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Comparison of Color Character of VITA Shade Guide and the Custom Shade Guide CHEN Ling', LI Zhi-
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[Abstract]  Objective To compare the color character of VITA shade guide and the custom shade guide with
metal substrate. Methods Color of 9 sites of 5 series of VITA shade guides and custom shade guides with metal
substrate were measured by means of PR-650 spectrophotometer. Results The color range of VITA shade guide
were that L* was 56.86—73.86, a* was-1.29—3.69, b* was 7.09—21.94, and the transparence was 3.20—7.59.
The color range of the custom shade guide was that L* was 60.59—78.54, a* was -1.09—4.99, b* was 7.60—
22.35, and the transparence was 0.23—10.98. L*, a* and b* of the custom shade guide with metal substrate were
higher than VITA shade guide, and the transparence was differet. The color difference of homonymy shade tab be-
tween custom shade guide and VITA shade guide was larger than 1.5 NBS. Conclusion There is color difference
between VITA shade guide and custom shade guide. Metal substrate has effects on the color of cero- metal prosthe-
sis, and color selection in clinic should be carefully considered.
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Tab 1 The average color difference of homonymy shade tab in different sets of shade guides
El E2 El E2 El E2 El E2
Al 1.12 1.26 B1 0.69 0.94 c1 1.06 1.25 D2 1.55 1.15
A2 1.64 0.48 B2 1.38 1.83 c2 1.14 1.44 D3 0.51 0.75
A3 0.58 2.14 B3 0.97 0.72 c3 1.86 1.65 D4 0.65 1.64
A35 1.47 1.39 B4 0.61 0.66 c4 0.76 0.78
A4 0.86 0.71
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