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- ABSTRACT -

Clinical Color Match using Shadepilot™

Soo-yeon Shin
Department of Prosthodontics, School of Dentistry, Dankook University

The ability of a dentist to select and communicate an acceptable shade match to a dental laboratory may be the most
important factor in esthetic restorative dentistry. However, shade matching is a very complex situation. In this study, an
attempt was made to compare and evaluate the conventional visual assessment and colorimetric analysis in clinical shade
matching. 20 patients were selected and their maxillary central incisors shade were measured by Vita classic shade guide,
using ShadepilotTM and ShadeEye NCC®. The results indicate that there is much variation in the shade selection by visual
and instrumental methods.

Key words: Color matching, Shadepilot, Shade guide



