formation of lower mechanical stresses on the material.



Modern LED sources have the option of a gradual increase in irradiance just to slow down these initial rapid processes.



The kinetics of all the tested resins from 5 s to 20 min showed that the highest DC values (about 50% and more) were achieved by materials such as Estelite, Essenta, UD2, and BD2. Estelite had a unique DC value of over 80%, while the rest of this group does not exceed 60%. Filtek, Empress, and G-aemail had the lowest values (DC below 45%). For the other materials, the DC value does not exceed 50%.



Filtek, Empress, and G-aemail had lower DC values because their layer thickness was too high. Increasing the radiation density to 1600 mW/cm2 or reducing the layer thickness to 1 mm causes an increase in DC by about 10%.



For all the materials, with different dose irradiation polymerization conditions and film thicknesses, similar polymerization rate characteristics are observed up to 15–20 min after irradiation. The highest speed occurs during the irradiation itself, and after 5 s from its completion, the DC values become 75–80% of the maximum achieved after 20 min.



The remaining time, 15–20 min, has only 20–25% of the maximum value, which indicates a much slower stage. The time, 15–20 min after irradiation, could practically be considered as final, after which the DC values do not change noticeably in the following hours.



However, very small changes in the DC were observed; hence, this extended the testing of samples over time, even up to 7 days after irradiation (Figure 8). Within 5 days, a further increase in DC by about 10% was observed in relation to the 20 min time originally considered as final. This is a very important observation, indicating a very slow termination process of polymerization.




5. Conclusions


In general, it can be stated that, in the vast majority of the final materials, the achieved DC value is in the range of 45–60%. In the literature, such small DC values are explained by the overly low mobility of the polymer chain ends. It seems that the obtained DC values of all the tested materials are simply related to too little of an activator.



From the application point of view, it can be concluded that the parameters—a power density of 400 mW/cm2, an exposure time of 10 s, and a layer thickness of up to 2 mm—are optimal in clinical conditions. Increasing the strength or dose will not significantly affect the final DC values. For those materials with the lowest DC values, however, the maximum layer thickness should be reduced to about 1 mm, and a power density of 1000 mW/cm2 should be used.



For optimal thicknesses and power density, they level out after a few days. For materials such as Filtek, this DC equalization on both surfaces at a thickness of 1.85 mm was not observed. This is a clear indication that the thickness was too thick.







Author Contributions


Conceptualization, M.K.; methodology, M.K.; formal analysis, M.K.; investigation, M.K., J.P. and A.B.; resources, M.K.; writing—original draft preparation, M.K.; writing—review and editing, A.B.; visualization, M.K. and J.P.; supervision, M.K. 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.




Data Availability Statement


Not applicable.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Tarle, Z.; Par, M. Degree of conversion. In Dental Composite for Direct Restorations, 1st ed.; Miletic, V., Ed.; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2018; pp. 63–68. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ilie, N.; Hickel, R. Resin composite restorative materials. Aust. Dent. J. 2011, 56 (Suppl. 1), 59–66. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Czasch, P.; Ilie, N. In vitro comparison of mechanical properties and degree of cure of bulk fill composites. Clin. Oral Investig. 2012, 17, 227–235. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Leprince, J.G.; Palin, W.M.; Hadis, M.A.; Devaux, J.; Leloup, G. Progress in dimethacrylate-based dental composite technology and curing efficiency. Dent. Mater. 2013, 29, 139–156. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tarle, Z.; Attin, T.; Marovic, D.; Andermatt, L.; Ristic, M.; Taubock, T.T. Influence of irradiation time on subsurface degree of conversion and microhardness of high-viscosity bulk-fill resin composites. Clin. Oral Investig. 2015, 19, 831–840. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Taubock, T.T.; Tarle, Z.; Marovic, D.; Attin, T. Pre-heating of high-viscosity bulk-fill resin composites: Effects on shrinkage force and monomer conversion. J. Dent. 2015, 43, 1358–1364. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peutzfeldt, A. Resin composites in dentistry: The monomer systems. Eur. J. Oral Sci. 1997, 105, 97–116. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rueggeberg, F.A. State-of-the-art: Dental photocuring—A review. Dent. Mater. 2011, 27, 39–52. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ferracane, J.L. Resin composite—State of the art. Dent. Mater. 2011, 27, 29–38. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kwaśny, M.; Bombalska, A.; Obroniecka, K. A reliable method of measuring the conversion degrees of methacrylate dental resins. Sensors 2022, 22, 2170. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tuna, E.B.; Aktoren, O.; Oshida, Y.; Gencay, K. Elution of residual monomers from dental composite materials. Eur. J. Paediatr. Dent. 2010, 11, 110–114. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Halvorson, R.H.; Erickson, R.L.; Davidson, C.L. The effect of filler and silane content on the conversion of resin-based composite. Dent. Mater. 2003, 19, 327–333. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ilie, N.; Obermaier, J.; Durner, J. Effect of modulated irradiation time on the degree of conversion and the amount of elutable substances from nano-hybrid resin-based composites. Clin. Oral Investig. 2014, 18, 97–106. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Frauscher, K.; Ilie, N. Degree of conversion of nano-hybrid resin-based composites with novel and conventional matrix formulation. Clin. Oral Investig. 2013, 17, 635–642. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Urban, V.M.; Machado, A.; Vergani, C.E.; Giampaolo, E.T.; Pavarina, A.C.; de Almeida, F.G.; Cass, Q.B. Effect of water-bath post-polymerization on the mechanical properties, degree of conversion, and leaching of residual compounds of hard chairside reline resins. Dent. Mater. 2009, 25, 662–671. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Grupta, S.P.; Shresta, B.K. Shear bond strength of a bracket-bonding system cured with a light-emitting diode or halogen-based light-curing at various polymerization times. Clin. Cosmet. Investig. Dent. 2018, 10, 61–67. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ribeiro, B.C.; Boaventura, J.M.; Brito-Goncalves, M.; Rastelli, A.N.; Bagnato, V.S.; Saad, J.R. Degree of conversion of nanofiller and microhybrid composite resins photo-activated by different generations of LEDs. J. Appl. Oral Sci. 2012, 20, 212–217. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Moraes, L.G.P.; Rocha, R.S.F.; Menegazzo, L.M.; de Araujo, E.B.; Yukimito, K.; Moraes, J.C. Infrared spectroscopy: A tool for determination of the degree of conversion in dental composites. J. Appl. Oral Sci. 2008, 16, 145–149. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Segreto, D.R.; Naufel, F.S.; Brandt, W.C.; Guiraldo, R.D.; Correr-Sobrinho, L.; Sinhoreti, M.A.C. Influence of photoinitiator and light-curing source on bond strength of experimental resin cement to dentin. Braz. Dent. J. 2016, 27, 83–89. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Guram, G.; Shaik, J.A. Comparison of Light-Emitting Diode-Curing Unit and Halogen-Based Light-Curing Unit for the Polymerization of Orthodontic Resins: An In-vitro Study. J. Int. Soc. Prev. Commun. Dent. 2018, 8, 409–415. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ferracane, J.L.; Greener, E.H. Fourier transform infrared analysis of degree of polymerization in unfilled resins methods comparison. J. Dent. Res. 1984, 63, 1093–1095. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peutzfeldt, A.; Asmussen, E. The effect of posturing on the quantity of remaining double bonds, mechanical properties, and in vitro wear of two resin composites. J. Dent. 2000, 28, 447–452. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gauthier, M.A.; Stangel, I.; Ellis, T.H.; Zhu, X.X. A new method for quantifying the intensity of the C=C band of dimethacrylate dental monomers in their FTIR and Raman spectra. Biomaterials 2005, 26, 6440–6448. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shin, W.S.; Li, X.F.; Schwartz, B.; Wunder, S.I.; Baran, G.R. Determination of the degree of cure of dental resins using Raman and FT-Raman spectroscopy. Dent. Mater. 1993, 9, 317–324. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sustercic, D.; Cevc, P.; Funduk, N.; Pintar, M.M. Determination of curing time in visible-cured composite resins of different thickness by electron paramagnetic resonance. J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med. 1997, 8, 507–510. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Morgan, D.R.; Kalachandra, S.; Shobla, H.K.; Gunduz, N.; Stejskal, E.O. Analysis of dimethacrylate copolymer (BisGMA and TEGDMA) network by DSC and 13C solution and solid-state NMR spectroscopy. Biomaterials 2000, 21, 1897–1903. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Imazoto, S.; McCabe, J.F.; Tarumi, H.; Ebara, A.; Ebisu, S. Degree of conversion of composites measured by DTA and FTIR. Dent. Mater. 2001, 17, 178–183. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



McCabe, J.F. Cure performance of light-activated composites by differential thermal analysis (DTA). Dent. Mater. 1985, 1, 231–234. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, E.; Hasheminasab, A.; Guo, Y.; Soucek, M.D.; Cakmak, M. Structure characterization of UV-curing PEG-b-PPG-b-PEG dimethacrylate cross-linked network. Polymer 2018, 153, 241–249. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Łukaszczyk, J.; Janicki, B.; Frick, A. Investigation on synthesis and properties of isosorbide based bis-GMA analogue. J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med. 2012, 23, 1149–1155. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Barszczewska-Rybarek, I.; Chladek, G. Studies on the curing efficiency and mechanical properties of Bis-GMA and TEGDMA nanocomposites containing silver nanoparticles. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2018, 19, 3937. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Stencel, R.; Pakieła, W.; Barszczewska-Rybarek, I.; Zmudzki, J.; Kasperski, J.; Chladek, G. Effects of different inorganic fillers on mechanical properties and degree of conversion of dental resin composites. Arch. Metall. Mater. 2018, 63, 1361–1369. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, M.; Puska, M.A.; Botelho, M.G.; Säilynoja, E.S.; Matinlinna, J.P. Degree of conversion and leached monomers of urethane dimethacrylate-hydroxypropyl methacrylate-based dental resin systems. J. Oral Sci. 2016, 58, 15–22. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yuan, S.; Liu, F.; He, J. Preparation and characterization of low polymerization shrinkage and Bis-GMA-free dental resin system. Adv. Polym. Technol. 2015, 34, 21503. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Al-Odayni, A.B.; Alfotawi, R.; Khan, R.; Saeed, W.S.; Al-Kahtani, A.; Aouak, T.; Alrahlah, A. Synthesis of chemically modified BisGMA analog with low viscosity and potential physical and biological properties for dental resin composite. Dent. Mater. 2019, 35, 1532–1544. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Moldovan, M.; Balazsi, R.; Soanca, A.; Roman, A.; Sarosi, C.; Prodan, D.; Vlassa, M.; Cojocaru, I.; Saceleanu, V.; Cristescu, I. Evaluation of the degree of conversion, residual monomers and mechanical properties of some light-cured dental resin composites. Materials 2019, 12, 2109. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pfeifer, C.S.; Shelton, Z.R.; Braga, R.R.; Windmoller, D.; Machado, J.C.; Stansbury, J.W. Characterization of dimethacrylate polymeric networks: A study of the crosslinked structure formed by monomers used in dental composites. Eur. Polym. J. 2011, 47, 162–170. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Stansbury, J.W. Dimethacrylate network formation and polymer property evolution as determined by the selection of monomers and curing conditions. Dent. Mater. 2012, 28, 13–22. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ogliari, F.A.; Ely, C.; Zanchi, C.H.; Fortes, C.B.; Samuel, S.M.; Demarco, F.F.; Petzhold, C.L.; Piva, E. Influence of chain extender length of aromatic dimethacrylates on polymer network development. Dent. Mater. 2007, 24, 165–171. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Scherzer, T. Real-time FTIR-ATR spectroscopy of photopolymerization reactions. Macromol. Symp. 2002, 184, 79–98. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Borges, A.F.S.; Chase, M.; Guggiar, A.L.; Gonzales, M.J.; Ribeiro, A.; Pascon, F.M.; Zanatta, A.R. A critical review on the conversion degree of resin monomers by direct analyses. Braz. Dent. Sci. 2013, 16, 18–26. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Materials 15 05850 g001 550] 





Figure 1. (a) Measurements with the ATR adapter, (b) Measurements in transmission mode. 
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Figure 2. (a) The method of determining the value of the absorbance of the bands by taking into account the baseline, (b) an example of the change of the absorption spectrum in the transmission mode, (c,d) examples of the changes of the absorption spectra in the reflectance mode (ATR). 
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Figure 3. Influence of the sample thickness on the DC value. 
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Figure 4. Effect of power density on DC values. 
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Figure 5. Effect of the exposure time on the DC values. 
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Figure 6. The polymerization kinetics of the materials with the average DC value. 
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Figure 7. Comparison of the maximum DC values for the tested materials. * DC for Estelite (400 mW/cm2) ** DC for Estelite (1000 mW/cm2). 
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Figure 8. Changes in the DC values with the aging time for irradiated dental resin samples. 
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Table 1. The dental resins used in this research.
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	Sample Name
	Manufacturer





	Enamel Plus HRi (UD2)
	Micerium S.p.A., Avegno, Italy



	Enamel Plus HRi BioFunction (BD2)
	Micerium S.p.A., Avegno, Italy



	Estelite Asteria
	Tokuyama Dental Corporation, Tokyo, Japan



	FiltekTM Ultimate
	3M Oral Care, Irwindale, CA, USA



	Essentia
	GC United Kingdom Ltd., Newport Pagnell, UK



	Gradia Direct Anterior
	GC United Kingdom Ltd., Newport Pagnell, UK



	IPS Empress Direct
	Ivoclar Vivadent, Buffalo, NY, USA



	G-aenial
	GC United Kingdom Ltd., Newport Pagnell, UK



	Evetric
	Ivoclar Vivadent, Buffalo, NY, USA



	HarmonizeTM
	Kerr, Orange, CA, USA



	Amaris
	VOCO, Cuxhaven, Germany
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