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Abstract 
 
Aim: This study evaluates the effect of lithium disilicate veneer ceramics 
on the color difference (∆Eab and ∆E00), translucency parameters (TPab and 
TP00), and opalescence parameter (OP) of different thicknesses and 
translucencies. 
Methodology: Ten 0.5 mm thick zirconia core specimens were prepared, 
and sixty veneer ceramics in A2 shade were prepared from high-
translucence (HT) and low-translucence (LT) lithium disilicate glass-
ceramics (IPS e.max CAD) in three different thicknesses (0.5 mm, 0.7 mm, 
and 1 mm). The specimens were evaluated as bilayered structures, and 
group names were assigned based on the thickness of the core–veneer 
combinations (n = 10): E1 = (0.5 + 0.5), E2 = (0.5 + 0.7), and E3 = (0.5 + 1). 
A spectrophotometer (Vita EasyShade V) was used to measure the 
Commission Internationale de l'Elcairage (CIE) color coordinates L*, a*, and 
b*, and the ∆Eab, ∆E00, TPab, TP00, and OP values were calculated. A two-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey HSD tests (α = 0.05) and 
Pearson correlation tests (α = 0.01) were applied for statistical analysis. 
Results: The optical properties (∆E76, ∆E00, TP76, TP00, and OP) of the 
bilayered zirconia-based ceramics were significantly affected by the 
thickness and translucency of the lithium disilicate veneer ceramics 
(p<0.001). However, the interaction between the thickness and 
translucency of the veneer ceramic was significant only for OP (p<0.05). 
For each thickness, the TP76 and TP00 values were significantly higher for 
the HT groups than for the LT groups. The HT groups demonstrated higher 
OP values than the LT groups, and there were strong correlations between 
∆E76 and ∆E00 and TP76 and TP00. Furthermore, there were significant 
correlations between the TP76 and TP00 values and the OP parameter. 

Conclusion: The optical properties of the bilayered structures were 
significantly affected by the thickness and translucency of the veneer 
ceramics. Therefore, the thickness and translucency of the veneer ceramic 
must be taken into account to achieve a restoration with the desired shade 
and appearance. 
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Introduction 
 
Presently, the demand for aesthetic restorations 

has increased, and ceramic restorations are constantly 
being developed to meet client expectations (1). 
Zirconia-based restorations have come to the fore, 
both for the aesthetic advantages of all-ceramic 
restorations and for strength comparable to that of 
metal-ceramic restorations (1, 2). The most common 
use of zirconia ceramic is as a core material beneath 
the veneering ceramic. Zirconia cores are covered with 
veneer ceramics to mask the white and opaque color of 
conventional zirconia, giving the restorations a natural 
appearance (3). Conventionally, the veneering process 
is done using layering or the pressing technique (2). In 
addition to these techniques, a new technique has been 
proposed that utilizes CAD (computer-aided design) 
and CAM (computer-aided manufacturing) to produce 
lithium disilicate glass-ceramic, which is composited 
with the zirconia core using a fusion ceramic (a CAD-on 
technique) or resin cement (4). In this way, it prevents 
porcelain chipping, which is the most common problem 
in zirconia-based restorations (5).  

 Color matching ceramic restorations with the 
desired shade and giving them a natural appearance 
remains a challenging process. The information 
provided by manufacturers is insufficient for achieving 
a color match between the selected color and the final 
color of the finished restoration (3). The veneering 
process plays a significant role in the target shade. The 
thickness of each layer and the ratio between the 
layers are critical to producing a suitable color match, 
contingent on the final thickness of the restoration (3).
  

In addition to color matching, a restoration should 
have ideal translucency and opalescence for a natural 
and vital appearance (6). Translucency refers to the 
scattering of a large portion of the light passing through 
a material (7) and is one of the primary factors that 
determines the aesthetics and choice of suitable 
restorative materials (8). When a restoration has 
sufficient translucency, it is in harmony with the 
surrounding tissues (8). 

 Opalescence is an optical phenomenon 
involving the scattering of light in short wavelengths of 
the visible spectrum. Natural tooth enamel is 
opalescent, which gives tooth a bluish color in 
reflected light and an orange or brown color in 
transmitted light (9). Opalescence solves aesthetic 
problems related to color and translucency in ceramic 
systems. Thus, it is possible to produce restorations 
that cannot be recognized as artificial (10).  

 Studies have reported significant color 
differences between ceramic systems and shade guides 
in the same nominal shade (1, 11-13). It has been 
reported that high-translucence (HT) lithium disilicate 
CAD/CAM glass-ceramics exhibit more color differences 
than low-translucence (LT) glass-ceramics when 
compared with the shade guide as a reference (12). 
Although HT lithium disilicate ceramics exhibit a higher 
translucency parameter (TP) than LT lithium disilicate, 
LT ceramics have been reported to have a superior 
masking effect to that of HT lithium disilicate glass-

ceramics (14, 15). Information on the color and 
translucency of zirconia systems veneered with lithium 
disilicate ceramics of different thicknesses and 
translucency is limited (14). Furthermore, no study in 
the literature examines the opalescence of zirconia 
ceramics veneered with lithium disilicate at different 
thicknesses and translucency. Therefore, this study 
investigates the effect of lithium disilicate veneer 
ceramics of different thicknesses and translucencies on 
the optical properties—including shade reproduction 
(∆E76 and ∆E00), translucency parameters (TP76 and 
TP00), and the opalescence parameter (OP)—of 
zirconia-based ceramics. The null hypothesis is that the 

thickness and translucency of the veneer ceramic 
would not affect the optical properties of lithium 
disilicate veneered zirconia ceramics. 

 
 

Materials and Methods 
 

The materials used in this study are presented in 
Table 1. Ten zirconia core specimens were cut from 
pre-sintered zirconia blocks (IPS e.max ZirCAD, Ivoclar 
Vivadent AG, Schaan, Liechtenstein) using a slow-speed 
diamond saw (Isomet, Buehler, Lake Bluff, IL, USA) 
under water cooling. The specimens were polished with 
abrasive papers (3M Wetordry TriMite, Minnesota, USA) 
from #1200 to #1500 grits under water cooling. The 
sintering process was performed on the pre-sintered 
zirconia specimens in a furnace (Zirkonofen 700, 

Zirkonzahn GmbH, South Tyrol, Italy) at 1500 ℃ for 8 
hours, per the manufacturer’s instructions. The final 
thickness of the zirconia core was 0.5 ± 0.02 mm.  

 Using a slow-speed diamond saw (Isomet, 
Buehler) under water cooling, 60 veneer ceramics were 
cut from lithium disilicate blocks (IPS e.max CAD, 
Ivoclar Vivadent AG) in A2 shade, three different 
thicknesses (0.5 mm, 0.7 mm, and 1 mm), and two 
different levels of translucency (HT and LT) (n = 10). 
The core–veneer thickness ratio and combinations were 
labeled as follows: E1HT and E1LT (0.5:0.5), E2HT and 
E2LT (0.5:0.7), and E3HT and E3LT (0.5:1). The lithium 
disilicate veneer ceramics were polished with silicon 
carbide abrasive paper under water cooling. The final 
thickness of the veneer ceramics was measured using a 
digital caliper (MX10103 Digital Caliper, Max Extra, 
China). The total thicknesses of the core–veneer 
combinations for E1, E2, and E3 were 1 mm, 1.2 mm, 
and 1.5 mm, respectively. All specimens were cleaned 
in distilled water using an ultrasonic machine. To 
create an optical connection between the zirconia 
cores and the veneer ceramics, a drop of glycerin gel 
(Glycerin Pure, Oro Medical, İstanbul, Turkey) was 
applied between the zirconia and the lithium disilicate 
veneer ceramic (12, 14).  

Regarding optical measurements, the L*, a*, and 
b* Commission Internationale de l’Eclairage (CIE) color 
coordinates were measured over 18% neutral gray, 
white, and black backgrounds (MQ-DGC-Z, Micnova, 
Guangdong, China). The measurements were made 
using a portable spectrophotometer (Vita EasyShade V, 
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Vita Zahnfabrik GmbH, Bad Säckingen, Germany), 
which was calibrated before each measurement, per 
the manufacturer’s recommendations. Three 
measurements were made from the middle of each 
specimen against each background, and the average 
values were recorded. A shade tab in A2 color (Vitapan 
Classical, Vita Zahnfabrik GmbH) was used as the 
reference. The measurement tip of the 
spectrophotometer was placed over the middle third of 
the shade tab over the gray background, a 
measurement was made five times, and the average 
value was recorded. This operation was repeated for 
each specimen. The L*, a*, and b* values of the shade 

tab were as follows: L* = 82.2, a* = 1.6, and b* = 24.23. 
The color difference between the specimens and the 
reference was calculated using both CIEDE2000 (∆E00) 
and CIEDE76 (∆Eab) formulas. 

 
 

∆E00 was calculated using the following equation: 
(16, 17) 
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where 𝐿′, 𝐶 ′, and 𝐻′ are the differences in 

lightness, chroma, and hue, respectively, between the 
shade tab and the bilayered specimens measured over 
a gray background. SL, SC, and SH are weighting 
functions for the lightness, chroma, and hue 

components, respectively. 𝐾𝐿 , 𝐾𝐶 , and 𝐾𝐻 are the 
parametric factors to be adjusted based on the 
different configurations, which are set to 1 in this 
study. RT is a rotation function that accounts for the 
interaction between the chroma and hue differences in 
the blue region. In this study, ∆E00 = 0.8 units was 
adopted as the CIEDE2000 50% perceptibility threshold, 
with ∆E00 = 1.8 units as the 50% acceptability threshold, 
based on values used in the study by Paravina et al. 
(18). 

∆Eab was calculated according to the following 
formula:  

 
 

𝐸𝑎𝑏
∗ =  [(𝐿∗)2 + (𝑎∗)2 + (𝑏∗)2]1/2 

 
 
 
where ∆L*, ∆a*, and ∆b* are the differences 

between the CIELAB color parameters of the specimens 
and the reference. It has been reported that 50% of 

observers can perceive a color difference of 2.6 ∆E 
units, and 5.5 ∆E is a clinically unacceptable color 
match (19). 

For TP measurements, the color difference 
between the reference and the same specimen over the 
black background and white background were 
calculated using both the CIE2000 (TP00) and CIELAB 
(TPab) formulas. 

The values from the a* and b* coordinates 
recorded when the specimens were placed on black (B) 
and white (W) backgrounds were also used to calculate 
OP using the following formula (8, 20, 21):   

 

 
 

𝑂𝑃 =  √(𝑎𝐵
∗ − 𝑎𝑊

∗ )2 + (𝑏𝐵
∗ − 𝑏𝑊

∗ )2 

 
 

 

 
 

Statistical analysis 
 

Analysis of the data was carried out with IBM SPSS 
Version 22 (IBM SPSS Inc., Armonk, NY, USA). The 
normality of the data was analyzed using Shapiro–Wilk 
tests. The data was analyzed using two-way analysis of 
variance (ANOVA) and post hoc Tukey HSD tests with 
Bonferroni adjustments (α = 0.05). Pearson correlation 
tests were performed to check for any existing 
correlations (α = 0.01). 

 
 
 

Results 
 

The means, standard deviations, and the two-way 
ANOVA results for ∆Eab and ∆E00 are presented in Table 
1 and Table 2. The two-way ANOVA results reveal 
significant differences in ∆Eab and ∆E00 between the 
test groups for different thicknesses and translucencies 
of the veneer ceramics. However, the interaction 
between thickness and translucency for ∆Eab and ∆E00 
was insignificant (p>0.05) (Table 2). In both the HT and 
LT veneer ceramics, the E1 and E2 groups had the 
highest ∆Eab and ∆E00 values. The color difference 
between the specimen and the shade guide tends to 
decrease as the thickness of the veneer ceramic 
increases. The lowest color difference values were 
observed in the E3 groups, which were comprised of 1 
mm thick veneer ceramics. Considering the 
translucency of the veneer, the LT groups had lower 
color difference mean values than the HT groups at all 
tested thicknesses. Only the E3LT group had an ∆Eab 
value below the acceptability threshold. However, all 
the other groups had ∆E values above the acceptability 
threshold for both ∆Eab (>5.5) and ∆E00 (>1.8). 
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Table 1. Means and standard deviations of groups for the ∆Eab and ∆E00 parameters in each thickness and translucency. 

 ∆Eab ∆E00 

 Thickness Thickness 

 0.5 mm (E1) 0.7 mm (E2) 1 mm (E3) 0.5 mm (E1) 0.7 mm (E2) 1 mm (E3) 

HT 13.49±0.24a,A 13.47±0.47a,A 12.08±0.31b,A 8.91±0.16a,A 8.85±0.28a,A 7.77±0.24b,A 

LT 6.06±0.81a,B 6.05±0.31a,B 4.36±0.74b,B 4.05±0.51a,B 4.06±0.19a,B 2.92±0.48b,B 

 
Different superscript capital letters in the same column indicate statistical differences between groups. Different superscript lowercase 
letters in the same row indicate a statistical difference between groups (p<0.05). 
 

 

Table 2. Two-way ANOVA results of the ∆Eab and ∆E00 parameters. 

 Source 
Type III Sum 

of Squares 
df 

Mean 

Square 
F p 

∆Eab 

Thickness (A) 31.896 2 15.948 60.495 <.001 

Translucency (B) 849.010 1 849.010 3220.525 <.001 

A * B .279 2 .139 .528 0.593 

∆E00 

Thickness (A) 16.845 2 8.422 74.978 <.001 

Translucency (B) 350.890 1 350.890 3123.674 <.001 

A * B 0.014 2 0.007 0.061 0.941 

 
 
 
Table 3 and Table 4 present the means, standard 

deviations, and the two-way ANOVA results for TPab and 
TP00. The two-way ANOVA test reveals significant 
differences in thickness and translucency between the 
groups for TPab and TP00 (p<0.001). However, the 
interaction between thickness and translucency was 
not significant for TPab (p<0.001) and TP00 (p<0.001). 
The E1 groups had the highest TPab and TP00values, 
while the E3 groups had the lowest TPab and TP00 values 
for both HT and LT veneer ceramics (p<0.05). The HT 
groups had higher TPab and TP00 values for all 
thicknesses (Table 3).  

Table 4 and Table 5 present the means, standard 
deviations, and two-way ANOVA results for OP. The OP 
values were significantly affected by thickness, 
translucency (p<0.001), and the interaction between 
thickness and translucency (p<0.001). HT groups had 
significantly higher OP values than the LT groups, 
except for the E3 group. Regarding thickness, the LT 
groups had similar OP values for each thickness 
(p>0.05). The E1 and E2 groups had significantly higher 
OP values than the E3HT group (p<0.05).  

Based on the results of the Pearson correlation 
tests (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2), there are significant 
correlations (p<0.001) and a strong positive linear 
relationship between ∆Eab and ∆E00 (r = 0.999) and TPab 
and TP00 (r = 0.987) (p<0.001). 

 
Figure 1. Correlation diagram between the ∆Eab and ∆E00 
values of the groups. 

 
 

 

Figure 2. Correlation diagram between the TP76 and TP00 

values of the groups. 
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There is a moderate correlation between ∆Eab and 
the translucency parameters: TPab (r = 0.436) and TP00 
(r = 0.426). Similarly, ∆E00 has significant and moderate 
correlations with TPab (r = 0.457) and TP00 (r = 0.445).  
 

 

 

  
 

Figure 3. Correlation diagram between the TP76 and OP 
values of the groups. 

Furthermore, significant and moderate 
correlations (p<0.001) were found between OP and ∆Eab 
(r = 0.519), and between OP and ∆E00 (r = 0.538). 
Significant positive correlations (p<0.001) were found 
between OP and TPab (r = 0.725) (Fig. 3) and between 
OP and TP00 (r = 0.634) (Fig. 4). 

 

 

Figure 4. Correlation diagram between the TP00 and OP 
values of the groups. 

 

 

 

Table 3. Means and standard deviations of groups for the TPab and TP00 parameters in each thickness and translucency. 

 TPab TP00 

 Thickness Thickness 

 0.5 mm (E1) 0.7 mm (E2) 1 mm (E3) 0.5 mm (E1) 0.7 mm (E2) 1 mm (E3) 

HT 11.94±0.86a,B 11.07±0.92b,B 8.13±0.43c,A 7.19±0.61a,B 6.64±0.53b,B 5.21±0.25c,B 

LT 10.86±0.58a,A 9.70±0.64b,A 7.72±0.71c,A 6.77±0.34a,A 6.09±0.36b,A 4.57±0.42c,A 

 
Different superscript capital letters in the same column indicate a statistical difference between groups. Different superscript lowercase 
letters in the same row indicate a statistical difference between groups (p<0.05). 

 
 
 
 

Table 4. Means and standard deviations of groups for the OP parameters in each thickness and translucency. 

 OP 

 Thickness 

 0.5 mm (E1) 0.7 mm (E2) 1 mm (E3) 

HT 6.30±0.45a,B 5.79±0.90a,B 4.10±0.17b,A 

LT 4.75±0.40a,A 4.45±0.21a,A 4.67±0.36a,B 

 
Different superscript capital letters in the same column indicate a statistical difference between groups. Different superscript 
lowercase letters in the same row indicate a statistical difference between groups (p<0.05). 
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Table 5. Two-way ANOVA results of the TPab, ∆E00, and OP parameters. 

 Source 
Type III Sum 

of Squares 
df 

Mean 

Square 
F p 

TPab 

Thickness (A) 127.869 2 63.940 127.752 <.001 

Translucency (B) 13.713 1 13.713 27.400 <.001 

A * B 2.477 2 1.238 2.474 .094 

TP00 

Thickness (A) 46.178 2 23.089 123.437 <.001 

Translucency (B) 4.380 1 4.380 23.415 <.001 

A * B .109 2 .055 .293 .748 

OP 

Thickness (A) 13.324 2 6.662 29.338 <.001 

Translucency (B) 9.021 1 9.021 39.728 <.001 

A * B 13.614 2 6.807 29.976 <.001 

Discussion 
 
The findings of this study demonstrate that the 

optical properties (∆E76, ∆E00, TP76, TP00, and OP) of the 
lithium disilicate veneered zirconia ceramics are 
significantly affected by the thickness and translucency 
of the lithium disilicate veneer ceramic. Therefore, the 
null hypothesis of this study is rejected. 

 Most all-ceramic crowns have a recommended 
reduction thickness of 1.5 mm because 1 to 1.5 mm of 
tooth reduction is required to provide an aesthetically 
acceptable restoration (22). In studies evaluating the 
color of restorations, the preferred thickness was 1–1.5 
mm for bilayered ceramics (1, 2, 14, 15, 23-26). 
Therefore, total thicknesses of 1 mm, 1.2 mm, and 1.5 
mm were selected for evaluation in this study. 

 An optical fluid is preferred for use between 
the core and the veneer ceramic to create an optical 
connection (1, 14, 24, 27). The use of a coupling 
medium such as glycerin is needed to prevent 
undesirable effects (e.g., scattering and refraction of 
light) that may be caused by differences in the 
refractive indices of air and the ceramic (12, 14). The 
coupling medium can also prevent light scattering from 
occurring at the interface (28). Consequently, in this 
study, a glycerin gel was applied between the core and 
the veneer ceramic. 

Notwithstanding the use of digital color 

measurement devices, clinicians, and dental 
technicians prefer to use conventional shade guides 
when selecting the desired tooth shade for a 
restoration. However, achieving the target shade in 
restorative materials remains a challenging process 
(11). In this study, none of the test groups matched the 
color in the shade guide except the E3LT group, which 
has a color difference value below the acceptability 
threshold (∆Eab < 5.5). Similar results were reported in 
a recent study, which concluded that the low-
translucent IPS e.max Press, a lithium disilicate based 
glass-ceramic, reproduces the A2 shade better than the 
high-translucent varieties (15). However, various 

studies that have used a shade guide as a reference 
have found significant color differences between the 
tested ceramics and the shade guide (1, 8, 11, 13). Lee 
et al. (1) reported that the color difference (∆Eab) 
between the Vita A2 shade tab and A2 bilayered 
ceramics was in the range of 8.5 to 13.1. In this study, 
the ∆Eab values for the test groups are in the range of 
4.36 to 13.49, and the ∆E00 values are between 2.92 
and 8.91. This result shows that it is a challenging 
process to achieve a color match with the shade guide, 
even though the ceramics used were of the same 
nominal shade. Therefore, clinicians and dental 
technicians should be capable of adjusting the 
individual color parameters to achieve a specified 

target color. In addition, ceramic manufacturers should 
prepare special schemes that specify how their 
materials should be used to achieve the desired shade 
at the final thickness of the restoration (3). 

The thickness of the ceramic affects the color and 
translucency of the final restorations (1). Among the 
groups with the same translucency in this study, the E3 
groups had significantly smaller color differences than 
the E1 and E2 groups, while the E1 and E2 groups had 
similar color difference values. However, the LT groups 
had significantly lower color difference values than the 
HT groups in each thickness. Similar findings have been 
reported by various researchers, with the conclusion 
that high-translucent lithium disilicate ceramics 
exhibit larger color differences from the target shade 
(12, 14). Furthermore, some studies have reported that 
LT lithium disilicate ceramics exhibit a superior 
masking ability to HT ceramics (14, 29, 30). 

   Ceramic systems comprising core and veneer 
combinations should exhibit variable translucency to 
ensure a natural appearance in the oral environment 
(31). In this study, the translucency of the veneer 
ceramic was significantly affected by both TPab and 
TP00. The HT lithium disilicate groups recorded higher 
TPab and TP00 values than the LT groups at all 
thicknesses. Although both HT lithium disilicate and LT 
lithium disilicate are essentially the same material, 
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their crystalline content is different (8). LT ceramic has 
crystals of 0.8 ± 0.2 µm interlocked in a high-density 
matrix, while HT ceramic has larger crystals of 1.5 ± 
0.8 µm interlocked in a glassy matrix (32). The 
difference in the crystalline form of these materials 
may produce different TP values in specimens of the 
same thickness. Furthermore, thickness had a 
significant effect on the TP values. The TP00 and TPab 
values decreased as the thickness of the veneer 
ceramics increased for both the HT and LT ceramics. 
This finding concurs with well-established studies in the 
literature (11, 14, 23, 25, 29). 

The TPab values of the test groups range between 

7.72 and 11.94, while the TP00 values range between 
4.57 and 7.19 units. Basso et al. (14) reported TPab 
values for bilayered ceramics in the range of 11.1 to 
13.8 for veneered zirconia with a core thickness of 0.5 
mm, and veneered with 0.7 mm and 1 mm thick HT and 
LT lithium disilicate ceramic, respectively. Another 
study reported a TPab of 9.95 ± 0.3 for a veneered 
zirconia ceramic which had an 0.9 mm HT lithium 
disilicate veneer over its 0.5 mm zirconia core (13). It 
is quite difficult to make a comparison because of the 
limited number of studies that have reported TPab and 
TP00 values of zirconia systems veneered with lithium 
disilicate. Furthermore, because of the different 
thicknesses, materials, methodologies, measurement 
protocols, and geometries used in these studies, a 
direct comparison is impracticable. 

Opalescence is necessary for a restoration to 
exhibit a natural and vital appearance (33). The OP 
values of zirconia core veneered ceramics have been 
reported in the range of 1.3 to 7.07 in the literature 
(13, 34). Della Bona et al. (8) reported the OP values of 
1 mm thick HT and LT IPS e.max CAD ceramics as 4.86 
± 0.08 and 6.58 ± 0.51 units, respectively. In this study, 
the OP values of the test groups range between 4.10 
and 6.30 units, which is in agreement with the 
aforementioned studies. In a US patent, it was reported 
that opalescence is not observed when the OP value is 
less than 4. However, if the OP value is in the range of 
4 to 9, the restoration is accepted as being opalescent, 
and its presence is only slightly noticeable to the naked 
eye (33). The OP values of the test groups in this study 
are in the range of 4 to 9. Therefore, it can be 
concluded that both the HT and LT groups exhibit 
opalescence at all the tested thicknesses. 

In this study, a strong correlation was found 
between ∆Eab and ∆E00. A similar finding was reported 
by Lee (35), who proposed that the two formulas for 
color difference may be used alternately for color 
difference evaluation. Other studies, however, have 
found that the CIEDE2000 formula reflects the color 
differences perceived by the human eye more 
accurately than the CIELAB formula (36, 37). Strong 
correlations were observed between TPab and TP00, 
which also have the same formulas as color difference. 
In addition, OP values had significant correlations with 
the TPab and TP00. Similarly, some studies have revealed 
a strong correlation between TP and OP values (9, 13, 
38). 

In this study, the in vitro conditions and the 
geometry of the specimens could not reflect the oral 

environment, which can be counted as a limitation. 
Furthermore, although the coupling medium could limit 
the light reflection between the layers, it could not 
mimic the optical effects of the connection layer 
(glass-fusion ceramic or composite resin cement) 
between the lithium disilicate veneer ceramic and 
zirconia (14). Therefore, future studies can focus on 
optical properties at different zirconia core thicknesses 
and different shades of the core and veneer, as well as 
comparisons of the different connection layers 
between the lithium disilicate and the zirconia cores. 

 

Conclusions 
 

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

1. The optical properties (∆E76, ∆E00, TP76, TP00, 

and OP) of zirconia-based bilayered ceramics 

are significantly affected by the thickness and 

the translucency of the lithium disilicate 

veneer ceramic. The effects of veneering 

material thickness and translucency on optical 

properties should be considered during the 

shade reproduction of ceramic restorations. 

2. Regarding ∆E76, only the 1.5 mm thick ceramic 

group (comprising 1 mm LT veneer ceramics) 

has a color difference below the acceptability 

threshold. Regarding ∆E00, none of the test 

group shades were able to match the target 

Vita A2 shade. There is a strong correlation 

between ∆E76 and ∆E00. 

3. For each thickness, the TP76 and TP00 values of 

the HT groups were significantly higher than 

those of the LT groups. Furthermore, in both 

the HT and LT groups, the TP76 and TP00 values 

decrease significantly as the thickness of the 

veneer ceramic increases. In addition, there is 

a strong correlation between TP76 and TP00. 

4. The HT groups exhibit higher OP values than 

the LT groups, and there is a significant 

correlation between the OP parameter and TP76 

and TP00. 

 
 
 

Peer-review: Externally peer-reviewed. 

Author Contributions: Conception – T.Y.S.; Design – T.Y.S., A.S.; 
Supervision – T.Y.S.; Materials – T.Y.S., A.S.; Data Collection and/or 
Processing – T.Y.S., A.S.; Analysis and/or Interpretation – T.Y.S.; 
Literature Review – T.Y.S., A.S.; Writer – T.Y.S., A.S.; Critical Review 
–T.Y.S. 

Conflict of Interest: No conflict of interest was declared by the authors.  

Financial Disclosure: The authors declared that this study has received 
no financial support.  

 

 



Optical properties of lithium disilicate veneered zirconia                                                          Yılmaz Savaş & Savaş 

8                                           IDR — Volume 12, Number 1, 2022 

References 
 

1. Lee YK, Cha HS, Ahn JS. Layered color of all-ceramic core and 

veneer ceramics. J Prosthet Dent 2007;97:279-86. (Crossref) 

2. Luo XP, Zhang L. Effect of veneering techniques on color and 

translucency of Y-TZP. J Prosthodont 2010;19:465-70. 
(Crossref) 

3. Vichi A, Louca C, Corciolani G, Ferrari M. Color related to 

ceramic and zirconia restorations: A review. Dent Mater 

2011;27:97-108. (Crossref) 

4. Beuer F, Schweiger J, Eichberger M, Kappert HF, Gernet W, 

Edelhoff D. High-strength CAD/CAM-fabricated veneering 

material sintered to zirconia copings — A new fabrication 

mode for all-ceramic restorations. Dent Mater 2009;25:121-8. 
(Crossref) 

5. Sailer I, Pjetursson BE, Zwahlen M, Hammerle CH. A 

systematic review of the survival and complication rates of 

all-ceramic and metal-ceramic reconstructions after an 

observation period of at least 3 years. Part II: Fixed dental 

prostheses. Clin Oral Implants Res 2007;18 Suppl 3:86-96. 
(Crossref) 

6. Lee Y-K, Yu B, Zhao G-F, Lim JI. Effects of aging and HEMA 

content on the translucency, fluorescence, and opalescence 

properties of experimental HEMA-added glass ionomers. Dent 

Mater J 2010;29:9-14. (Crossref) 

7. Hunter RS. The measurement of appearance: John Wiley & 

Sons; 1987. 

8. Della Bona A, Nogueira AD, Pecho OE. Optical properties of 

CAD-CAM ceramic systems. J Dent 2014;42:1202-9. (Crossref) 

9. Lee YK, Lu H, Powers JM. Measurement of opalescence of resin 

composites. Dent Mater 2005;21:1068-74. (Crossref) 

10. Ward M, Tate W, Powers J. Surface roughness of opalescent 

porcelains after polishing. Oper Dent 1994;20:106-10. 

11. Bagis B, Turgut S. Optical properties of current ceramics 

systems for laminate veneers. J Dent 2013;41 24-30. (Crossref) 

12. Nogueira AD, Della Bona A. The effect of a coupling medium 

on color and translucency of CAD-CAM ceramics. J Dent. 

2013;41 Suppl 3:e18-23. (Crossref) 

13. Yılmaz Savaş T, Aykent F. Effect of fabrication techniques on 

the optical properties of zirconia-based systems. J Prosthet 

Dent 2021;125:528.e1-.e8. (Crossref) 

14. Basso GR, Kodama AB, Pimentel AH, Kaizer MR, Bona AD, 

Moraes RR et al. Masking Colored Substrates Using Monolithic 

and Bilayer CAD-CAM Ceramic Structures. Oper Dent. 

2017;42:387-95. (Crossref) 

15. Iravani M, Shamszadeh S, Panahandeh N, Sheikh-Al-Eslamian 

SM, Torabzadeh H. Shade reproduction and the ability of 

lithium disilicate ceramics to mask dark substrates. Restor 

Dent Endod 2020;45:e41. (Crossref) 

16. CIE Technical Report: Colorimetry. Vienna, Austria: CIE Central 

Bureau; 2004. 

17. Luo MR, Cui G, Rigg B. The development of the CIE 2000 

colour-difference formula: CIEDE2000. Color Res App 

2001;26:340-50. (Crossref) 

18. Paravina RD, Ghinea R, Herrera LJ, Bona AD, Igiel C, Linninger 

M et al. Color difference thresholds in dentistry. J Esthet Dent 

2015;27:S1-S9. (Crossref) 

19. Douglas RD, Steinhauer TJ, Wee AG. Intraoral determination 

of the tolerance of dentists for perceptibility and 

acceptability of shade mismatch. J Prosthet Dent 

2007;97:200-8. (Crossref) 

20. Ardu S, Feilzer AJ, Devigus A, Krejci I. Quantitative clinical 

evaluation of esthetic properties of incisors. Dent Mater 

2008;24:333-40. (Crossref) 

21. Baratieri LN, Araujo E, Monteiro Jr S. Color in natural teeth 

and direct resin composite restorations: essential aspects. J 

Esthet Dent 2006;2:172-86.  

22. Rosenstiel SF, Land MF, Fujimoto J. Contemporary fixed 

prosthodontics. 5th ed. St. Louis: Elsevier Inc; 2016. p. 264-5.  
23. Kursoglu P, Karagoz Motro PF, Kazazoglu E. Translucency of 

ceramic material in different core-veneer combinations. J 

Prosthet Dent 2015;113:48-53. (Crossref) 

24. Kang W, Park JK, Kim SR, Kim WC, Kim JH. Effects of core and 

veneer thicknesses on the color of CAD-CAM lithium disilicate 

ceramics. J Prosthet Dent 2018;119(3):461-66. (Crossref) 

25. Kim JH, Ko KH, Huh YH, Park CJ, Cho LR. Effects of the 

thickness ratio of zirconia-lithium disilicate bilayered 

ceramics on the translucency and flexural strength. J 

Prosthodont 2020;29:334-40. (Crossref) 

26. Shokry TE, Shen C, Elhosary MM, Elkhodary AM. Effect of core 

and veneer thicknesses on the color parameters of two all-

ceramic systems. J Prosthet Dent 2006;95:124-9. (Crossref) 

27. Seghi R, Hewlett E, Kim J. Visual and instrumental 

colorimetric assessments of small color differences on 

translucent dental porcelain. J Dent Res 1989;68:1760-4. 
(Crossref) 

28. Dozić A, Kleverlaan CJ, Meegdes M, van der Zel J, Feilzer AJ. 

The influence of porcelain layer thickness on the final shade 

of ceramic restorations. J Prosthet Dent 2003;90:563-70. 
(Crossref) 

29. Pires LA, Novais PM, Araujo VD, Pegoraro LF. Effects of the 

type and thickness of ceramic, substrate, and cement on the 

optical color of a lithium disilicate ceramic. J Prosthet Dent 

2017;117:144-9. (Crossref) 

30. Skyllouriotis AL, Yamamoto HL, Nathanson D. Masking 

properties of ceramics for veneer restorations. J Prosthet Dent 

2017;118(4):517-23. (Crossref) 

31. Holloway J, Miller R. The effect of core translucency on the 

aesthetics of all-ceramic restorations. Pract Periodontics 

Aesthet Dent 1997;9:567-74; quiz 76.  

32. Sakaguchi RL, Powers JM. Craig's restorative dental materials: 

Elsevier Health Sciences; 2012.  
33. Kobashigawa AI, Angeletakis C. Opalescent fillers for dental 

restorative composites. Google Patents; 2001.   
34. Cho MS, Yu B, Lee YK. Opalescence of all-ceramic core and 

veneer materials. Dent Mater 2009;25:695-702. (Crossref) 

35. Lee YK. Comparison of CIELAB DeltaE(*) and CIEDE2000 color-

differences after polymerization and thermocycling of resin 

composites. Dent Mater 2005;21:678-82. (Crossref) 

36. Gomez-Polo C, Portillo Munoz M, Lorenzo Luengo MC, Vicente 

P, Galindo P, Martin Casado AM. Comparison of the CIELab and 

CIEDE2000 color difference formulas. J Prosthet Dent 

2016;115:65-70. (Crossref) 

37. Ghinea R, Perez MM, Herrera LJ, Rivas MJ, Yebra A, Paravina 

RD. Color difference thresholds in dental ceramics. J Dent 

2010;38 Suppl 2:e57-64. (Crossref) 

38. Arimoto A, Nakajima M, Hosaka K, Nishimura K, Ikeda M, 

Foxton RM et al. Translucency, opalescence and light 

transmission characteristics of light-cured resin composites. 

Dent Mater 2010;26:1090-7. (Crossref) 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2007.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-849X.2010.00610.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2010.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2008.04.019
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0501.2007.01468.x
https://doi.org/10.4012/dmj.2009-041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2014.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2005.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2012.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2013.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2020.10.012
https://doi.org/10.2341/16-247-L
https://doi.org/10.5395/rde.2020.45.e41
https://doi.org/10.1002/col.1049
https://doi.org/10.1111/jerd.12149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2007.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2007.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2014.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2017.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopr.13136
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2005.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/00220345890680120801
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3913(03)00517-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2016.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2008.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2004.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prosdent.2015.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2010.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2010.07.009

	Dr. Tuba YILMAZ SAVAŞ

