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ABSTRACT
Purpose. The aim of the current study was to com-

pare the incidence of deformation and fracture in three sin-
gle-file NiTi instruments:  ProTaper F2, WaveOne Primary
and OneShape.

Methods. Fifteen instruments were equally divided
into three groups: ProTaper F2 in reciprocation, WaveOne
Primary in reciprocation and OneShape in continuous ro-
tation. Each instrument was used to prepare standardized
simulated curved canals in resin blocks until fracture had
occurred. Following each canal preparation, the instruments
were examined for deformation both by naked eye inspec-
tion and stereomicroscopic examination. The average
number of canals prepared until the first incidence of
cracks and the average lifespan of the instruments were cal-
culated. Data were analysed using one-way ANOVA and
two-sample t-test.

Results. There was no statistically significant differ-
ence between ProTaper and WaveOne instruments in both
the incidence of cracks and the average lifespan (P > 0.05).
OneShape instruments had a significantly delayed inci-
dence of cracks and a longer lifespan than both ProTaper
and WaveOne instruments (P < 0.05); however, OneShape
instruments showed a noticeable early plastic deformation.

Conclusion: PT F2 instrument was comparable to
WO Primary instrument in terms of fracture resistance, while
OS instrument had more fracture resistance than both PT
F2 and WO Primary instruments.

Keywords: crack, deformation, fracture, simulated
canals, single-file,

INTRODUCTION
Single-file technique is a revolutionary concept,

which has been lately introduced in the field of endodon-
tics. This concept was first proposed by Yared by using
ProTaper (PT) F2 file as a single reciprocating instrument
[1]. The rationale behind this concept was to simplify the
canal shaping procedure by using a NiTi rotary instrument
to achieve the whole canal preparation. Using only a sin-
gle instrument is more cost effective than the multi-file sys-

tems. This, in turn, can encourage practitioners to use such
instruments for a single case, which reduces the risk of
cross-contamination and instrument separation.

On the basis of Yared’s report, several single-file re-
ciprocating systems were developed, such as WaveOne
(WO; Dentsply Maillefer, Ballaigues, Switzerland) and
Reciproc (VDW, Munich, Germany). WO system consists
of three files: Small (ISO 21 with a constant taper of 6%),
Primary (ISO 25 with an apical taper of 8%) and Large (ISO
40 with an apical taper of 8%).  It should be noted that
WO Primary instrument shares many design features with
PT F2 instrument, as both instruments have a tip size of
0.25 mm, apical 3-mm taper of 8% and a progressively de-
creasing taper from D4 to D16.  Additionally, both the in-
struments have a convex triangular cross-section, with the
exception of the apical 8 mm of WO Primary instrument,
where the cross-section is a modified convex triangle to en-
hance the file flexibility. The two major dissimilarities be-
tween these instruments are the manufacturing alloy and
the direction of flutes. WO Primary instrument is manufac-
tured from a special NiTi alloy called M-wire and has re-
verse (left handed) flutes. However, PT F2 instrument is
manufactured from conventional NiTi alloy and has regu-
lar (forward) flutes [2].

 OneShape (OS; Micro Méga, Besançon, France) is
another single-file system that is used in a continuous ro-
tation motion. OS system was first introduced in the mar-
ket as a single-file instrument with a tip size of 0.25 mm
and a 6% constant taper. Later, another version of OS sys-
tem was launched in the market, namely ‘OS new genera-
tion’.  In this version, the 25/0.06 original file was modi-
fied by lengthening the pitch. In addition, two finishing
files were added to the system to further enlarge the apical
portion of the root canal following the original OS file. OS
instruments are manufactured from conventional NiTi al-
loy. The instruments are modified by electropolishing sur-
face treatment to aid in eliminating the surface manufac-
turing defects. According to the manufacturer, OS instru-
ments have an additional feature called anti-breakage con-
trol (ABC), which allows instrument unwinding to provide
an alarm before instrument separation.
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Few studies have compared PT F2 and WO Primary
instruments by using the same kinematics. Furthermore, lit-
tle data are available concerning the deformation and frac-
ture in OS instrument. Therefore, the purpose of the cur-
rent study was to directly compare the incidence of defor-
mation and fracture in PT F2, WO Primary and OS instru-
ments by using standardised simulated curved canals.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Sample selection and grouping:
Fifteen new instruments with 0.25-mm tip size and

25-mm length were used in this study: five PT F2 (Dentsply
Maillefer, Ballaigues, Switzerland), five WO Primary
(Dentsply Maillefer, Ballaigues, Switzerland), and five OS
new generation (size 25/0.06; Micro-Mega, Besancon,
France). All the instruments were examined preoperatively
by using stereomicroscope at 40x magnification to exclude
defective instruments.  Instruments were categorised into
three equal groups according to the instrument used: PT
F2 file in reciprocating motion (PT group), WO primary file
in reciprocating motion (WO group) and OS new genera-
tion file in continuous rotation (OS group).

Simulated canal preparation:
The selected instruments were repeatedly used to

prepare standardised simulated curved canals embedded in
resin blocks (Endo Training-Bloc, Dentsply Maillefer,
Ballaigues, Switzerland). Canals had a 45º angle of curva-
ture, 6-mm radius and 2% taper. All the instruments were
driven by an electric motor (iEndo Dual; Acteon, Mérignac,
France) with a 16:1 contra angle (EB-75; W&H, Bürmoos,
Austria). According to the instrument used, the motor was
adjusted as follows.

PT group: PT F2 instruments were used in a recip-
rocating motion with reciprocation angles of 150º clock-
wise and 30º counter clockwise and a speed of 350 rpm
(the same settings as that for WaveOne file but in the op-
posite direction).

WO group: WO Primary instruments were used ac-
cording to the manufacturer’s instructions in a reciprocat-
ing motion with reciprocation angles of 150º counter
clockwise and 30º clockwise [2] and a speed of 350 rpm.

OS group: OS new generation instruments were used
according to the manufacturer’s instructions [3] in a con-
tinuous rotation motion with a speed of 400 rpm and a
torque of 2.5 N.cm.

Canal patency was confirmed using a size 8 K-file,
and a glide path to the full working length was established
using a size 15 K-file. The rotary instruments were coated
with EDTA cream for lubrication. Each rotary instrument
was used in a slow pecking motion with light apical pres-
sure. After three consecutive pecking motions [4], the in-
strument was removed, and the canal was irrigated with 2
ml of water by using a 25-gauge needle. Subsequently, pa-
tency and glide path were rechecked, and the file was
cleaned using a wet gauze. The previously mentioned pro-
cedure was repeated until the instrument reached the full
working length. Canal preparation was performed by the
same operator; in addition, all the resin blocks were main-
tained at a fixed position throughout the procedure by us-

ing a bench vice.
Instrument examination for deformation:
Following each individual canal preparation, the in-

struments were examined for the incidence of plastic de-
formation and cracks as shown in Table 1. The working
portion of the instrument was first inspected by naked eye
and then using stereomicroscope (Leica M26, Heerbrugg,
Switzerland) at 40x magnification. The number of canals
prepared until the first incidence of any deformation and
the type of incident deformation were recorded. In addi-
tion, the progress of deformation upon further usage was
traced, and sample images were obtained at a magnifica-
tion ranging from 12x to 80x. From the recorded data, in
each group, the mean number of canals prepared until the
first incidence of cracks was calculated and compared.

Table 1: Types of examined deformations and their
definitions.

A. Plastic deformation [8]: Loss of regular geometry

of the instrument, which included the following de-

fects:

• unwinding of the helical structure

• reverse winding

• bending of the instrument over its long axis

• or any combination of the above

B. Cracks: Formation of fracture lines without com-

plete separation of the instrument

Lifespan determination:
Each instrument was reused to prepare additional ca-

nals, following the same procedure as mentioned earlier,
until the incidence of file fracture. The number of simu-
lated canals prepared until fracture was recorded and the
average lifespan of each of the three tested instruments was
calculated and compared.

Statistical analysis:
Data were presented as mean and standard deviation

values. One-way ANOVA was used for comparison between
groups. The two-sample t-test was used for comparison be-
tween the means of each two groups when the ANOVA test
was significant. The significance level was set at P ≤0.05.
Statistical analysis was performed using IBM® SPSS® Sta-
tistics Version 20 for Windows.

RESULTS
Instrument examination for deformation:
No visible signs of plastic deformation could be de-

tected by naked eye inspection throughout multiple usages
of PT F2 instruments. Stereomicroscopic examination re-
vealed the incidence of small cracks after an average of 3
± 0.71 canals were prepared (Fig. 1a). Upon further usage,
crack propagation occurred in all PT F2 instruments with
the formation of large cracks prior to fracture (Fig. 1b).

WO Primary instruments exhibited a pattern of defor-
mation similar to that of PT F2 instruments. No visible signs
of deformation could be detected in WO Primary instruments
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by naked eye inspection upon multiple usages. Small cracks
were detected by stereomicroscopic examination after an av-
erage of 2.60 ± 0.55 canals (Fig. 1c). These cracks later propa-
gated into large cracks ahead of fracture (Fig. 1d). Only one
WO Primary instrument showed unwinding defect, which was
detected only by stereomicroscopic examination.

Unlike PT and WO Primary instruments, all the
tested OS instruments showed an obvious plastic deforma-
tion following the preparation of the first simulated canal,
which was detected upon naked eye inspection. These de-
fects included unwinding of the helical structure, reverse
winding, bending, or a combination of these defects (Fig.
2). Following multiple usages, stereomicroscopic examina-
tion revealed the incidence of small cracks in the areas with
plastic deformation, which occurred after an average of 7.40
± 0.55 canals (Fig. 1e). The incidence of small cracks was
followed by crack propagation and fracture in four OS in-

struments (Fig. 1f). Only one OS instrument was fractured
directly, with no crack propagation, following the first in-
cidence of small cracks.

A comparison of the number of canals prepared un-
til the first incidence of cracks showed that there was no
significant difference between the PT and WO groups (P >
0.05). The OS group demonstrated a significantly larger
number of uses until the first incidence of cracks than both
the PT and WO groups (P < 0.05).

Lifespan of tested instruments:
The lifespan of the instruments was represented as

the number of simulated canals prepared until fracture.
There was no statistically significant difference in the av-
erage lifespan between the PT (6.8 ± 0.45 canals) and WO
groups (6.2 ± 1.1 canals) (P > 0.05). However, the OS group
exhibited a significantly longer lifespan (10.4 ± 1.34 ca-
nals) than both the PT and WO groups (P < 0.05).

Fig. 1.a-f. Stereomicroscopic images of ProTaper F2, WaveOne Primary and OneShape instruments showing the
incidence of small cracks (arrowheads), followed by crack propagation and formation of larger cracks (arrowheads) upon
further usage. Notice the crack length increase in relation to the blade length (double arrows). (a, b) ProTaper F2. (c, d)
WaveOne Primary. (e, f) OneShape (x80).
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Fig. 2.a-c. Stereomicroscopic images of OneShape instruments showing the incidence of plastic deformation de-
fects: (a) Unwinding (x25). (b) Reverse winding (x25). (c) Bending (black arrow) in combination with unwinding (blue
arrow) (x12).

DISCUSSION
The aim of the current study was to compare the de-

formation and fracture resistance of three Ni-Ti rotary instru-
ments, used in a single file technique, which vary in the type
of manufacturing alloy and surface characteristics. To facili-
tate the comparison between PT F2 and WO Primary instru-
ments, both the instruments were activated in a reciprocat-
ing motion using the same values of reciprocation angles.
However, the reciprocation direction was reversed, because

PT instruments cut in a forward direction while WO instru-
ments cut in a reverse direction. Standardised simulated ca-
nals in resin blocks were used in the current study to ensure
the reproducibility of examination conditions while allow-
ing the instruments to perform an active cutting action dur-
ing rotation.

Stereomicroscopic examination of the instruments
was performed at considerably low magnification (40x).
Several studies have recommended the usage of more me-
ticulous methods for instrument examination [5, 6]. Never-
theless, our findings revealed that using this relatively low
magnification was effective in tracking formation and propa-
gation of cracks prior to instrument fracture in all the tested
instruments. Hence, it could give a close prediction of the
actual time of instrument fracture.

None of the tested PT F2 or WO Primary instruments
showed visible signs of deformation prior to separation. This
finding concur with that of previous reports, which demon-
strated that it is impractical to predict instrument separation
upon naked eye inspection [7, 8]. However, all the tested
OS instruments exhibited a noticeable early visible defor-
mation. This observation was previously reported by Saber
et al. [9], where all the used OS files were deformed follow-
ing the preparation of four curved root canals in extracted
mandibular molars. Such an early plastic deformation can
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be attributed to the ABC feature in OS instruments. The
manufacturer claims that the ABC feature allows file unwind-
ing before separation; therefore, it acts as an alarm to dis-
card the instrument [3]. More details on this feature are not
clearly provided by the manufacturer, which need further in-
vestigations.

Despite the early observed plastic deformation in the
OS group, this deformation failed to indicate the time of in-
strument fracture. Results showed that the occurrence of frac-
ture in all the tested instruments of all three groups was much
related to the incidence of cracks rather than the incidence
of plastic deformation. In addition, the dimensions of the
incident cracks were found to be a crucial factor for the oc-
currence of fracture in the tested instruments. In 14 of the
15 instruments tested, the incidence of large cracks was evi-
dent directly prior to separation, as cracks had to achieve a
critical size before the fracture occurs. These findings reveal
the role of crack formation in the process of instrument frac-
ture [7, 10] and indicate the significance of crack formation
as a powerful predictor of the instrument failure. Another im-
portant consideration regarding crack formation is the risk
of cross-contamination. Previous studies have found that
cracks harbour tooth structure and organic debris regardless
of meticulous ultrasonic cleaning and decontamination [11].
Consequently, this emphasises the importance of the single-
use concept when using NiTi rotary instruments.

Our results showed no significant difference between
the PT and WO groups in both the average lifespan and the
average number of canals prepared until the first incidence
of cracks. These results are consistent with those of Gambarini
et al. [12], who found no significant difference in the cyclic
fatigue resistance between the instruments manufactured
from conventional NiTi and those manufactured from M-wire
alloy. In addition, our results are in agreement with those of
Bürklein et al. [13] and Saleh et al. [14], who suggested that

M-wire alloy is not a prerequisite for single-file systems in
terms of avoiding instrument fracture. In contrast to these
findings, Pirani et al. [15] found that WO Primary instrument
was significantly more resistant to cyclic fatigue than PT F2
when both instruments were activated in a reciprocating mo-
tion using the same “WaveOne All” setting for both instru-
ments.  Further, several studies have demonstrated the supe-
rior cyclic fatigue resistance of M-wire alloy than that of tra-
ditional NiTi alloy [16, 17]. This diversity in the findings
can be attributed to the fact that instruments in the current
study were tested while they were actively cutting rather than
being rotating freely in a curved tube, which is the commonly
used method in cyclic fatigue tests [18].

The OS group had a significantly longer lifespan and
a significantly delayed incidence of cracks than both the PT
and WO groups. This can be related to several factors. The
first important factor is the electropolishing surface treat-
ment of OS instruments. Electropolishing was reported to
prolong the fatigue life of rotary NiTi endodontic instru-
ments, by reducing surface irregularities that provide points
for stress concentration and crack initiation [19]. The sec-
ond factor is the design of OS instruments. OS instruments
have a 6% taper and a variable cross-section; this is in con-
trast to the apical 8% taper and the larger convex triangular
cross-section in PT F2 and WO Primary instruments. This
could have improved the cyclic fatigue resistance of OS in-
struments because instruments with smaller metal core were
reported to pose a higher cyclic fatigue resistance [20].

CONCLUSION
Within the limitations of the current study, PT F2 in-

strument was comparable to WO Primary instrument in terms
of fracture resistance. OS instrument had more fracture re-
sistance than both PT F2 and WO Primary instruments, al-
though it showed an early plastic deformation.

Sample selection and grouping:
A total of 117 resin blocks with embedded severely

curved simulated canals were used in the current study. How-
ever, sample selection and grouping were performed depend-
ing on the instrument used rather than the canals, because
the instruments were the target objects to be tested.

Sample size calculation:
The sample size was calculated from the lifespan (rep-

resented as the number of canals prepared) of single-file
NiTi rotary instruments in simulated curved canals. As re-
ported in a previous publication [21], the average lifespan
was 5 canals. We considered that the SD equals one canal
and the least clinically important effect size equals three
canals. Accordingly, we calculated that the minimum proper
sample size was five instruments in each group, which can
reject the null hypothesis with 80% power at a = 0.05 level

by using Student’s t test for independent samples. The sam-
ple size was calculated using Stats Direct statistical soft-
ware version 2.7.2 for MS Windows, StatsDirect Ltd., Chesh-
ire, UK.

Instrument examination for deformation:
For file stabilisation during the examination, an en-

dodontic ruler (Mini-Endo-Bloc, Ballaigues, Switzerland)
was used. The ruler was modified (Fig. 3a) by adding a rest
and lock (Fig. 3b) to fix the file in place. The modified ruler
allowed 360º rotation of the file during the examination.
Throughout the file examination procedure, only 3-4 mm of
the file could be viewed under the 40x magnification; there-
fore, a permanent pen was used to set marks on the ruler,
such that, the file tip and the marks were used as a guide to
determine the position of deformation in relation to the file
tip under stereomicroscope.
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Fig. 3. (a) Endodontic ruler (Mini-Endo-Bloc, Ballaigues, Switzerland), which was modified to facilitate file fixa-
tion during the examination. (b) A close view of the modified ruler showing a rest (white arrow) and a lock (black arrow).

1. Yared G. Canal preparation using only
one Ni-Ti rotary instrument: preliminary ob-
servations. Int Endod  J. 2008
Apr;41(4):339-44. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

2. Webber J. WaveOne - The New Sin-
gle File System from Maillefer. Dentsply
Syrona. 5/12/2011. [Internet]

3. Micro-Mega, Besancon F. One Shape
® brochure 2014. [Intrnet]

4. Cunha RS, Junaid A, Ensinas P,
Nudera W, Da Silveira Bueno CE. Assess-
ment of the separation incidence of recipro-
cating WaveOne files: A prospective clinical
study. J Endod. 2014 Jul;40(7):922-4.
[PubMed] [CrossRef]

5. Troian CH, Só MVR, Figueiredo JA,
Oliveira EP. Deformation and fracture of
RaCe and K3 endodontic instruments accord-
ing to the number of uses. Int Endod  J. 2006
Aug;39(8): 616-25. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

6. Inan U, Aydin C, Uzun O, Topuz O,
Alacam T. Evaluation of the Surface Char-
acteristics of Used and New ProTaper In-
struments: An Atomic Force Microscopy
Study. J Endod. 2007 Nov;33(11):1334-7.
[PubMed] [CrossRef]

7. Pruett JP, Clement DJ, Carnes DL.
Cyclic fatigue testing of nickel-titanium en-
dodontic instruments. J Endod. 1997
Feb;23(2):77-85. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

8. Sattapan B, Nervo GJ, Palamara JE,
Messer HH. Defects in rotary nickel-titanium
files after clinical use. J Endod. 2000
Mar;26(3):161-5. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

9. Saber SE, Nagy MM, Schäfer E.

Comparative evaluation of the shaping abil-
ity of WaveOne, Reciproc and OneShape sin-
gle-file systems in severely curved root ca-
nals of extracted teeth. Int Endod J. 2015
Jan;48(1):109-14. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

10. Wei X, Ling J, Jiang J, Huang X,
Liu L. Modes of Failure of ProTaper Nickel-
Titanium Rotary Instruments fter Clinical
Use. J Endod. 2007 Mar; 33(3):276-9.
[PubMed] [CrossRef]

11. Sonntag D, Peters OA. Effect of
Prion Decontamination Protocols on Nickel-
Titanium Rotary Surfaces. J Endod. 2007
Apr;33(4):442-6. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

12. Gambarini G, Grande NM, Plotino
G. Somma F, Garala M, De Luca M, et al.
Fatigue Resistance of Engine-driven Rotary
Nickel-Titanium Instruments Produced by
New Manufacturing Methods. J Endod.
2008 Aug;34(8):1003-5. [PubMed]
[CrossRef]

13. Bürklein S, Benten S, Schäfer E.
Shaping ability of different single-file sys-
tems in severely curved root canals of ex-
tracted teeth. Int Endod  J. 2013
Jun;46(6):5907. [PubMed] [CrossRef].

14. Saleh AM, Vakili Gilani P, Tavanafar
S, Schäfer E. Shaping Ability of 4 Different
Single-file Systems in Simulated S-shaped
Canals. J Endod. 2015 Apr;41(4):548-52.
[PubMed] [CrossRef]

15. Pirani C, Ruggeri O, Cirulli PP,
Pelliccioni GA, Gandolfi MG, Prati C. Met-
allurgical analysis and fatigue resistance of
WaveOne and ProTaper Nickel-Titanium in-

struments. Odontology. 2014 Jul;102(2):211-
6. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

16. Pereira ES, Peixoto IF, Viana AC,
Oliveira II, Gonzalez BM, Buono VT, et al.
Physical and mechanical properties of a
thermomechanically treated NiTi wire used
in the manufacture of rotary endodontic in-
struments. Int Endod  J. 2012
May;45(5):469-74. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

17. Pereira ES, Gomes RO, Leroy AM,
Singh R, Peters OA, Bahia MG, et al. Me-
chanical behavior of M-Wire and conven-
tional NiTi wire used to manufacture rotary
endodontic instruments. Dent Mater. 2013
Dec;29(12): e318-24. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

18. Plotino G, Grande NM, Cordaro M,
Testarelli L, Gambarini G. A Review of Cy-
clic Fatigue Testing of Nickel-Titanium Ro-
tary Instruments. J Endod. 2009
Nov;35(11):1469-76. [PubMed] [CrossRef]

19. Anderson ME, Price JWH, Parashos
P. Fracture Resistance of Electropolished
Rotary Nickel-Titanium Endodontic Instru-
ments. J Endod. 2007 Oct;33(10):1212-6.
[PubMed] [CrossRef]

20. Plotino G, Grande NM, Testarelli L,
Gambarini G. Cyclic fatigue of Reciproc and
WaveOne reciprocating instruments. Int
Endod  J. 2012 Jul;45(7):614-8. [PubMed]
[CrossRef]

21.  Shah M, Patel M, Amin A, Kharod
P, Joshi C. Fracture Resistance of WaveOne
Rotary File Used In Reciprocating Motion.
Bhavnagar University Journal Of Dentistry.
2013 Jan;3(1):14-8.

Please cite this article as: Shenouda MA, Segari WAO, Zakhari SY. Evaluation of deformation and fracture of three single-
file NiTi rotary instruments: ProTaper F2, WaveOne Primary and OneShape in simulated curved canals. J of IMAB. 2018
Apr-Jun;24(2):2014-2019. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5272/jimab.2018242.2014

Received: 25/02/2018; Published online: 06/06/2018

REFERENCES:


