
International Journal on Oral Health

An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of 
Sodium Fluoride on the Color Stability of 

Ceramic Restorations

©2021 Egger, et al. This work is published and licensed by Example Press Limited. The full terms of this license are available at https://skeenapublishers.com/terms-conditions and incorporate the Creative 
Commons Attribution – Non Commercial (unported, v3.0) License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/). By accessing the work you hereby accept the Terms. Non-commercial uses of the work are 
permitted without any further permission from Emample Press, provided the work is properly attributed.

Abstract
Background and Objectives: The demand for cosmetic composite materials has increased with the growing interest in cosmetic dentistry to 
achieve a bright white smile. The efficiency of esthetic restorative materials depends on their resistance to deterioration and longevity in the oral 
cavity. The purpose of this study is to evaluate the effect of sodium fluoride treatment on the color fastness of all ceramic restorations, IPS E-max 
Cad and IPS E-max press, knowing that both groups have low transparency.

Materials and Methods: For this investigation, a total of 20 specimens (cylindrical disks) with A2 vita shade were made. Each cylindrical 
disk had dimensions of 10 mm in diameter and 2 mm in thickness. The specimens were split into two groups of ten each. To simulate a year of 
clinical exposure, all specimens were submerged in a sodium fluoride solution with a concentration of 1.0% for ten days. At baseline and ten 
days after immersion in the solution, the color difference of each specimen was measured using a spectrometer (Vita Easyshade). To ensure 
repeatable color measurement, each color measurement was made twice at random in the disk center, positioned perpendicular to the surface 
of the specimens and in direct contact. The values of CIE L*a*b* were noted.

Results: The study found that sodium fluoride caused significant color change in E-max press discs, with a mean ∆E value of 5.11302, higher 
than E-max CAD grouped. The discs also showed slightly lower L* values (77.74) representing darkness compared to E-max CAD discs (79.305). 
The a* values indicated redness, while the b* values indicated yellowishness.

Conclusions: The results of this study showed a statistically significant difference in color stability among the immersed IPS E-max press and 
IPS E-max CAD specimens. The IPS E-max CAD specimens showed a better color stability. On the other hand, the staining observed in the IPS 
E-max press was clinically noticeable. IPS E-max CAD could be a better material with less color change. Discoloration of specimens increased 
proportionally with sodium fluoride concentration.
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Introduction
When it comes to aesthetics, color is crucial because it defines and 
uniquely attributes a grin. Following pain treatments, aesthetic 
procedures have historically been among the most important dental 
procedures [1]. As “the art of the imperceptible” is defined as aesthetics,  

 
color consistency might mean the difference between success and 
failure. Burke and Qualtrough (1994) found that 38% of patients’ 
dental dissatisfaction is related to color [2]. One of the biggest issues 
with restorative materials is their color stability, especially when they 
are in the esthetic zone and need to be utilized for prolonged periods 
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of time [3]. The longevity of treatment depends on color retention 
during the functional lifetime of restorations. Dental materials differ 
from one another in this regard [4]. The stability and color harmony 
of materials are influenced by both endogenous and external 
causes. Poor dental care, smoking, nutrition, and the resin matrix’s 
adsorption or absorption of dye-containing solutions are examples 
of external variables that contribute to discolouration. The resin 
matrix, matrix/filler particle interface, photoinitiator system, light 
curing device utilized for polymerization, and irradiation period are 
examples of endogenous factors that produce modifications [5-8]. 
In the majority of countries, using toothpaste to brush one’s teeth is 
the most popular and effective oral hygiene practice. The decreased 
caries prevalence seen in affluent nations in recent decades can 
be attributed to fluoridated dentifrices [9]. The solubility of the 
fluoride-containing chemical, which makes the fluoride stick to the 
tooth surface, determines the caries-prevention action. According 
to in vitro studies, toothpaste systems containing both organic and 
inorganic fluorides greatly increase fluoride uptake on the tooth 
surface, which promotes remineralization [10]. Furthermore, the 
absorption and remineralization of enamel fluoride were significantly 
influenced by toothpaste concentration and brushing intensity [11]. 
Commercial toothpaste comes in a variety of forms and may contain 
different amounts of fluoride, including amine fluoride, sodium 
monofluorophosphate, and sodium fluoride [9]. Furthermore, the 
amounts of fluoride in toothpaste vary. The majority of individuals 
use toothpaste that has 1000–1100 ppm of fluoride in it. Children 
are administered lower dosages due to the possibility of fluorosis. 
For adults and children who are at a higher risk of dental cavities 
or who reside in a region that is not fluoridated, higher fluoride 
concentrations (1500 ppm) are recommended.

The research’ findings indicate that enamel fluoride uptake (EFU) 
increases with fluoride concentration [9,12]. While some research 
have found no difference in color change when using fluoride 
solutions or mouth rinses, other investigations have found that these 
treatments can alter the color of composite materials. Regarding the 
color shift, there is disagreement across research [13-15]. Topical 
fluoride solutions containing sodium fluoride fluoride ions have 
the potential to degrade dental composites’ surface layer, increasing 
surface roughness and resulting in discolouration. Discoloration 
is also exacerbated by prolonged use. When fluoride toothpaste is 
used, this could occur as a result of regular toothpaste use [15-17]. 
Furthermore, a study revealed that a subset of the composite resin 
may experience a notable clinical color shift as a result of using 
fluoride toothpaste [18]. Additionally, in a different investigation, 
the composite’s color change was deemed clinically unsatisfactory 
[19]. With the knowledge that both the IPS E-max Cad and IPS 
E-max press ceramic restoration groups have low transparency, the 
aim of this study is to assess the impact of sodium fluoride treatment 
on the color fastness of all ceramic restorations.

Materials and Methods 
Materials
The study materials included, IPS E-max Cad *, IPS E-max press and 
Sodium fluoride (pure powder). 

Methods
Grouping the sample: A total of 20 specimens were prepared and 
divided according to ceramic material into two groups-10 specimens 
each. Each specimen was circular in shape of dimensions 10 mm 
diameter ×2 mm thickness, and shade color was A2 Vita shade:

Group I: IPS E-max Cad

Group II: IPS E-max press 

Preparing of the samples

Preparation of IPS E-max Cad specimens: The ceramic material 
specimens made from CAD-Ivoclar blocks was designed and milled 

using Cerec3* according to manufacturer’s instructions.

Preparation of IPS E-max press specimens: Wax patterns in 
a circular shape of 10 mm in diameter and 2 mm in thickness were 
spruced and invested in an IPS E-max investment (Ivoclar-Vivadent, 
Schaan, Liechtenstein), and then they were eliminated in a burnout 
furnace by heating the refractory die. Simultaneously, the alumina 
plunger was heated at an increase of 3°C per minute to 850°C and 
held for 90 min. After completion of this procedure, the investment, 
plunger, and IPS E-max ingots (shade A2) were transferred to a 
furnace with a temperature of 915°C. After pressing the melted ingot 
into the mold and slowly allowing it to cool to room temperature, 
the ceramic was divested with air abrasion using 50-μm glass beads 
at 2-bar pressure [20].

Preparation of sodium fluoride solution: A solution of 
sodium fluoride (NaF) was prepared in distilled water to obtain a 
concentration of 1.0%.

Testing of the specimens: Disks were immersed in sodium 
fluoride for 10 days to replicate 1 year of clinical exposure. This 
protocol was intended to simulate the 10 minutes that the patient 
applies the fluoride regimen plus the following 30 minutes that the 
patient is instructed to refrain from rinsing, drinking, and brushing 
(a total of 40 minutes) [21].

Color stability measurements: The specimens were evaluated 
for color stability by measuring their color using a spectrometer 
(Vita Easyshade) before and after surface treatment. All the data 
were tabulated and statistically analyzed. The measurements were 
established in mathematic coordinates referred to the international 
color space CIE-lab (commission international de I, Eclairage 
L*a*b*). CIE-lab is expressed by the L*coordinate, representing 
color luminosity and the chromaticity of the color, with axes varying 
from green to red and blue to yellow, respectively. This color space 
is represented by a sphere, where the Y axis represents the L* 
coordinate, the X axis represents the b* coordinate, and the Z axis 
represents the a* coordinate. The match of these coordinates results 
in a spatial position that mathematically expresses a color.

Interpretation the results: As in the CIELB system commonly 
used in dental research. Each color axis is a unique point in color 
space and is defined by three coordinates L*, a*, and b* by the CIE 
(Commission International de’l’Eclairage). L* characterizes the 
lightness of a color and ranges between 0 (dark) and 100 (light); a* 
value defines the color on the red-green axis and ranges between -90 
(green) and 70 (red); b* color coordinate defines the color on the 
yellow-blue axis and ranges between -80 (blue) and 100 (yellow). 
The measurement of the total color difference between two objects 
is described by ΔE.

Statistical analysis: data were collected, tabulated, processed, and 
statistically analyzed. One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) (α = 
0.05).

Results
ΔE values revealed that sodium fluoride caused significant color 
change; the mean ΔE value of the color difference in the E-max 
press was (5.11302); this ΔE value was higher than the E-max CAD 
group (2.48257). Table 1 & Graph І, the result also revealed that 
the slightly low L* value (77.74) in E-max press discs represented 
the darkness if compared to E-max CAD discs, whose value was 
(79.305). Regarding the a* value, the higher value (0.46) represented 
the redness of the E-max press discs, while the lower a* value (0.02) 
was more greenish for E-max CAD discs. Finally, for the b* value, the 
higher value (19.435) represented more yellowish was related to the 
discs of E-max CAD, while the lower b* value (18.42) represented 
the less yellowish degree that was observed for the discs of E-max 
press. Table 2,3 & Graph 2,3.

Citation: Al-Anesi MLM, Al-Ghaffari KM, AL-Haddad KA, et al. An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color 
Stability of Ceramic Restorations. Int J Orl Health.2024;4(2):1-6. DOI:10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041

An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color Stability of Ceramic Restorations

             ΔE ab= [(ΔL*) 2+ (Δa*) 2+ (Δb*)] 1/2 *

  2

https://doi.org/10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041


 
Table 1:  The mean, standard deviation, minimum and maximum values of color difference (∆E) of specimens immersed sodium fluoride solution for the two 
groups. 

Material Mean SD Minimum Maximum

E-max CAD 2.48257 0.548522 1.341641 3.220248

E-max press 5.06327 0.669462 4.012481 6.276942

 

    

                                  

                     

 
Graph 1: The mean of color difference (∆E) of specimens immersed in sodium fluoride solution for the two groups.

 

Table 2: The means of L*, a* and b* values of the two groups before immersion in sodium fluoride solution.  

Material L* a* B*

E-max CAD Mean 81.105 -0.045 17.79

SD 0.84696 0.42361 0.62484

E-max press Mean 82.225 0.195 20.675

SD 1.20389 0.18489 1.16613

 
Table 3: The means of L*, a* and b* values of the two groups after immersion in sodium fluoride solution.

Material L* a* B*

E-max CAD Mean 79.305 0.02 19.435

SD 1.07971 0.36935 1.22099

E-max press Mean 77.74 0.46 18.42

SD 0.66205 0.28172 1.3813
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Graph 2: The means of L*, a* and b* values of the two groups before immersion in sodium fluoride solution.

                                                       

 
 
 
Graph 3: The means of L*, a* and b* values of the two groups after immersion in sodium fluoride solution.

Discussion
It is well accepted that using fluoride compounds topically has 
positive effects [22]. Several in vitro investigations have demonstrated 
that topically applied fluoride compounds may result in surface 
alterations and volume loss in dental materials, including as glass 
ionomer, ceramic, composite, and sealant materials [23-25]. Rough 
or unglazed porcelain surfaces are more prone to the build-up of 
stains and plaque [26]. It has been demonstrated that dental porcelain 
is more susceptible to surface damage from fluoride solutions with 
low pH and high fluoride concentrations; for this reason, natural 
fluoride concentrations are advised, particularly for daily in-home 
fluoride treatments [27]. A color measuring device was used in the 
disks center to measure the CIE L*a*b* values of the chosen shade, 
and color stability was assessed by comparing the color before and 
after exposure to sodium fluoride solution. Two groups of ceramic 
materials (IPS E-max press and IPS E-max CAD) were prepared and 
fabricated as cylindrical disks with A2 color shade. These disks were 
then immersed in a (1.0%) sodium fluoride solution for 10 days to 
replicate a year of clinical exposure.

The study’s ΔE values showed that sodium fluoride significantly 
altered color; the mean ΔE value of color difference in E-max press 
discs was (5.11302), which was higher than the ΔE value of the E-max 
CAD grouped (2.48257). The results also showed that the slightly 
lower L* value (77.74) in E-max press discs represented darkness 
when compared to the slightly higher value (79.305) in E-max CAD 
discs. When it came to the a* value, the larger value (0.46) indicated 
the redness of the E-max press discs, the lower value (0.02) indicated 
more greenishness for the E-max CAD discs, and finally, the higher 
value (19.435) indicated more yellowishness for the E-max CAD 
discs, while the lower b* value (18.42) represented the less yellowish 

degree that was observed for the disks of E-max press. The study’s 
findings provide credence to the rejection of the null hypothesis, 
which maintained that there would be no appreciable variations in 
the way that the two types of ceramic materials’ colors would alter 
as a result of the sodium fluoride treatment. After being submerged 
in fluoride solution, every specimen in the current investigation 
changed color, with IPS E-max press disks consistently registering 
higher ΔE values than IPS E-max CAD disks.

This result could be explained by the fact that CAD/CAM restorations 
are made of machinable ceramic blocks that were produced under 
ideal industrial conditions, as well as the materials’ nanostructure; 
while the microstructures of the IPS e-max press and IPS e-max CAD 
are both 70% crystalline lithium disilicate, the crystals’ sizes and 
lengths differ, with the IPS e-max press’s crystals measuring roughly 
3 to 6 μm in length and the IPS e-max CAD’s crystals measuring 
1.5 μm [28]. Surface topography is mostly determined by physical 
crystal size, and color in lithium disilcate glass ceramic is regulated 
by coloring ions dissolved in the glass matrix [29]. The valency of the 
ions and the field around them determine the color [28].

The present study’s findings are consistent with those of Artopoulou 
et al. [30] who found that the polished IPS Empress ceramic disks 
underwent a significant color change upon application of 0.4% 
SnF2 and 1.1% NaF gels. Additionally, Kual k & Kula TJ [31] 
reported that 8% stannous fluoride, the optimal concentration for 
professionally applied stannous fluoride treatment, significantly 
increased the surface roughness of porcelain and negatively affected 
its color. Additionally, there was disagreement with Copps et al. [32] 
regarding the lack of a significant impact of topical stannous fluoride 
gel application on any tested porcelain surface, and agreement with 
Jones [33] regarding the significantly higher discoloration shown by 
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acidulated phosphate fluoride gel compared to other types of topical 
fluoride agents.

In relation to the relationship between surface roughness and color 
stability of ceramic restorations, this study measured roughness both 
before and after sodium fluoride treatment. The results showed that 
roughness increased with sodium fluoride treatment in IPS E-max 
press compared to IPS E-max CAD. These findings are consistent 
with those of Demiral et al. [34], who found that acidulated phosphate 
fluoride gel significantly increased both roughness and discoloration 
on ceramic surfaces.

The color stability of both types of ceramic surfaces was assessed in 
this study in relation to sodium fluoride concentration, and the results 
showed that higher concentrations of sodium fluoride caused more 
surface damage to ceramic surfaces. These findings are consistent with 
Hammad & Khalil’s [35] findings that fluoride agents with lower pH 
(more acidic) and higher fluoride concentrations cause more surface 
damage to porcelain. If there was a discernible hue shift in the speci-
mens, ΔE 3.6 was deemed clinically apparent. The human eye is unable 
to discern levels of ΔE values below 1. Although they are therapeutic-

ally acceptable, values ʃ1 and > 3.6 can be identified by clinicians. Only 

values ˃than3.6 indicate color changes that can be visually detected 
[36,37].

Clinically visible IPS E-max press specimens were available, whereas 
clinically visible IPS E-max CAD specimens were not. This could be 
as a result of the fact that CAD/CAM restorations were made using 
machinable ceramic blocks that were produced in an environment 
that was optimized for industrial use [38,39].

Because the study used disk-shaped specimens, which differ in shape 
from dental restorations, some parameters could not be evaluated in 
vitro and could have affected the discoloration tendency. Additionally, 
there are a number of factors that may have an impact on the oral 
environment, such as smoking, poor oral hygiene practices, a 
wide range of food and drink products, significant temperature 
fluctuations, and saliva that contains different proteins and enzymes. 
When combined, these elements cause porcelain surfaces to become 
even more worn down and intensify the fluoride regimen’s staining 
impact [34]. Thus, a more thorough plan should be created to assess 
sodium fluoride’s long-term in vivo impact on the color stability of all 
ceramic restorations.

When it comes to the impact of various colored beverages on the 
color stability of ceramic restorations, Ozkan & Akyil [40] examined 
the effects of distilled water, coffee, cola, and tea on the color changes 
of feldspathic porcelain. They discovered that coffee was the most 
staining agent, and they also agreed with Koksal & Dikbas [41], 
Mutlu-Sagesen et al. [42] that coffee was the most chromogenic 
agent. However, they disagreed with Ghahramanloo et al. [43] that 
tea caused more significant color than coffee. Tanriverdi & Belli 
[44] evaluated the color stability of three aesthetic ceramic materials 
against tea, coffee, and cigarette smoke, and discovered that cigarette 
smoke was the most staining agent. Etras et al. [45] also examined the 
color stability of ceramic materials by contrasting red wine with other 
beverages, such as tea, coffee, cola, and water, when used as a staining 
agent. Red wine and coffee were the staining agents that resulted in the 
most discolouration. Red wine produced the most severe deterioration 
when mouthrinse, red wine, tea coffee, and UV irradiation were used 
as staining agents to assess the color stability of ceramic materials, 
according to Stober et al. [46]. Additionally, Guler et al. [47] discovered 
that red wine, coffee, coffee with artificial creamer, and tea with sugar 
caused the most severe discoloration in ceramic materials.

Although cola has the lowest pH and may harm the surface integrity 
of ceramic materials, Um & Ruyter [48] report that it did not cause 
as much discoloration as tea and coffee. Because the yellow colorants 
in tea and coffee had different polarity, it was possible for them to 
adsorb onto ceramic surfaces and cause discolouration. However, this 

discolouration could be eliminated by brushing the material.

Additionally, Bagheri et al.’s [49] findings corroborated the earlier 
study’s findings that cola and soy sauce did not induce as much 
discolouration as coffee, tea, and red wine did. Additionally, Johnson 
& Gordon [50] investigated the effects of five different chemical 
disinfectants on the color of three fixed prosthodontic materials: Vita 
VMK ceramometal porcelain, Dicor, and Midas ADA type III noble 
casting alloy. They discovered that, while Vita VMK ceramometal 
porcelain and Dicor can be used with all five disinfectants for up to 
seven days of immersion, three different chemical disinfectants-
Biocide, Clorox, and Multicide-caused clinically significant color 
changes with the noble casting alloy after seven days of immersion.

Conclusion 
The results of this study showed a statistically significant difference in 
color stability among the immersed IPS E-max press and IPS E-max 
CAD specimens. The IPS E-max CAD specimens showed a better 
color stability. On the other hand, the staining observed in the IPS 
E-max press was clinically noticeable. IPS E-max CAD could be a 
better material with less color change. Discoloration of specimens 
increased proportionally with sodium fluoride concentration.

Data Availability
The empirical data used to support the findings of this study are 
available from the corresponding author upon request.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Yemen and the Faculty of Dentistry at 
Sana’a University for their kind cooperation.

A Dispute of Interest 

There are no conflicts of interest in regard to this project. 

Author’s Contributions 
Dr. Mohammed Al-Anesi: formal analysis, conceptualization, data 
curation, investigation. Additional authors: methodology, formal 
analysis, conceptualization. All authors revised the article and 
approved the final version.

References
1.	 Al wahadani A, Ajlouni R, Al Omari Q, Cobb D, Dawasn D (2002) 

Shade match perception of porcelain-fused-to-metal restorations com-
parison between dentist and patient. Am Dent Assoc 133(9): 1220-
1225.

2.	 Burke FJT, Qualtrough AJE (1994) Aesthetic inlays: composite or ce-
ramic? Br Dent J 176(2): 53-60.

3.	 Anusavic KJ, Philip R (2003) Science of dental material. (11th edn.), 
Elsevier.

4.	 Samra AP, Pereira SK, Delgado LC, Borges CP (2008) Color stability 
evaluation of aesthetic restorative materials. Braz Oral Res 22(3): 205-
210.

5.	 Alali JE, Alanazi HA, Alyousef HK, Alali OF, Alzwayyid SA (2020) 
Teeth discoloration removal and management: A review. Int J Med Dev 
Ctries 4(7): 1070-1074.

6.	 Lepri CP, Ribeiro M, Dibb A, Palma Dibb RG (2014) Influence of 
mounthrinse solutions on the color stability and microhardness of a 
composite resin. Int J Esthet Dent 9(2): 238-246.

7.	 Bagheri R, Burrow M, Tyas M (2005) Influence of food-simulating 
solutions and surface finish on susceptibility to staining of aesthetic re-
storative materials. J Dent 33(5): 389-398.

8.	 Soares Geraldo D, Scaramucci T, Steagall Jr W, Braga SRM, Sobral MAP 
(2011) Interaction between staining and degradation of a composite 
resin in contact with colored foods. Braz Oral Res 25(4): 369-375.

An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color Stability of Ceramic Restorations

Citation: Al-Anesi MLM, Al-Ghaffari KM, AL-Haddad KA, et al. An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color 
Stability of Ceramic Restorations. Int J Orl Health.2024;4(2):1-6. DOI:10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041

  5

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12356253/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12356253/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12356253/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12356253/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8117475/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8117475/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18949304/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18949304/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18949304/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24765629/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24765629/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24765629/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21860925/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21860925/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21860925/
https://doi.org/10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041


9.	 Baseer MA, Aloufi H, Ahmad RA, Alabdulwahab S, Khader ZB, et al. 
(2020) Assessment of fluoride uptake by tooth enamel from different 
fluoride dentifrices: A systematic. Ann Dent Spec 8(3): 1-8.

10.	 Arnold WH, Dorow A, Langenhorst S, Gintner Z, Bánóczy J, et al. 
(2006) Effect of fluoride toothpastes on enamel demineralization. 
BMC Oral Health 6(1): 1-6.

11.	 Walsh T, Worthington HV, Glenny AM, Marinho VC, Jeroncic A 
(2019) Fluoride toothpastes of different concentrations for preventing 
dental caries. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 3(3): CD007868.

12.	 Zero DT (2006) Dentifrices, mouthwashes, and remineralization/car-
ies arrestment strategies. BMC Oral Health 6 Suppl 1(Suppl 1): S9.

13.	 De Morais Sampaio GA, Peixoto LR, de Vasconcelos Neves G, do Na-
scimento Barbosa D (2021) Effect of mouthwashes on color stability 
of composite resins: A systematic review. J Prosthet Dent 126(3): 386-
392.

14.	 American Dental Association Council on Scientific Affairs (2006) 
Professionally applied topical fluoride: Evidence–based clinical rec-
ommendations. J Am Dent Assoc 137(8): 1151-1159.

15.	 Mundim FM, Cruvinel DR, Garcia LdFR, Pires de Souza FdCP (2014) 
Effect of fluoride solutions on color and surface roughness of dental 
composites. RFO UPF 19(1): 77-82.

16.	 Butler CJ, Masri R, Driscoll CF, Thompson GA, Runyan DA, et al. 
(2004) Effect of fluoride and 10% carbamide peroxide on the surface 
roughness of low-fusing and ultra low–fusing porcelain. The J Pros-
thet Dent 92(2): 179-183.

17.	 Papagiannoulis L, Tzoutzas J, Eliades G (1997) Effect of topical flu-
oride agents on the morphologic characteristics and composition 
of resin composite restorative materials. J Prosthet Dent 77(4): 405-
413.

18.	 Swetha R, Balaji Ganesh S, Jayalakshmi S (2021) Comparative evalu-
ation of colour stability of alkasite restorative material after brushing 
stimulation with herbal and fluoridated toothpaste-an in-vitro study. 
Nat Volatiles & Essent Oils 8(5): 6337-6349.

19.	 Pintado Palomino K, Vasconcelos CVM, Silva RJ, Fressatti ALM, 
Motta BJG, et al. (2016) Effect of whitening dentifrices: A dou-
ble-blind randomized controlled trial. Braz Oral Res 30(1): e82.

20.	 Land CH (1889) Porcelain restorations. Dent Cosmos 31: 191-192.

21.	 Mclean JW, Hughes TH (1965) The reinforcement of dental porcelain 
with ceramic oxides. Br Dent J 119: 251.

22.	 Ripa LW (1981) Fluoride rinsing: What dentists should know. Journal 
of American Dental Association 102: 477.

23.	 el-Badrawy WA, McComb D, Wood RE (1993) Effect of home –use 
fluoride gels on glass ionomer and composite restorations. Dent Ma-
terial 9(1): 63-67.

24.	 Kual K, Thompson V, Kual T, Nelson S, Selvaggi R, et al. (1992) In 
vitro effect of topical fluorides on sealant materials. J Esthet Dent 4: 
121-127.

25.	 Butler CJ, Masri R, Driscoll CF, Thompson GA, Runyan DA, et al. 
(2004) Effect of fluoride and 10% carbmide peroxide on surface 
roughness of low-fusing and ultra low-fusing porcelain. J Prosthet 
Dent 92: 179-183.

26.	 Caputo A (1980) Biological implications of dental materials. Dent clin 
North Am 24: 331-341.

27.	 Wunderlich R, Yaman P (1986) The in vitro effect of topical fluoride 
on dental porcelain. J Prosthetic Dent 55(3): 385-388.  

28.	 IPS e.max brochure. Ivocal Vivadent AG Technical.

29.	 Yilmaz CA, Turan Korkmaz, Hişam Demirköprülü, Gülfem Ergün, 
Yalçin Ozkan (2008) Color stability of glazed and polished dental por-
celain. Journal of Prosthodontics 17(1): 20-24.

30.	 Artopoulou II, Powers JM, Chambers MS (2010) In vitro staining ef-
fects of stannous fluoride and sodium fluoride on ceramic material. J 
Prosthet Dent 103(3): 163-169.

31.	 Kula K, Kula TJ (1995) The effect of topical APF foam and other flu-
orides on veneer porcelain surfaces. Pediatric Dent 17 (5): 356-361.

32.	 Copps D, Lacy A, Curtist T, Carman J (1984) Effect of topical fluoride 
on five low-fusing dental porcelains. J Prosthet Dent 52: 340-343. 

33.	 Jones DA (1985) Effects of topical fluoride preparations on glazed 
porcelain surfaces. J Prosthet Dent 53(4): 483-484.

34.	 Demirel F, Yüksel G, Muhtarogullari M, Cekiç C (2005) Effect of top-
ical fluorides and citric acid on heat-pressed all-ceramic material. Int 
J Periodontics Restorative Dent 25(3): 277-281.

35.	 Hammad IA, Khalil AM (1994) The effect of fluoride treatments on 
glazed and polished ceramic surfaces. Egypt Dent J 40(3): 757-764.

36.	 Da Siva JD, Park SE, Weber HP, Ishikawa Nagai S (2008) Clinical per-
formance of a newly developed spectrophotometeric system on tooth 
color reproduction. J Prosthet Dent 99: 361-368.

37.	 Yaun JCC, Brewer JD, Monaco EA, Davis EL (2007) Defining a natu-
ral tooth color space based on 3-dimensional shade system. J Prosthet 
Dent 98: 110-119.

38.	 Keshvad A, Hooshmand T, Asefzadeh F, Khalilinejad F, Alihemmati 
M, et al. (2011) Marginal gap, internal fit, and fracture load of leu-
cite-reinforced ceramic inlays fabricated by CEREC inLab and hot-
pressed techniques. J Prosthodont 20(7): 535-540.

39.	 Culp L, McLaren EA (2010) Lithium disilicate: the restorative materi-
al of multiple options. Compend Contin Educ Dent 31(9): 716-720.

40.	 Ozkan Y, Akyil MS (2009) Effect of colored beverages on the color 
stability of feldspathic porcelain subjected to various surface treat-
ments. Quintessence Int 40(7): e41-48.

41.	 Koksal T, Dikbas I (2008) Color stability of different denture teeth 
materials against various staining agents. Dent Mater J 27(1): 139-
144.

42.	 Mutlu Sagesen L, Ergün G, Ozkan Y, Bek B (2001) Color stability of 
different denture teeth materials: an in vitro study. J Oral Sci 43(3): 
193-205.

43.	 Ghahramanloo A, Madani AS, Sohrabi K, Sabzevari S (2008) An 
evaluation of color stability of reinforced composite resin compared 
with dental porcelain in commonly consumed beverages. J Calif Dent 
Assoc 36(9): 673-680.

44.	 Tanriverdi FF, Belli E (1997) Color stability of three esthetic ceramic 
materials against to different staining agents. J Marmara Univ Dent 
Fac 2(4): 643-648.

45.	 Ertaş E, Güler AU, Yücel AC, Köprülü H, Güler E (2006) Color stabil-
ity of dental ceramics after immersion in different drinks. Dent Mater 
J 25(2): 371-376.

46.	 Stober T, Gilde H, Lenz P (2001) Color stability of pressable ceramic 
materials. Dental Master 17: 87-94.

47.	 Guler AU, Yilmaz F, Kulunk T, Guler E, Kurt S (2005) Effects of differ-
ent drinks on stainability of ceramic restorative materials. J Prosthet 
Dent 94(2): 118-24.

48.	 Um CM, Ruyter IE (1991) Staining of ceramic veneering materials 
with coffee and tea. Quintessence 22(5): 377-386.

49.	 Bagheri R, Burrow MF, Tyas M (2005) Influence of food-simulating 
solutions and surface finish on susceptibility to staining of ceramic 
materials. J Dent 33(5): 389-398.

50.	 Johnson GH, Gordon GE (1999) Effects of chemical disinfectants on 
surface characteristics and color of three fixed prosthodontic crown 
materials. J Prosthet Dent 82(5): 600-607.

An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color Stability of Ceramic Restorations

Citation: Al-Anesi MLM, Al-Ghaffari KM, AL-Haddad KA, et al. An In vitro Investigation on the Impact of Sodium Fluoride on the Color 
Stability of Ceramic Restorations. Int J Orl Health.2024;4(2):1-6. DOI:10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041

  6

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16776820/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16776820/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16776820/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30829399/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30829399/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30829399/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16934126/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16934126/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9104718/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9104718/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9104718/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9104718/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27737352/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27737352/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27737352/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/5212704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/5212704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6938575/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6938575/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8299874/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8299874/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8299874/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1389360/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1389360/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1389360/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15295328/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15295328/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15295328/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15295328/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6928835/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6928835/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3457171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/3457171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17971115/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17971115/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17971115/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20188238/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20188238/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20188238/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8524685/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8524685/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6592332/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6592332/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6592332/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/6592332/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16001740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16001740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16001740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9588154/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9588154/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18456047/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18456047/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18456047/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17692592/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17692592/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17692592/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21806704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21806704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21806704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21806704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21197940/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21197940/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19626223/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19626223/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19626223/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35937144/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35937144/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35937144/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11732740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11732740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11732740/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18856169/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18856169/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18856169/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18856169/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9569793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9569793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9569793/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29302281/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29302281/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29302281/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16046965/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16046965/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16046965/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1924691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1924691/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15833394/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10559734/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10559734/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10559734/
https://doi.org/10.51626/ijoh.2024.04.00041

